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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT

.

Reap—the following papers :—
@.0., Mis. No. 1375, Revenue, dated 18th March 189

Read—the following reference on Genl. No, 5
. No. 5822 of 18
{tl'lomctlllle tBoard of Revenuq (Land Revenue)gzi1 i:}llted L4th January 1898,
e Collector of Madura, Dis. No, 4467 ¢ following letter from

dated 2uth N :
the h : X f ovember 1897 :—
W 1;311:\;3 clégtai?gﬁatoe:uibn;ﬁ the following proposals for payment .
- ges In the Cumbum valley on wh; payment of compensation
or which were left waste owing to their sub Which the crops were destroyed

: . mersion by the Periyir
o i T BT e T it s ot e 1
Surulyar streams into the Vaigai. The beds OWD through the Vyravanar
the I"t(;lnyz:x_'dwate?ltl}: water overflowed its l;);;l]:l: sa;?ri;ﬁbeing too snslrall to eonﬁ:{g
;159%1 o::r ; neatf; 1 f1 1'(731-1(;;821 channel for itself. The destn az?d the cultivated lands
e aat(I) o acres in Keelagudalur, CumbuPIIO ion of crop occurred in
gat?:ﬁ v 'gto SI: r 1y in October 1895 when the Periyér m and Kamaiya Koundan-
f:eadlmefl% A lgru yz:; and partly before |5th Decemberwfggr was let down for the
Take wy;so closertlly fgl?v : I;;:{as s heavy rains. The h a?lwhe_m v
till towards the 22n?1mz)f J o Tatn e doth Decomibie 1989551‘1106 wdkbati
destruction of seedlin sy Yhen it wai re-opened 1o et e
o ot ol hgs or sproutings over a considerablePene thgre was a further
Ovez i crows wereddestroyed. very soon after the area which were sown in
bRl 31;1 dw;}l;e;a xf:ttll;oyed in June, July and Auy l:"s:rfssown. The extent
crop over a further extent of 2-2%11::;111-};1:? Vi}ilages_ In Dgcembel? 61?3(? 4;}8;40 RE
total extent over which crops were destroy:sd estruyed in the Cumbum villa;e sec'i)‘ﬁg

it A in both the fagl; -
8. Tn additio - © faslis was 67-
permanently or te;;gr;}:;ls ds;tfli':c;mn o CTOP, Some of the land B
o hy 3 or cultivation owing to th ds were rendered either
flowing. The list of 1andseto ;Zay to form the river-hed inewlfpom DA g GV
made out only after the Publi Ky aawnently acquired for th R s
e '1?1113 el;]l de ublic Works Department g e bed of the river can be
uncertamfy' In thgoseas;le to;b elgegt?rmmed,in 1895 as the eo:rtermmed 7 By eae
be more or less its permanent 6, the river had cut g ehannsel o
extent of land to be I{:;)quir:&l P:l(‘)ll:::e’m:f tha',{‘;hit itk PO;ibflzrt?s?llfteWhi'Ch .
. - - i 1 e rmm
1f:o_ su‘t:lrzlt gleﬁntte proposals for the acquiiition zfili‘xfgr tve Engineer has pr Ogﬁilg
l;)rtoth ivation by the action of the Periyir works afiep Permanently rendered unfit
But thero s no reason why componsuion, or the destruction af ey regY 5 T
i ?1 su ui:ars:(})ln of the land should not he given at 10n of crops and for waste
len " o'wnthy e dSettlament Commissioner in 5 some;)v!;nce‘ i F'o llowing the prece-
e otiat T 18 oozt fo e fub s o ema.in Mans
B ftlt ! tha.c oss of crop at the rate of three "’nmt“r that compensation
'culﬁ i Wlsicﬁ # e msment, while the compensation for 19's the assessment and
4 1v8 od(;% y silt has been fixed at a sum equal to the eogt fands rendered unfit for
ew modifications of this general principle are required j OF Temoving the silt. A
cultivated with dry crops. In determining the amots I the case of wet lands
crops the following rates have been adopted : AL

(1) Ja d’)ﬂygf orep st YRS Sty .
a) For 1 ‘-t or 59003_@ ¢l‘bp g . ‘ ‘ |
{") For irrigated dry orops, twice the :l:: 2..?3’; wet assessment,

% *

~~_ and dry water-rate. ment 4 dry assessment
() For unirrigated dry crops, twice the wet .
assessment. SRR v ¢ Wet assessment and dry

i’em“mﬂ’ for loss of
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(2) In compounded wet lands— ¢
(a) For first or second crop wet, three times single wet assessment.

(&) For irrigated dry crops, twice single wet assessment —+ dry assess-
ment and dry water-rate.
(8) In double erop wet lands—
(a) For first or second crop wet, three times single wet assessment.
(b) For irrigated dry crops, twice single wet assessment -+ dry assess-
ment and dry water-rate.

As for waste the following rates have been adopted :—

1) In single crop wet lands, twicesthe single wet assessment.

(2) In compounded wet lands—
(@) where second crop Wwas raised in any of the previous five years,

twice the compounded charge.
(b) where no second crop was raised in any of the previous five years,
twice the single wet assessment.
(¢) where mo erop was raised during the previous five years, no
compensation.
(3) In double crop lands, twipe the double erop charge for waste in both
seasons, and twice the single wet assessment for waste in one season.
(4) Indry lands— i
(a) If crop was raised in any of the previous five years, twice the dry
assessment.
(¢) If no crop was raised during the previous five years, no compen-
sation.

5. Where dry crops were raise_d on single crop wet lands and dry assessment
only was charged at jamabandy, twice the difference between dry and wet has been

recommended as compensation.

* Adopting these rates, the Sub-Collector has submitted the enclosed three state-
ments (a) for lands on which crops were destroyed, () for lands left waste, and (c)
for lands requiring clearance of silt before they are again rendered fit for wet cultiva-
tion. From these statements it will be seen that the net amount of compensation to
be given excluding the remissions already granted for 131-81 acres of land left waste
comes to Rs. 520-6-0 in fasli 1306, and Rs. 556—1-0 for the 67:68 acres of land on
which crops were destroyed in faslis 13805 and 1306. The cost of clearance of silt
on 251 acres of land rendered temporarily unfit for cultivation is estimated at

Rs. 336.

6. I request that the rates proposed may be approved and that the Public Works
Department may be directed to place the amount of compensation of Rs. 1,076-7-0
at my disposal, as I presume the amount should be debited to the project.

Reference, dated 14th January 1898.

Submitted for the orders of Government.
9. The Board recommends that the Collector’s proposals may be approved and
; that a sum of Rs. 1,076-7-0 may be
Amountstill due.  oydered to be placed at His disposal for
BS. ‘A. P payment of compensation for damage

Loss of crops owing to submerg- caused by the Periydr water as detailed

ence in faslis 1305 and 1306, 6556 .1 10+ 4 .
Lands left waste and web lands in the margin.
cultivated with dry crops 1n 3. The Collector presumes that the

fasli 1306 .. .. .- 520 6 0 gamount should be debited to the project.

: - But the Board considers that the charge

Total .. 1,076 7 0 4 14 be debited to land revenue %o

‘ which head the sale-proceeds of waste

lands benefitted by the Periyar channel are being credited (vide paragraph 3 of G.0.,
No. 1026, Revenue, dated 7th October 1892). :
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Order—Mis. No. 1375, Revenue, dated 18th March 1898

The Collector’s proposal i | ‘
Sofiod: proposals which are supported by the Board of Revenue are

2, "0 Question s tiie rabioalen b1 THE Chas ge will be considered in th
e

Department. Financial

(True Extract.)

(Signed) - N. E. MARJORIBANKS
. for Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land R i
Finanecial I)epartmgnt. evenue), with enclosuzes.
Public Works Department. »

”»
”»

—_—

Endt. No. 846.

Referred to the Accountant-General for rem: ' W '
Public Works Department. 1t is not clear vﬁxn;artl}{xz c?arb?asfoiw:lded G
8. I.Jand' Revenue (?rovmcml), instead of to the workinggex TS debited 4
project itself (Imperial). The special circumstances under wll)xei;llies hOf the Periydr
of waste lands were credited to 1. Land Revenue in 1892 d L% aieriodege
the present case. 0 1ot appear , to apply; to

1ot April 1898. (Signed) ~ A. T. ARUNDEL,
Chief Secretary.
G.0., Mis. No. 1648, Revenue, dated 15th April 1898. b g

Read—the following office-note from the Chief Engi ik
dated th April 18 98.glneer for Irrigation, No. 123,

A With reference to G.0O., Mis. No. 1375, da
the payment of Rs. 1,076-7-0 for loss of cro,p axﬁdsi}tsj;}; Bﬁaf:l}: d1%98, approving of
Periydr lake, 1 b_eg to point out the necessity of strictly 1imit‘|s s iﬁro;n the
any cla;ims of this sort to what can be conclusively proved to lb;gdthe i s
asserted. I do not mean to express any doubt of the equity of ot e
sanctioned in this case and in fact have only an imperfect id}c;a fpiiylng th'e gt
the crops are alleged to have been destroyed, but I happen to ho the locality where
ago that large, and, in my opinion, unfounded, claims are to be I:Xe ik Tl

On the banks of the Vyravanar down to its junecti :
one and a half miles above t{xe Uttamut a.nitgulzts]j J&;?;: nthW;th ﬂ,‘e Surulyar about
where land or crops have been injured, but I should say ‘eo:g K‘il be many places
- this junction would have very great difficulty in proving -tg, ¥l olding lands below

water. While the Periydr works were in progress, the Uttamoss 18 due to Periysr

to its former lepgth‘ and also an additional anieut was built, thuzlameqt was rebuilt
made L'n.the anicut capable of discharging all the Periyé4r wateo : this, vents were
Lol sinini (oSSl Tavel sndvthoad WHAGHERAM 10be koot oot oy e Waber.
have been—throughout the Periyir irrigation season. The wn-and presumably
is calculated to be 11,000 c. ft. per second, the ordinary ﬂool?lm:f- flood discharge
perhaps be a fourth of this. The Periydr discharge is 1,100 c. ft 1scharge  would
follows that the addifion of the Periydr water would not raise the 'lper second. It
floods at all at the anicut and but to a small extent betweeff evel of ordina
Surulyar-Vyravanar junction. weell the anicut and the

I think all claims for loss by flooding be ' . :
disputgble‘ and if any such olaimsyarmto bg seniozptgzruézmut anicut are highly
you will ailow me to express an opinion on them. ernment orders, I beg
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Order—Mis. No. 1648, Revenue, dated 15th April 1898.

The office-note from the Chief Engineer for Irrigation read above will be refer-
red to the Board of Revenue (Land Reveuue) for very carly remarks. The proposals
approved in paragraph 1 of G.0., No. 1375, dated 18th March 1898, should, in the

mean time, be held in abeyance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  N. E. MARJORIBANKS,

for Ag. Secretary to Governmment.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).
Public Works Department.
Financial Department.

From the Accountant-General, Madras, dated 11th May 1898, No. 1842.

From T. H. BIGGS, Esq., Accountant-General, to the Chief Secretary to
Government (through the Secretary to Government, Public Works Depart-
ment), dated Fort St. George, 29th April 1898, No. 1677.

With reference to the memorandum from Government, No. 846, Financial, dated
the 1st April 1898, forwarding Government Order, No. 1375, Revenue, dated the
18th March 1898, for report as to which department should bear the charge on account
of compensation for lands in certain villages in the Cumbum valley injured through
submersion by the Periydr water, I have the honour to report that as the charge i8
incidental to the execution of the Periyir project, it should, in my opinion, be treated
as a part of the expenses of the project and debited to the Public Works Department.

The enclosure to the memorandum under reference is herewith returned.

N Vb2t Aimin
Forwarded to the Chief Secretary to Government, Financial Department. It
seems right that charges for injury to crops when this is due to Periydr water should
be debited to the project, but in the case of lands destroyed or rendered permanently
unfit for cultivation, 1t would seem right to debit compensation to the head to which
the sale of waste lands benefitted by the project is credited. I believe the project
is eredited with 4 per cent. annually on the amount realized by the sule of waste

lands.

(OO0TACAMUND,
14th May 1898.

(Signed) ~ W. HUGIHES,
Chief Engineer, Irrigation Branch.

e w—

Orprr—No. 498, Financial, dated 2nd June 1898.

The Government considers that the charges on account of compensation should
be treated as part of the expenditure of the Periydr project and should not be
debited to 3. LAND REVENUE. ?

(True Extract.)

b.ay’ Chief Secretary.

To the Revenue Department. /
Public Works Department.

Accountant-General.

»
”

Exd. A, F. Ecoleston,
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