Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
13th March 1873.

Read the following letters :—
No. 129. From Colonel F. J. B. PRIESTLEY, Superintendent of Revenue
Survey, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort
St. George, dated Chepauk, 20th December 1872, No. 2,829-78.

H,L,

Iy reply to paragraph 2 of G. O. No. 1,424 of the 15th Oetober last, I have
the honour to state that it is not usual to apply to Government for sanction for
transfer of lands from one village to another, vide G. Q. dated 9th February
1864, No. 244.

) o P ot o o >y s * . .

2. Ienclose a sketch showing the disputed portions as per margin included

~ ) in the Pymaish A S o bl ik

NoteB and s, chumsle : ymaish X’ccountb of both villages,

No b5, wet cultivation. Kontakuly and Konchur, to which parties
»» 6, waste. to the dispute laid claim.

3. Water-rights in channels, Nos. 3 and 7, having been adinitted without any

opposition whatever by the villagers of Kontakuly to belong solely to Konchur,
the former, channel No. 3, forms the natural boundary of No. 6, of which the
exact ownership is undecided, as the evidence produced before t.he ol e wh
investigated the claims, under Section 25 of Act XXVIII, of 186 0, was equally in

favour of both parties.

4. The statement of the petitioners, that No. 6 block is their property, is
therefore not correct, and Mr. J. Tomlinson, under these circumstances, d(;(;;(]ed
that the line A O should form the boundary between the two villages as being
““ the natural one” and convenient for survey. To shape the bounda _for-thc lllox"c
purpose of including No. 5 (claimed by the petitioners by right of putta) in
Kontakuly would lead to a division of Nos. 6 and 3 between the two villages—q
course which would have been advisable only if No. 3, the irrigation cl{anne],
had belonged to Kontakuly.

No. 130. From the same officer, dated Coimbatore, 13th January 1873, No. 844
IN reply to your official memorandum No. 3 of the 6th instant, 1 have the
honour to state that the proceedings of
. P Hy .
Mr. Tomlinson, referred to in my letter
of the 20th ultimo, No. 2,829-78, were not based on the orders of Government as
- g (9 §-+4 B r ST o )
per margin, but on Section 25 of Act XXVIIIL of 1860; the approval of the
Collector of the Ganjam District was not therefore obtained.
2. 1 beg further to represent that the l)rocuedings of Mr. Torblinson-in thie
7 subjeet to revisic 7 > head of artme : .
case are only subject to revision b‘} the head of ‘the .d(.?l)d.lfrn(,nt, and that his
decision can only be set aside by a formal decree of a Civil Court.

9th February 1864, No. 244.

No. 131. OrpEr THEREON, 13th March 1873, No. 303,

CoLoNEL PRIESTLEY was informed in
G. O., 15th October last, No. 1,424 th
transfers of land from one village to
another for the convenience of survey merely were not within the authority of

Miscellaneous.
at
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