i

Proceedings of the Madras Govdarnment, Revenue Depariment,
24th Ocivver 1873,

Read the following :—

(0. 224. Proceedings of the Court of Wards, dated 20th September 1873,
No. 1.889.

Read again the following papers—

Proceedings of the Board of Revénue, dated 23rd December 1872, No. 2,452.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, dated 13th May 1873, No. 73, Revenue
Department,

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, dated 15th August

1873, Na. 855.
)

Read also the following letter fri=.'C. G. MASTER, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to
J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated Chetterpore,
7th August 1873, No. 1,834 :— .

I mAvE the honour, with reference fo the Court’s Proceedings, dated 23rd
December last, No. 2,452, to submit copy of a letter (and its enclosures), dated 16th
April last, (received 16th idem) No. 103, which should have been forwarded
sooner.

2.7 1 do not consider it necessary to say more about the delay regarding
which Mr. Grahame was called for explangtion in paragraph 2 of the Proceeding;
under reply, than to remark that under the eircumstances desecribed by him, it was
not surprizing that the matter escaped recellection, and that the omission to report
was cer:ainly not intentional.

3. With reference to paragraph 4, I have to state that on the 11th June 1872,
I received a telegram from Mr. Grahame as follows :(—¢ Kimedy Supervisor sus-
pended, apparently forgery. Can you send a man to act, If =0 ?let him join
sharp.” I replied that I had no one to send. On the 17th idem, I received a
letter from Mr. Grahame, (13th June 1872, No. 204) telling me that he had
authorized the Overseer to perform the Supervisor’s duties until further orders, and
that he would let me know the result of the case against T Ramayya after it was
closed.

4. On the 29th July 1872, I reccived a letter, dated 25th idem, No. 107, in

- - - 2 ] ,
which Mr. Grahame asked me to obtain a Jagal opinion on some questions relating
& = D
to this very case. I forwarded the letter on to Government the same day, and the
v il TR ) AP 2 7
Order thereon, dated 16th August 1872, No. 1,113, Judieial Department, reached
the district on 3rd September, a few days after 1 had quitted it on leave.

5. This letter contains a full description of the land transactions in which
T. Ramayya had been engaged, and of the circumstances which led to the charge of
forgery being preferred. I enclose a spare copy of the Government Order, and T
must express my great regret that the matfer was not reported to the Court at the
time. I ¢an only suppose that when the matter was first brought to my notice by
telegram, I considered it advisable to wait for further particulars, and that when it
came up again in the shape of a reference on the Magisterial side, I thoucht the
submission of the question to Government all that was immediately callchfor I
quite see that the Court should have been iaformed at the first,




e I O S .

Proceedings of the Madyras Government, Revenue Department,
24th October 1873. .

report as from time to time he could arrange to visit them. No change was to be

made in the existing system of supplying funds or auditing expenditure, Overseer

*G. 0., 23rd May 1873, No, 1,413, Public Venkata Row was afterwar(.ls appointed®
Works Department, Court's Miscellaneous @ supernumerary Supervisor of 2nd
Proceedings, 3rd June 1873, No. 3,345, grade and directed to join Kimedy.

13. It is obvious that the Estate will mot require the services of an Overseer
on 100 Rupees (Vira Mallesalingam’s pms‘cat pay) besides those of a Supervisor on
Rupees 150, and if an officer of the latter grade is to be retained, Vira Mallesa-
lingam will have to revert to his former position. Mr. Grahame in his present
letter refers to the opinion which he expressed in November last on this very point
and to the unfairness of putting a stranger over the head of the present Overseer,
whose local knowledge and length of servicedn phe estate ““ ought to plead against
his supersession.” He begs that the Court willreconsider the question of appoint-
ing 2 new man as Supervisor, and I would support his request on the grounds
which he adduces, as well as because of the unnecessary additional expense which
will be incurred thereby. For it appears to me, that if the Estate is to be under
Mr. Lever, all we want is one good man in the t;xluq with ‘such subordinate
agency as is usual, and that unless we throw out Vira Mallesalingam altogeth'er,
which would be very hard upon him, we shall have almost more than we require

under present arrangements. : . e 7
14. It seems to be necessary also that the relative position of the Revenue

| Officer in charge of the Estate and of the Public Works Department should be

defined. If it is not, I apprehend clashing. The District Engineer has just
calledf upon Mr. Lever to report on the

t 12th June 1873, No. 297. system of supplying funds to the Estate,
and audit and to send in a Statemen: of establishment with dates of past and
- present appointments, with qualifications, ete. The Principal Assistant Collector,
to whom Mr. Lever had of course to
refer, writes] to say that he does not see
why the District Engineer should require the information. He asks for it, I
presume, under the impression that the Public Works in Kimedy are as much
under him as the other ranges of the district, and if this be so, of course he has
every right to ask for any information he chooses. The question to be decided is,
whether any alteration is to take placein the position of the Principal Assistant
Collector, 1. e., i8 he to remain as at present the head of the department in Kimedy,
keeping the accounts of the expenditure and initiating budgets, ete., or is he to
occupy a place similar to that which he already occupies in the Chicacole Range
as the Revenue Officer in charge of the Sub-division of the district ?

15. 1 hope the Court will acquit me of any want of respect if I say that 1
think their recent§ censure of the Princi-
pal Assistant Collector was rather too
: severe. I believe that Mr. Grahame
‘as done as much as any one ever did in the way of supervision: I would also
point out that it is owing entirely to Mr. Grahame’s inquisitiveness, that the
heretofore unsatisfactory character of the administration of Public Works in
Kimedy hes been brought to prominent notice. I know we are all theoretically

+ 12th July 1873, No. 195.

§ Court’s Proceedings, 5th July 1873, No. 1,206,
paragraph 6.
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responsible for every thing which goes amiss in the divisions entrusted to us, and
so far of course, are amenable to rebuke and must ever be so, as it is morally and
physically impossible that a Revenue Officer and Magistrate should ever do the
whole of his duty to his own satisfaction. I am confident, however, that Mr.
Grahame does not spare himself, I have i‘eaeozi also for believing that his prede-
cessors made frequent visits of inspection, and as both Captain Beckley and

_ o PRSI AL AT Mr. Harris reported* favourably on the
<Pt M Mot o s Srvielol WML S 8 i s

in which there is particularly favourable after seeing, more or less cursorily,

mention of the late Supervisor. what was going on, there was no reason
for suspecting that any thing much was arniss.

16. So far as I can judge; the Kimedy Estate must now come under the
regular control of the District Puplic Works Department, who will be responsible
for the estimates and the execution of the necessary works. In this event, the
position of the Principal Assistant Collector must be hereafter different to what it
has been. ~ If the maintenance of the roads generally should fall upon the Loecal
Funds with reference to the recentlyt
expressed opinion of the Court, there is
all the more reason for the direct
manacement being in the hands of the Public Works Department.

 17. But there is one question which has not yet been touched upon though
it is a very important one, and that is, on what terms will the Government under-
take supervision of the Public Works in the Estate? Major Beckley remarked to
me some months ago that even the probability of the Estate being again brought
under the District Engineer, would much affect the distribution of Range Officers,
as the expenditure in Kimedy is equal to about half the expenditure in the rest of
the Ganjam District. Mr. Lever, Iimaging, owes his present appointment to this

2

t Court's Proceedings, 17th May 1873, No. 821,
paragraph 12. :

% ‘“ probability.” The expenditure on the

1113% ‘ég,%gi | Estatfa has of the late averaged Rupees
12705 Lnn R sk 14,084 61,872 per annumy, and though the
1980%,. e e 09,672 Court on a former§ oceasion doubted
12817 o e 495980 whether this expenditure would continue,
Total... 309,363 = the budget recently|| submitted shows

; e that it is necessary to be liberal in this

A e respect.  Should the Government there-

' i ted 11th July 1872, fore a s

§ Ci.\?;t i;:aa;ﬂ;:;grzb hdg . ¥y 187 = O};Ply ;0 the Estate, the same princi-
2 which they have been dealine

| Dated 18th July 1873, No. 1,604. with Local Funds, Viz., charging 25 pe:
cent. Vide Government Order, 5th Sep-

tember 1872, No. 1,183, we should find ourselves saddled with a cha.r;’;e of sap
Rupees 15,000 as the bare cost of supervision exclusive of the loea] ’SUbordinat{;
establishment, which would probably have to be maintained as well, in the g :
way as the Local Fund Petty Establishment is kept up, : o
18. It may appear to the Court that the desired supervision will, under thi
view of the case, bg purchased at too high a rate, and that it may be stiil Decéasar;

B. »
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to continue the arrangement under which the Supervisor was specially exempted
from any departmental control (paragraph 6, Court’s Proceedings, dated 5th July
1873, No. 1,206). Tt is true, as far as I can learn, that when the Estate was
formerly under the charge of the District Engineer, no separate charge was made
for his supervision, but times have changed. It is also to be remembered that the
Estate pays a commission to Government for  management” and this amounted
for Fasli 1281, (1871-72) to Rupees 4,168 ft 11 per cent. on the collections. I do
not suppose, however, that this would inelude Public Works Supervision.

Ex~crosurre No. 1.

From W. F. GRAITAME, Fsq., Acting Principal Mesiséint-Collector, to €. G. MASTER, Esq.,
Acting Collector of Ganjam, dated Ghicacole, 16tk April 1873, No. 103.

I aave the honour to reply to your foot-note to the Procecedings of the Board of Revenue,

o

No. 2,452, dated 23rd December 1872. ]
2, Asregards the delay in writing to the Court of Wards about the Parlah Kimedy Depart-

“ment Public Works, 1can only express my regret that it occurred. When the Government
Order appointing D. Kistniah to the charge of the Kimedy Range reached me, .I was in camp.
1 proposed to write to the Court of Wards pointing out the advisability of appointing a European
Officer to the Department Public Works, and ordered a draft letter to be plrcpilll‘ed. The Overse?r
in ehirge of Kimedy Range during T. Ramayya's guspension wrote to me pointing out the hardship
of his case in being superseded by a man lately appointed to the Public Works Department,. when
e himself had been seventeen and a half years in it, of which fifteen years had l)een gpent in the
Kimedy Estate. I ought of eonrse to have written at once, and my only c_\‘«:i}se is ?hat after I l?a(i
ordered a draft to be written, I forgot all about the matter. You may not think this so surprising
when you remember that I had more work on my hands than I could get through in the day.
All the Settlement Reports were then being prepared, the District Report, the Sub-division
ileport, and one on Kimedy Estate : the budgets of bogh Local Fund Circles were in the hands of the
Sub Committees, of both of which I was a Member ; I had in my own hands two of the Revenue
and Magisterial Divisions of the distriet ; as it happened there was a good deal of crime to be
dealt with just then, and I was the only full power Magistrate in the distriet and Senior Assistant
Magistrate's Divisions ; and there were several speeial reports being written, some of them of
considerable length. These various matters so filled up my time and engaged my attention, that
i quite forgot about the Kimedy Public Works. I donot say I cught not to have remewmbered
it, but I do say that I did not wilfully cause delay as the Court of Wards seem to consider, so
far as] gather from their Proceedings.

- 8, As I mentioned before, my principal gbject in writing was to urge on the Court of Wards
the advisability of employing an European in Kimedy Range. Secondarily (though it came first
in my letter) I wished to point out that there was on the spot a man in my opinion quite as fit as
T. Ramayya to be in charge of Kimedy Range if the Court of Wards refused to appoint a European.
I learn from a late Proceedings of the Board of Revenue that they intend to put a 2nd class
Supervisor in charge of Kimedy ; I have received a letter from the man now in charge protesting
against this step. I must myself point @@t the unfairness to Vira Mallesalingam of putting a
stranger over hishead, Ilhave in my former letter of 24th November given my reasons for
recomme_nding that if any native be put in charge of the Estate Public Works, Vira Mallesa-
lingam should be put in. His local knowledge and his great length of service in the Estate ought
to plead against his supersession by a complete stranger. I do not know if Vira Mallesalingam was
originally in the Government Public Works Department. If he was, he left it for the service of

ghe Estate, aud I think he ought not to suffer thereby, when an opportunity presents itself at which

LY
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he might very legitimately expect promotion. I théféfore beg that you will request the Court of
Wards to re-consider the proposal to put in a stranger. ,

4. As regards the blame awarded to me as one of the district officers * for their silence
regarding the unsatisfactory proceedings of T. Ramayya,”’ I have only to say that as soon as T found
it necessary to suspend T. Ramagya, I telegraphed yeu, and that my leiter on the Magisterial side,
No. 107, dated 25th July 1872, gave an account of f:he matter for which Ramayya was suspended.
Up to the time when I telegraphed to you, I had not completed my inquiries as to the land Ramayya
had acquired in the Estate, and 1 did not think 'l ought to write on the subject until I could réport

in some detail,
5. From the time I took charge of this Sub-division, I heard things which made me doubt if
T. Ramayya was a man to be fully trusted. I did mt, however, for a long time hear anything
certain directly affecting his character ov likely to afect his usefulness. Early in 1872 I learned
that he held land in the Estate. In Merch 1872, I zalled on Ramayya to submit a Statement of
lands held by him or his relations. On the 18th of Mareh, I received the statement.* In this
s o I frund ?nbered eleven different pieces of land
' ot A N SR i aggregating ——1 acres and bearing sist of
! Rs.994-8-2. Of the eleven pieces of land, three
assessed at Rupees 447-9-9 and containing ——% acres were entered in the name of T, Ramayya’s
daughter S. Latchiminarasamma. Opposite to the extry of these three pieces of land was a note.
*“ These lands of the villages were purchased by my ®n-in-law Samineni Subbarow, in the name
of his wife, with the dowry money given by me at the time of my daughter’s marriage which is
customary in respectable families. I have no interfeence whatever with the lands.”” Four other
“h ~ pieces of land containing——* azres and bearing
Rupees 227-2-2 sist were entered in the name of
P Abingi kg et ‘hli“ porsn M{: uephz:;, .in"iﬁ T ’I}amayya’s n?phew T. Venkateredi Naidoot
::::t;:vt’:nb;:‘;:; :,;?a, i sl Rynas and four more: pieces of land containing——4
(Signed) W. F. G, acres and bearingRupees 319-12-3 are entered in
the name of Ramayya’s son T. Jagannatharao or
his son T. Sooryaprakasarao. 'Opposite to these items is a remark that Ramayya’s brother had
bought this land and entered it in the name of his own or Ramayya’s sons, because the brother does
not live at Kimedy, but is a merchant trading in varions places. I made another reference to
Ramayya about the age of his sons and about land held by others of his relations. Ramayya's reply
abont the age of his sons was received on 1st April, although dated 23rd March. The reply
about lands hel by his relations is dated 27th March, but was inadvertently only initialed by me, so
I cannot say on what day I received it. This
.stat‘_ementz contains the entries of seven pieces
of land, bearing Rupees 421-1-1 sist, in the name of foar men C. Jagannadharao N aidu, C, Kurmiah
T. Saradhiand C. Sriramulu. Kurmiah was on Ramayya's recommendation appointed Gumastah ixl
Kimedy Range Office. T. Saradhi on Ramayya's recommendation was appointed Head Lascar, but
resigned when Ramayya left. C. Sriramulu is Ramsyya’s Cook and is still with him. He c’ould
not have acquired land without Ramayya’s knowledge. C. Jagannadharao wasa Gumastah und
Ramayya and it is unlikely he acquired land himsel’. T cannot believe Ramayya’s stateme: tther
he had no interference with these pieces of land. In April, died Ramayya’'s daug.hter. Lazzh‘ l’“
narasamma, in whose name had been entered the three pieces of land bearing Rupe'esr 4471[;;
sist. In May, the Manager of Kimedy reported that Ramayya’s wife had oy o X f.
to her own name of the land hithex_'to standing in her daughter’s name, ;md sixe aj l‘ﬁmfer
the transfer on the ground that the land had bégn bought with her own money. p};;; i
nominally entered in her daughter’s name. In the same month the husband of I:l:e d AODIJ‘
girl applied to me for a copy of the Statement of -Jands which Ramayya had sent in. I :c ;mg
him to appear in person to ascertain why he wanted it, because it wag n;ore ol;- e;‘e
privileged. Before he appeared, on the 7th of June, vue of Ramayya's subordinates, g Cl::l:

® Number of acres not given.

1 Copy sent B.

»

[
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_reported on the matter
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on the petty Establishment named Venkataratnam, appeared before me and gave me three
papers. - One purported to be a letter from Ramayya to his brother-in-law, telling the latter
that the bearer would explain e;'erything. Vionkataratnam deposed that he had been by Ramayya
ordered to give the three papers to the brother-in-law, and direct. the latter to have the former
Statement of lands abstracted from the records of the Principal Assistant Collector’s Office and
another statement substituted therefor. This other statement was one of the three P“Pe.“
Venkataratnam had bronght, and the third wis a copy of the application made by Ramayya's wife
to the Manager, Venkataratnam did not know 1!7;0 wrote the second statement, but he hac} geen
Ramagya sign it. On examining this new ststement it was found to contain,with the exception ?f
the remarks column, the same information as the former statement for which it was o be substl-
tuted. In the remarks column both entries had been changed. The eniry opposite to the lnn(.ls

““neldm the daughter’s name now ran, *‘these lands were purchased by my wife's own money 1

the name of her daughter, and she (my wife) is now enjoying them.” The alteratior.l in the
other staterent was of no. importance. I magisteNally dlqni?red into the matter, and it turned
out that Ramayya's son-in-law wanted the ccpy of the statement to use in & Civil Court to enfor?e
his right to the land, if Ramayya did not give it up to him. I committed Ramayya to stan.d his
trial for forgery, and he was acquitted. 1 do mot know on what grounds he was acquitted.
From the evidence of the son-in-law it was very '\.mﬂﬁ Ramayya had bought the land, an('i g
the son-in-law was a mere go-between, if he ever appeared in the matter. ¥t is ru!fwm’ed. in the
Estate that Ramayya has put by a very large sam of money, and I am inclined to believe this from

: - AT e < s He rose from
the fact that Ral 'a told me during the investigation that he wished to resign.
mayya to 4 pise bis origin with his state, as he was, when

g S Gk :  heavy fees to
he left Kimedy, possessed of many hundreds of dcres of land, and able ta pay heavy fe

Tesihis defout Lo e g pm:{e sent In and the one 0 be substituted ; and that 1

Ramayya signed both the papers, the one. ness that he signed both. When T put the

admitted to at least one eredible wit ) :

knc‘:)wdhszar;énzmbefore him 8o folded up that he counld see only the stg!'mtnre. he admitted that

;9 hnd itten the signifnr‘a{ but he steadily denied that he knew anything about the paper to be
e had wri i s -

ot was called ‘on-"'far an explanation as to why he had been silent so long
byt s .The.Managerf Tyt forward translations of his letters. From them you will
o the el 0: gca 't‘he Manager called attention to Ramayya's doings, and that Mr. Hope
gee that at leust W to the then Collector. T forward a copy of Mr. Hope's letter.

e Y aasion, | shall state that I am now trying to get from Ramayya an explanation of
. ‘m; e whicb’ he loft in considerable darkness and involvement when he left Kime'zdy.
j;'m. hed him 'toi remain to explain them, but he went away without doing so, and now I am obliged

to address him through the District Engineer.

(Trae Copy.)

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
- Collector.

a———

Excrosures Nos. 2 and 3.—Statements of lands posgessed by the Supervisor’s relatives.

e

Excrosuses Nos. 4 and S—Reports from Manager of Kimedy Estate.

Excrosues No. 6.,-—'ﬁopyv of Mr. Hope's letter.

Ehes ks — .l : ' | .. | ; th

Excrosors No. 7.—Copy "of Aeﬁa&;f()@lleaq's letter, dtt«! 26th Janwy 13?0- oy
Principal Assistant Collector. 5 e _ .

¥

cute him, 1 may add ‘that T am convineed myself that-
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Excrosuas No, 8.—Copy of G. 0., 16th August 1872, No. 1,113, Judicial Department.

Tae Court resolve to submit the above letter from the Collector of Ganjam
(7th August) to Government. B i BE e )
1. The Court accept the explanation given by the Collector and Principal
St - Assistant Collector of their omission to

Pagas. 4, 5, Procs: Board, 23rd Dec- 1872, jnform them of the irregular acquisition
of lands by T. Ramayya and of his committal to the Sessions Court. They are of

‘opinion that the Manager is deserving of censure for not having fully informed

Mr. Grahame earlier of the Supeyvisor’s wrong doings: his having made a report

to a former Principal Assistant did not relieve him of the duty of repeating the

warning. ¥ s ey DA el .

2. The Court solicit the attention of Government to the administration of
public works in the Estate in the past and.#f the future. -

3. The Government (G. O, 15t Al’lgfﬂiﬁ' 1873, No. 855) await a report
from the District Engineer through the Public Works Department on the conduet
of Tai Ramayya, who is now in charg;ﬁta Government range. The Court now
lay before Government the facts reported in paragraphs 6 and 7 of the Collector’s

‘:)letter. The committal of T. Ramayya on a charge of forgery was followe(&b
his discharge on the ground that there was no case before the Sessions Cour{

owing to the fact that a new Public Prosecutor having been appointed immedi-
ately before the trial there had been no time to instruet him, and on his asking
for an adjournment on that ground the Sessions Court declined to grant one. It
is further reported that the lands acquired by T. Ramayya in the Estate in the
names of members of his family are situate in seventeen villages and that he has
an interest by mortgage or otherwise in lands in six other villages.

4, With the additional information as to the past before them the Court are
constrained to re-consider the administration of Public Works in the Estate in the
future. So long ago as 1859 the Government wrote ‘‘ In the Kimedy Estate the
works shall be under the District Engineer as respects design * * the Kimedy
Estate will be an executive range and the Assistant Agent there will be the
Ezecutive Engineer in charge of it.” The expenditure on Public Works has
always been large and the maintenance alone of the excellent roads which intersect

the country is a heavy charge. The expenditure in the five years 1277 to 1281

was 3,09,363 Ro the estimate for the Hiramandalam bridge 1,10,000
is sanctioned, and of that work half the cost is to be borne by the Estate ro;ds’ e
being traced which communicate with the country above the passes ’and which
will be expensive to construct and to mainfain, it is desired and the Court think
it desirable to build a Palace which shall be a suitable residence for the proprietor
of this great Estate; but, even if the expenditure (62,000 Rupecs per annum) of

the last five years is not exceeded, the eanfﬁbt;ﬁon for the bare cost of supervision
at 25 per cent. under G. 0., 5th September 1872, No. 1,183, will amount to about

Rupees 16,000 per annum, exclusive of the local subordinate establishment.

- 5. The Cowt of Wards are constrained to urge in the interests of their
W&tds that the question be re-considered before it is decided to lay such a charge
upon the Estate. " ' :

L -
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6. The Collector wrote, dated 4th May 1872, “it would be decidedly for the
advantage of the Estate if a European Officer of experience was put in charge of the
® In Proceedings of the Madras Government P e Kime'd s e

Revenue Department, dated 26th July 1872, have the undivided services ?f the officer,
whoever it may be, who is employed
- in Kimedy.”*

The Court were of npinion then that an Overseer who should work undér the
supervision and control of the Principal Assistant and of the Manager would be the
most suitable arrangement, “ they could not in any case approve of a European Ofﬁc?r
being placed in charge of the Chicacole Tulug in addition to Kimedy.” Further in their
Proceedings, dated 23rd Decewber 1872, the Court urged the Government to

place at their disposal a competent officer to examine and report on the works of
all kinds completed or in progress in the Estate.

7. Government in their Order, dat®? 30th January 1873, No. 241, Public
Works Department, informed the Court, that they could not spare an officer t.o
make the inspection and report desired : that the system under whwh. the Public
Works in Kimedy had been carried out by &n Overseer directly subordinate to t.he-
Principal Assistant, who in turn was oecasionally visited and advis?d by t?le District
Engineer can no longer continue : and that they propose to constl‘tute Kimedy as 8
Sub-division of the Chicacole Range placing both in charge of Ensign Lever. This
arrangement was accepted by the Court in their Proceedings, dated 4th March 1373,
and this acceptance they desire now to be permitted to withdraw.

8. Whoever the officer may be in charge of Kimedy he must be directly

subordinate to one of two authorities;—the Principal Assistant representing the
authority of the Court of Wards and of the Collector and Agent to Government ;—
or the Departmental Superior of such officer as the Publi.c Works Department place
in charge of the sub-division which they would constitute. As long as a Super-
visor or Overseer was in charge of the Estate the Principal Assistant was from
time to time visited and advised by the District Engineer (or, during the years in
which a different system prevailed, by some other Engineer Officer of experience)
nor did the system work ill as far as efficient construction of works is concerned.
The Court believe that the irrigation works and roads on the Estate have been
designed with a due regard to its wants,and that their execution has been good.
Under existing Rules however the advice of the District #ngineer will be no
longer available unless the excessive charge which they have above deprecated be
laid on the Estate.

9. The Court are of opinion that the most ecfonomical and efficient plan
would be to employ a competent European Engineer unconnected with the
Department Public Works who would work directly under their orders and whose
services they might utilize in Forest supervision.

10. The services of such an officer could be secured at less than half the
cost of Department Public Works supervision and they would be given constantly
and wholly to the Estate.

o A R
e g Loa b bt

_mupport of their prefurence for a resident Eiropean professional officer,
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No. 225,  Prooeedings of the Court of Wards, dated 20th September 1873,

No. 1,892.

Read the following letter from C. G. MASTER, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to
J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to ths Court of Wards, dated Chetterpore,
29th August 1873, No. 2,022 :—

Wita reference to the state of the season, I asked, among other gentlemen,

Mr. C. W. Voss, of Kimedy, to keep me informed of the prospects of the crops, ete.

. 2. Insending in his first report Mr. Voss has made the general observations

contained in the accompanying copy of his letter, dated 16th instant. Mr. Voss

has exceptional advantages for forming a judgment, and I think his opinion is

entitled to every consideration. *

3. 1 have asked him to favour me wmh “the detailed account referred to in
the concluding paragraph of his letter. '

Excrofver No. 1.

From Mr. C. W. VOSS, to C. . MASTER, Esq., Cillector of Ganjam, dated Purla Kimedy,
August 1373.

I smary have much pleasure in complying with your request of

reports will only refer to the castern and western divisions of the esta

2. 1 avail of this opportanity to say a few words on the position
respect to water-supply, and, if the i

16th

the 9th instant though my
te within which wy work is.

of these two divisions with
: : gures of the past eleven years may be relied on, I have the
most exceptional yesr to judge by, No year compares with this for drought to date.

3. The estate is naturally almost independent of the risk of seasons, this year even there
having been no lack of water but lack of the means to distribute it.

: : It is & sad sight to see the
life of a country ebbing to the sea, and sadder to know the fault lies at our own door.

4. The anicut across the Mahendra Tanaya eould, and should,
times, whereas it waters only seventeen villages of the fifty 1t was desi
of the country I believe it might. A canal of three miles, say, debouchre upon a small tract of
and, which the water overruns and thence pours infa the river and is lost, Unfinished work js.
very general ; a good project is marred because it i: ot carried out. An anicut is built, and the
irrigation unattended to. A tank—I instance the Likshmana Sagaram in particular—is put under
ealtivation before provision has been made to water tke country it commanded. A canal is half dug
re-cntered in the budget, struck out, and left. Money is thus frittered away all over the estat:a..
Some time since I suggested to the Acting Princiyal Assistant Collector the advisability of one
division being taken ata time, its wants supplied and then passing on to the next division.
Under the present system money is undeniably sunk, whereas I venture to think my plan would
reliove the estate in a few years of public works, and the establishment, which is wholly inadequate
to meet the requirements of such extended and multfarioas operations, could with justice be made
sngwerable for good and sound work on the limitea g2ale.

5. If the subject be of sufficient interest and inportance I shall

be happy to submit a detail
account of works that I believe would guarantee this part of the estate against droughs etailed

insare us against critical
gned for, or not a sixth part

(True Copy.)
(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
5 Collector.

Tue Court resolve to submit copy f Mr. Voss' letter to Government iy
) , It ist
that an unprofessional observer is liable © be misled s to the practical me;l;:
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