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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
: 1st November 1875.

-

No. 3.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue,’ ibed 'm‘;‘_ :

Beptember 1875, No. 2,504 :—

Read the following letter from'J. HOPE, Esq., Acting Collector of Kurnool, to

H. E. STOKES, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated
_ 18th August 1875, No. 287 :—

I mave the honor to submit the report called for in paragraph 8 of G. O.,

" No. 510, dated 22nd February 1875, communicated in Board’s Proceedings, Miscel-
laneous No. 2,445, dated 24th March 1875, regarding the eonduct of the Chinna
, Devalapuram ryots in cutting a new supply-channel to their tank, without the

permission of the Revenue or Public Works offiéers.

3

2. The tank and the channel weré personally inspected by the ll)gpulty‘ Col-
Jector in charge of the taluq soon after the breach, and from the inquiry held by

him on the spot, it appears that the channel was dug without the permission of -

the Tahsildar or the officers of the Public Works Department, and in spite of the

objections raised by the ryots cultivating under the Narayanapuram and Galichin-
nayapalem tanks. The village authorities of these two villages reported the matter.

to the Tahsildar on the 24th Gctober 1873, and.that officer is stated to have
visited Chinna Devalapuram on the 26th idem, and remained there the whole of
the following day, inquiring into the complaint. No record, however, was kept
of the proceedings, but the Tahsildar states that he verbally declined to grant
permission for the excavation of the channel, and that both parties told him at
the time that the channel was not yet commenced. This is probably true, as in
the reports of the villagers objecting to the channel, it is merely stated that the
ryots of Chinna Devalapuram were clearing the jungle between the Maddulair

River and the tank, and it is hardly possible that nearly eight hundred yards v

length of channel, averaging three feet deep and seven feet wide, could have been

excavated between the 24th and 27th October. But I cannot absolve the Tahsildar

from blame in not having passed written orders on the reports of the village autho-
rities of Narayanapuram and Galichinnaygpalem. Had he givgj written orders to
the effect that the excavation of the channel was prohibited, these village officers

would have taken care to see that the order was not.transgres ed. I have fined

the Tahsildar 10 Rupees for this neglect, and warned the villagers to be more

careful in future. Chinna Devalapuram is a hamlet of Narayanapuram without a
separate village head. The Reddi and - Curnam of Narayanapuram are. not much

to blame, as they strongly protested against the attentpt to cut a new channel and . -

got no written orders from the Tahsildar.

¥ « -

i » ¢ : g,
3. 1 delayed submitting this report until the Depu Collector could get, the
y ng ty I

ryots to block up the new channel and build a masonry wall at its head, as
suggested by the District ‘Engineer. The Deputy. Collector reports under date
the 11th instant, that this has been done. The - original” construction of the
channel cost the ryots 160 Rupees. The cost of filling itup and of building'a
masonry wall was estimated by thé Public Works Department at Rupees 430, 1
therefore think it hard upon the ryots t0 %guire them to pay half the damage, as
proposed by the District Engineer. Thoygh there is no rain guage at this station,
the Range Officer estimates the fall of'miﬁjg.t before the breach at fourteen inches

.




. ' ) ilis
irther ;egea:m the baad of the ﬁnkmundmew*~
et the : erefore '_;,_liablethatbutforthmheavyfallofmin:'th’t‘m
;.ﬁsghthawuwpedinjmh( ‘

‘ Miup. e

!

1
1%

Smrm:n to Govemment mﬁh gefarence to the Government orﬂer quoﬁ&
2. The Board support the Collector’s recommendation that no farther

of th&r&ambedzenoe nearly 600 Rup
tﬁiﬁ.&a tank would have breached in ¢ any case.

5N (Atme@bpy&ndExtmct.)

ok ©  (Signed) H. E. STOKES,
: S Acting Seeretary.
No% = Om mnnov, ISﬁ Rﬂvember 1875, No. 1 549 R i
S hﬂm No. 1. ‘ Coxmunroaren to the Departmnt‘

of Public Works with reference to para-

| 8raph 3 of G. 0. in that Depmhﬁﬂft,

' - dated 29nd February 1875, No. 510.

2. In accordance thh the T%Omdah ¢ 2

dcmand need be made upon the ryots, on of the Board of Revenue, no ﬁltﬂl -

et o ‘T(Sisned) L. A, CAMPBELL,
 Under-Secretary to Government.

o ths Publo W“*'Deputment, S e -_ RO oy
- » the Board of Revenue, =~ -

- demand be made upon the ryots. They have already had to pay in oomequeuco ‘* %
pees. It is possible, as stated by the Collector, f\‘ ;
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" 4o the Tahsildar on the 24th October 1873, and that officer is stated to have

the Tahsildar 10 Rupees for this neglect, and warned the villagers to be more

e T ad subaiting this report wntil the Deputy Oollector could gotho

the 11th instant, that this _ been de

Mok " o
PRocEEDINGS OF THE BoaD oF Rpvenur, dated 7th Septemﬁfw%. e

Read the following letter from J. HOPE, Esq., Acting Collector of Kurnool, to
H. E. STOKES, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated
18th August 1875, No. 287 :— . : »

I mave the honor to submit the report called for in paragraph 3 of G. O,

No. 510, dated 220d February 1875, commnunicated in Board’s Proceedings, Miseel

laneous No. 2,445, dated 24th March 1875, regarding the conduct of the Chinna’

Devalapuram ryots in cutting a new supply-channel to their tank, without the

permission of the Revenue or Public Works officers, i

2 mand the channel were personally inspected by the Deputy Col-

m "X the taluq soon after the breach, and from the inquiry held by

him on the spot, it appears that the channel was dug without the permission of

the Taksildar or the officers of the Public Works Department, and in- spite of the
objections raised by the ryots cultivating under the Narayanapuram and Gaiichin-
nayapalem tanks. The village authorities of these two villages reported the matter

visited Chiana Devalapuram on the 26th idem, and remained there the whole of
the ‘follov;ixig day, inquiring into the complaint. No record, however, was kept
of the proceedings, but the Tahsildar states that he verbally declined to grant
permission for the excavation of the channel, and that both paries told him at
the time that the channel was not yel commenced. . This is probably true, as in -
the reports of the villagers objecting to the channel, it is merely stated that the
ryots of Chinna Devalapuram were clearing the jungle between the Maddulair
River and the tank, and it is hardly possible that nearly eight hundred yards
length of channel, averaging three feet deep and seven feet wide, could have been
excavated between th® 24th and 27th October. But I cannot absolve the Tahsildar
from Blam p in‘.,not having passed written orders on the reports of the village gqthwv
rities of Narkyanapuram and Galichinna‘fy;apqlenp. Ha(} Pe giv 1 wri;tte_g orders tg- e
the effect that the excavation of the ehﬁgnel was prohibited, t se village officers ~ QJ *
would have taken care to see that the order was not transgressed. I have fined ™

careful in future. Chinna Devalapuram is a hamlet of Narayanapuram without a

separate village head. The Reddi and Curnam of Narayanapuram are not much

to blame, as thoy strongly protested against the attempt to cut a new channel and

got no written orders from the Tahsildar. i ;

ryots to block up the new channel and build a masonry wall at ifs he&d&%f‘

cuggested by the District Engineer. @he Deputy Collector reports under date
o 2 ‘ ne. The original construction of the

tupees. The cost of filling it up and of bu?i&iég? B
dgy the Publfs Works Department at Rupees 430. I
powfic ryots to equiro them to pay half tho damage, as
ogibor. Thoiigh thero is no rain guago af thisstation,
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