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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
11tk November 1875.

No. 144.  Read the following Prdbeedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 2nd
i October 1875, No. 2,755 :—
Read the following letter from J. HOPE, Esq., Acting Collector of Kumool,"
to H. E. STOKES, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue
dated Kurnool, 27th August 1875, No. 301, ;
I mave the hounor to reply to paragraph 4 of G. 0., No. 2,996, dated 21st
October 1874, reviewing Mr. Latham’s report for August 1874,

2. Mr. Latham brings forward two charges against the Curnams, first, that -

“they don’t record all applications ’ for canal water; secondly, “they don’t send
advices to the Overseers in time to be of use, the intervals varying for a month
downwards.” |

3. Up to the date of my receiving the G. 0. (26th November 1874),
Mr. Latham did not report to me any instance in which the Curnams were said to
have been remiss in the discharge of their duty, except one in Kullur (near
Kurnool), to which he drew my attention in a demi-official note some time after
the publication of the rules. In this case, however, I found on personal inquiry
that the Curnam was right in refusing the application. ‘ .

4. I accordingly wrote to Mr. Latham on the 28th }dem, requesting him to
inform me in what village he noticed * dilatoriness’ or ¢ impenetrable resistance”
on the part of the Curnams, and whether these cases had been brought by the
Canal Overseers to the notice of the Tahsildar or the Revenue Inspector of the
range, as was arranged immediately after the introduction of the naw rules. The
enclosed copieg of reply from_, that officer, and of the Deputy Collector’s report,
which. was receivedzonly-onithe 15th ultimo, will enable the Board to judge how
far Mr. Latham’s ¢ complaint " is founded on fact. ,

‘5. Mr. Latham had apparently no information before him when he wrote his
report for August, because in his reply dated 14th January 1875, he merely refers
me to a memorandum which he drew up with the Deputy Collector at the settle-
ment of the Nandikotkur Taluq in 1872-73, before the new rules were passed,
contradicting in general terms the assertion made by Mr. Chase in his letter
recorded in Board’s Proceedings, No. 427, dated 21st March 1873. The Couser-
vancy Engineer, Mr. Wilks, has however no complaint to make against the Curnams
in his section (comprising the first ninety-three miles), and believes that *“most of

“the Carnams™ that he has ‘““personally seen, seem to be anxious to work with the

Company’s officers.” He thinks that ““in time the actual working of the system
will go on smoothly,” though he fears that “it gives the Curnams an almost
unlimited influence over the ryots.”

6. Mr. Dodson, Conservancy Engineer of the lower sections, does not give a
very favorable account of the way in which the Curnams did their work, but even
he is apparently unable to quote more than nine instances of what he calls failure
to act according to the rules. In nearly every case, including the three which
occurred in September and November after the date of Mr. Latham’s report, the
complaint is simply that the Curnam refused to meet the Overseer *to measure u p
some fields.”” In one case the Curnam “ was worshipping his god,” when called

by the Amin. In some, the Curnams deny the accusation, while in others again

they have given salisfactory explanations before the Deputy Collector.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Reveuue_Depdrtmmt
: 11th November 1875. :
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7. In the matter of transmitting appli_(;ationa to the Canal officers, thers
appears to haV‘Ef been some delay on the part of the Curnams ;- but this could have
been easily avoided, if Mr. Latham had adopted the suggestions contained in a
letter T addressed to him so eatly as the 15th July 1874." In' that letter, I
‘Proposed: amongst other measures or the successful working of the netw rules,
that ';;1113,1' box..es should be put up in each village for the Curnams to put in the
duplicate copies of the applications, or that ‘the bankers should bé directed to

receive the copies each day or every "f‘ltemat i i
e y a e day, as might suit them best. To
- this, Mr. Latham replied on the 17th July, sugges;ingb that the Curnams should

o tf?ie'e 2 week regularly, by some regular
say the applicant himself,” e omand, a special messenger be found,

As the stations nd
known to SRR Semd: R' ranges of the Overseer were not
me, I asked to he furnished: mt]}; a list of them; with & view fo i

a systém of beats for fa‘cﬂitatin th SN

» N =55 ; ; the ¢ 1 1

Overscers. The list was reéeivetig' on th T 5 it e

talugs on the 10th Tdam & 2. . oo

' eatigns to 1ga;n:3‘(.l)§em"'ﬁlrec ttnfg Curnums to send the duplicate copies of appli-
29th idem, 1ipoimef2:‘:_’? twice & weck. Again, in my letter, No. 119, dated

8eers) are absent from theit takisne L) t occur, if these officers (the Over-

."?y frequeuﬂy are,” and suggested that,

eh) If the bankers, Amins, and Overseers
Possible that the delay ' y - EEGS Manner suggested by me, it is hardly
: Id have occurred. As it was, it is 8

éhannelss_ &e. ber work eonnected with the repair of the Canal and its
8. The De e : '

: ‘ puty Collector’g reno; . : o but. a8

only & few wee Vreviously g Gol;‘n't Was received on the 15th ultimo, but,

n future be ree ment had decided that applications should

eived _ '
Gogernment in Octope by CanaP Oveneers, I thought the report called for by

When I received the 3 18:7 3 Wo?ld not be required. I only discovered my st
question, ] p, g b reminder; galling upon me t xpedite the report 11
: the dEIay may be exe 5 g upon me to e

From J. |, LAT Excrogong No, 1.

HAM, g, . .
) q‘o c’u o1 2 "
to J. HOPE, Esq., Acting ,Col‘;; En:::ee, and Manager, Madras Irrigation and Canal Company

1n reply ¢ Your, Ng, 152  Kurugg, dated Kurnool, 14th January 1875, No. 5.
Mr. Wilke' A o Noveuber last, I have the honor to enclose the lettert
e, W'Nm :9:' ‘;; lgig‘.“‘ﬁﬁﬂ- Y marginally noted and the lists asked for. M.

.8, i

but wij not de]uy the letters 3 - definite cases ; and I have again written to him,
2. Astothe diiauorin a_hd . Places visited by the Amins antil he can reply-
€88 3 b .
T you to the settler and 'Mpenetrable resistance of Curnams, I cannot do better thad

refe
i ent : g .
at Nandxkotknrm 1872-75, the ouly one with which I am intimately

® The Jast A .
'“‘“mwwm acquainted, My Joss of hope has been, 50 for,

justified. ~ Mr. Wilks caleulatest that there bas

S

g Tth August, and orders were sent to the

-

Dodson has missed the point, in sending 1%

. beenafalling offof cultivation in his divisiod |

- .
3

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Dpartment,
’ 11th November 1875.

in old villages, happily more than recovered by vi]]éges in the 5th and B8th Sections, in which
channels have been for the first time made available. But the only talog which has maintained
progress, so far as 1 know, is that of Prodatur, worked -on the last year’s system of application
throngh Overseers ; in which the inerease of wet cultivation iz about 75 per cent., though ne
extension of channels has been made to new villages this year.

8. Mr. Wilks' report seems to me to show that the new system has been worked with more
than a little pains in his division. Considering thas it is the first year, and that it was very late
before the rules were out, I should anticipate much improvement next year ; but I agree with
Mr. Wilks that the forbidding of application through the Canal officers is no doubt an evil, com-
mercially speaking. The prohibition is i.nconvenient t0 ryots. E\.rery inconvenienca to ry.ots in
the process of getting water is heavily paid for by the general public ; but, no doubt, any inecon-
venience absolutely unavoidable is no sign of error of Government, but wouald merely prove that
the most beneficial works may be constructed and placed at the pu»b]ic disposal, and yet that the
:una.voidable hindrances to the use of them by mllin‘g farmers should take a very prominent posi-
tion in any estimates formed of their practical beneficence.

(True Copy.) :
(Signed) J. HOPE,
Acting Collector.

e e

Ex~crosure No, 2.

From A. RAMACHENDER ROW, Deputy Collector, to J. HOPE, Esq., Acting Collector of
Kurnool, dated Bachipally, 10th July 1875, No. 83. -

1 mave the honor to submit the report called for in your docket, No. 72, dated 16th J anuary
last, on the letters noted in the margin from

* 1. No. 294, dated 15th Decomber 1874, to the Chiel ) Conservancy Engineers of the upper* and
Elﬁ?efqr;. 8, dated 9th January 1875, to Obief Engineer.  Jowert sections, and also in your wrapper

1 No. 23, dated 21st Jauury 1875, herowith returned. o 23, dated 29th January last, on a letter}
from the Conservancy Engineer, lower section, to the Chief Engineer, Madras Irrigation and
A

Canalg_w;‘f?!g”;]ks, Conservancy Enginser of the upper section, in which is included & portion
of the Nundial Talug, has no complaint to make against the Curnams in regard to the working
of the new rules, e states that most of the Curnams, he has personally seen, “‘seem to be
anxious to work with the Company’s officers.”” It seems, therefore.. that the Curnams and the

Company's Overseers and Amins work in .perfect harmony in that section.
3. In the lower section, numerous Instances of ti%"Curnam’s neglect or refusal to aid the

Company’s subordinates are quoted. : _
4. In paragrapbs 2 and 3 of Mr. Dodson's letter, No. 8, dated 9th January last, the

. complaint being general, I requested that gentleman to favor me with specific instances of neglect

or refusal. The result of this reference was thg receipt of acopy of his letter, No. 23, dated
21st January 1875, to the Chief Engineer, which was forwarded to me for report with your
wrapper, No, 23, above quoted. | . : -

5. The complaints are distributed over the (three) talugs of Nundial, Sirwell and Koilkuntla,
and I shall deal with them seriatim, blending together the subject-matter of both the letters from
Mr. Dodson, and arranging them according to the talugs to which they relate. |

6. In Nuxpiarn Tarvq.—(1) Nundial Viiage, (2) Chabrole Village.~In the absence of
any specific complaint for these villages, it is
presumed that the general complaint contained
in paragraph 2 of the refusal of the Carnams to work with the Amius in the matter ‘ff registration

ications i licable.
~ apgl.;anzj:ttl:;:zy, a hamlet of Nundial.—It is stated that the Carnam frequently refused
to issue tickets for a second crop, although the ryots were anxious to commence the said crop

Mr. Dodson’s letler, No. 8, dated 9th January 1875.

** during the last two months " (t.e., November and December 1874),. e
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Proceedz}egs.of the Mad)‘mGovem ot B ue Department,
: 11¢h November 137 x: e
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There are two Curnamg for Cusbih
regular diaries of theip irrigation

Nundial ‘4nd its hagglet’ Kottapally. They bavo keps
As Tegards the firgt he
to

work. e , ¥
ad of complaint, they allege that on'the *24th August 1874, Amin

Gurusawmy did nog tome to the Nundial vl : . : : Fhorh
‘ F : ¢ choultry, whi be 27th idem, they had bee
to the hamlet of Moolasagaram on duty, - sl wﬁ gIe\or‘: ks

2ndly.—1 visited Kottapally on the 16th January last, and examined the disries and .tho
ation sceounts kept by the Curnams. T find that. during
6th to 9th inelusive, '

iy St hamlet of Kotta-
11th and 19¢, g August 1874, they visited the ]

1 YU 0 17th, do; - pally thirteen* .diyé on irrigation duty; and
S %th'mnd sgfx?t?: st owing to its proximity to the cusbah, tlv::z

wha, '} . e 3 J 3 5 % t 5 tion on ge !
days, sojourned the hamlet ¢ : returned to the latter after IhEDes0

N !: ‘ \ ’ ; h %
24th gng 25th Ot} ¢ ",f°'.1 f9l“." days and gpent the forenoon on the remaining two, On the

g , they vigi e in company with the Amin. =
They received applications ang i y ntod the said hamlet in company

st January 1875, the Amiy

being with them all the time, - -
Under these circum

’ stances, . 5 tained. The Chabrole *
Curnam simply gepjes the' the accusation against them cannot be sustai

charge, He kept no diary. He has since been ordered to be removed
efficiency, _

P ’ - ¥
xn:?‘,"?&"ag' Mr. Dodson’s letter, No,

from office for general in

23, dated gig measuring up certain fields,” although’ hes‘;‘;
requested to do so on. the 6th September 1 be.

meet the Overseer at 7 a.x. on the 7th Septem te:

of rain, the bund of the Ayalur tank was over-topped by wa

It appears that the Curnam i

: was re
1874;'but owing to the heavy fal) g
that morning, gnd the Carnap

i id s 3 diate steps
o Maengthen the banks, yhigh g gonre 0! the Bodd, was compllod to take immedite st

‘ oh he accordingly did. This work detained him #ill 10 A.x. at the
tant: On his retury ¢, the village, he bad to send » report in a Magisterial case to the S:bb;
him at work Ul 1 p.x., at which hour, he states, be went to
: yave ‘ ‘anati isfactory.

B digavarkodyy, g, the L1tk Neion appears to bo satisfactory

. ovember 1874, the Amin is said to have requested
Pmmpb " lfr. Dodmn

's letter No. 93, : ;ha Curnam to meet him, t; m ‘;:‘;:: )
. . B’ .n
it is stated, refused to do, The Curnam states ands shown in Form

: th i I nor the refusal.
v Sipwgy, T.ALUQ,_(],)‘ Kot “Mda::} Was neither the call n 7
Paragraph 4, M. 1 . . Complaint against the Carnams of these vill
: ‘s* D"ﬂlon'. @ letter N, g, i8 the same as against Kottapally (No. s.bl’“"
52 graph 6, Nundial Talug). They deny haviog
Beglected their duty in the manner stated.
. th August 1874, the Curnam of Ko;*:ed'kw"'.
Pursgrapha s, 7 ad 5, 3y, Dodso’ refused to meet Overseer Ayasawmy for
Jum:‘lb'u. 3 8 letter, No, g3, aug ing lands, saying that he was worshipping Go:;
; =y Bt The: Curnam denies having been called,
(18.) On another oceasion (g having given such a reply. i
ate not gi ) i3 efused to
¢ same Overseer op give ticketg.( : not 3"“‘)- the Curnam is :]leged to have r
This is equally denjeq.

| The Carnan, | ' ber 1874, he
went, ag Tequested by the said Ove 3m further alleges that on the 12th Novem :

Soobbaya, and isgyeq a ticket, in ';;“." with him to measure the land belonging to Palasagaran

Her? the Carnamy gives the l?ll‘ﬁcnls:b the aid Overseer has set his name as an attesting

; a.—The .
» (2). Chintakunta, (3). Jillella. 3

mm on which he had done a duty which it is dl@ ;

ed tickets for second erops on the gz-d and 22ud Decem"bel.‘ ‘

that the Curnam diq not ‘meet the Overseer to assist ““in

v ey .
2 Sl =  ZERTTL RN
et e e R
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
‘ 114k November 1875.

The same Carnam ie; stated to have, on the 14’th November 1874, refused to meet

S : 8;; urpose of inguiring into some cases of surreptitious irrigation, The Curnam

i gy P t"e :‘g !l)muse at the time the banker sent by Mr. Dumphy eame to the village

Y thﬂ_&' . Wﬂ; mf l:im and that he afterwards went up to that gentleman who was on the

éhoullt;y;z 80&;‘108 a:lds tb;t Mr, Dumphy simply put him the question ** where he had been,” and
anal bank. ,

thing further took place. > |
that no gIt is further alleged that the same Curnam had frequently refused to attend on
(30-)V 1 ziloo'dit]yar. This is den\fec{ by the Curnam, who even cites an instance of his
2Vj§sege;e1;e(¢)iothél's’a;i‘d'().verseef and Amin Luke Brewin in measuring lands.
avin : )

(4) Go;alnr.-lGeﬁeral complaint as stated for med§al Vi'lla’ge No. (1), paragr?,ph.ﬁ,

The. Curnam ‘dt;{tes that he used his besl; exertions in Tnllucmg ryot? to file applncatxo_ns for
water. but tha;t only afew applied, He states he acted in concert with the Overseer in the

e ' applications.” :
ngw;mh::.olizf:)xamu Tarvq.—(1). - Perayapally, .(2)' .Ere'st{pad' (3). Kondapuram,
LY —General complaint as against Nundial No: (1), paragraph 6.

3 "[Ahr]zénap:x::ﬁeny the-truth of the complaint. With the exception of the Kondapuram

‘he Corn

C b t in his tickets from time to time, the vest admit that they 'kept them back until
urnam woo sen

‘ ey despatehed them, This is contrary to your instructions,
thgy 8:cu?;l:;egu?:a;:m:‘fﬁnz:;nx:; {)ﬁicepat Ayalur, I warned them against such negleet.for
and when the:
the future. $li% i have, on the 13th August 1874, agreed to meet

(2a.) The Bristiogd froen naliany o6 Overseer Ayasawmy :f) measure lafds, but failed
to do so, without assigning a reason. This is
denied.

hole, it will be seen that in several cases it is difficult to bring homg to the

BouD e % of ’their having neglected their duty in irrization matters. In some cases
Cm:nams g ion has been tendered. It cannot be denied, however, that some of the
sa,msfgctory explanitwncareful in the discharge of their duties. This may be attributed in part
1 g be?nthessrules which have hardly a full season’s trial, while in some cases, the
ko, b :.J; vi}:ylo?,k ar:er their own agricultural concerns has very likely predominated over a
propensity

Paragraph 8, Mr, Dodsou's letter No. 23.

ﬂtri";;e ns;;: '?‘Z:i.i]dar of Koilkuntla observes that he wonld have checked these irregalaritics,

: been given him by the Company's officers. I agree with the
B tiz%lely iy tl'lte tlj;;n :‘ucl::‘i :)ong liixt of defaultsy extending over a period of several months
Tahl;lld&:. 1[;i:u:¢;n;n recorded, had the local officers been communicated with, in the first
could no ; Dy S
i i less to comment on this subjeot, in that the Government Order recently
A A igsued® modifying Rule II. sets the matter at
rest. It remains to be seen how far the eurrent
il ody the defects of the past in respect to the speedy registration of applications, 'The
iy 'l'e?n }' d Overseers are few, they are stationed far apart, and have a namber of
C.ompany . Aml?isi:n Pruf;cicallv the difficulties félt by the ryots may be greater. We should not
yifhues t g ut.tfenh imnt a}ter t.h'e Company's Overseer_é and Amins from village to village and
. _surprlsedz. ) ayvenience As the registration of applications is, I believe, but one of the
waiy for thelf c:;: Pt cx;.lled upon to perform, it would have been better if the rule had been
numer«?us Ual e le);ve it optional to the ryots to put in their applications to the Curnans or
o modxﬁed ?2 ;Zbo:dinates, and that was the original shape into which the draft rule had been
:::o?v:tzi::? before the Committee met at Cuddapah in January 1874,

* No. 1,327, dated 8th May 1875.

2. I may as well quote the words of Conservancy Engineer Mr. Wilks on this head. «T
thi kl;; tiie ti{e actual working of the system will go on smoothly, but it gives the Curnam an.
in

almost unlimited influence over the ryots; there can be no -doubt that direct applications fo the
: f (5% R
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PROCEEDINGS oF THE BoARD OF anmm‘x dated 2nd October 1875,
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,2 1 Read the following letter from J. HOPE Esq., Actmg Colleetor of Kurnool, to :
B 0 H. E. STOKES, Esq., Acting Secrefary to the Board of Revenue, dated Lgar
' ~ Kurnool, 27th August 1575, No. 301:— S
{ 2 ‘ - | I n,wn the honor to reply to paragraph 4 of G. 0., No, 2,996, dated 21st ‘
o TR R - _ s | chobar 1874, reviewing Mr. Latham’s report for August 187-1
t s LA : ' ‘N 3 2. Mr. Latham brmgs forward two charges against the Curnams, first, that : .
f'“;-'r * L o e 3 | “they dun’t record all apphoatmns " for canal water ; secondly, “they don'¢send
3 R PrsinE & g 22 advzees to the ‘yeraaerl=xu time to bo of usa, the intervals varymg fora month
& . £ S &7 5 t‘ = : o 3 &R { 8 downwarde "
i iégiﬁ i o Y W = o B 4 s Po W the date of my recexvmg the G'r 0 (26th November 1874), :
' - ;: { e e it 4 ;—'3- A 'Mr. Latham did not‘report to me any instance in which the Curnams were said to
] o AEY § S T am 3 % T ' have been remiss in the discharge of their duty, except one in Kullur (near
: £. :?.:sji? } = : oy ! “ Kurnool), to which he drew my attention in a demi-official note some time after
| E :Cé ;:,% | 15 S j? i b : ~ ’ R ‘the publication of the rules. In this case, however, I found on personal inquiry
5 28 IER B S 3 = = - O2 WAl that the Curnam was right in refusing the application.
4 3. “E a ‘:.7 o o S - g = o= h? 1.8 | g e accorﬂgngly wrote to Mr. Latham on the 28th idem, requesting him to
| T 'f;“ ;%% 5 i Bt :5\ i o = i inform me in what village he noticed ** dilatoriness” or “‘impenetrable resistance”
* i *m :::L,n ., sﬂ : :‘ f < m gﬁg A | : ‘on the part of the Curnams, and whether these cases had been brought by the ;
% el B e b -y b R | Canal Overseers to the notice of the Tabhsildar or the Revenue Inspector of the e
1 4 & :i g' ' ; j: , = £ ‘range, as was arranged immediately after the introduction of the new rules. The i
I R 67 i /(;‘ i EEERe £ = ' lenclosed copies of reply from_that officer, and of the Deputy Collector’s report, &
i é‘f‘%“: i i k8 N £s 3 ‘_; «‘*Whlcll was reoewe& only‘ on the 15th ultlmo, will engbla the Board to judge how -
Py e ™ T@.-Q.m? mRRTEL . O v : " ; £ ﬁpl& &h&%ﬁ'ﬁ £ gomp 2 g ifqnnded on fact : e
" | Vg ARE o1 ; e  Mr. Latham | | apparently no information before him when he wrote his T
repomt e August, beéﬂuﬁ!?" ‘hm reply dated 14th January 1875, he merely refers
P ‘me to a memorandum which he drew up with the Deputy Collector at the settle- i
[ ‘ment of ther Nandikotkur Laluq in 1872.73, before the new rules were passed, -
| F i o8 } H contradmtmg in gﬂnﬁfﬁl ‘terms the assertion made by Mr. Chase in his letter : &
4 g : ed in’ Boar&’ﬂ Proceedings, No. 427, dated 21st March 1873. - The Conser-
i ' BF ,‘ vaxrcy - Engineer, Mr. Wilks, has however no complamt t;{aake against the Curnams o
: i ! 1 {in:his section (ggmpnﬁng the ﬁrst ninety-three L“‘}‘u‘/ﬂ, and believes that “most of 1 :
§ t £ d . | the Curnams” that he has ““p sonally seen, seem fo be anxious to work with the
4 R ' ) Company s officers.” He *thmks that “in time the actual working of the system o
1 % 1 will go on smoothly,” ﬁhough he fears that ‘it nges the Curnamn an almost ' :
| BT g 1 * unlimited influence over the ryot&” et 2 s ke
B V| i 4% | .6, Mr. Dodson, Conservancy Eugmeer of the lower sectmns, does nokgivea . . G L
g o ! | | very favorable account of the way in which the Curnams did their work, but even BeRe s
£ 2 i ‘ ' 8  he is apparently mulémqﬁéte nioré than nine instances of what he calls failure H
: A £ to act according to the rules. In nearly every case, including the three which
A 1 _ } * | oecurrecf in September and November after the date of Mr. Latham’s report, the
8 f‘: ; | 4 complaint is simply that m@amm &fafused to meet the Overseer ““to measure up G
ax | |  som fields.” In one case t 1 was worahmppmg his god ” when called i
|8 i | by the Amin, In »jj ne, ,h"s*ﬁnmams' eny the accusation, while in others again
| { 1B théy have gwﬁmtogy expl"anatmns before the Depmy Collector.
} | S fihe { & : G . i
) Lk )i 5 | 4 " I
i fags ' _g
“frf.‘ §i & ¥ 1 %
e : b : AR E 58 i
¢ B £ ¢ } ATl e tse | il
7 j \ " R i
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ip pez;s tinh:te Qaﬁer of transmitting applications to the Canal officers, ther e
been easil av:id (f n‘:o}-lfne SRAY I r: of fhe Curaatns; but e conld l.)ave
lotise. 1 ayddres ed’tl 3 Latham had adopted the suggestions contained 1 &
S amonset ohhun so early as the 15th July 1874. In that letter, I
that pillar quesgs hot 131“ measures -for the successful working of the new rules,

$upticate espics zfotl;l be B0 up in cach village for the Curnams to put in the
e G e bankars should be directed to
this, M. Lathzl:m 5 acr da}’ or every alternate day, as might suit them best. To
b o B on the 17th July, suggesting that the Curnams should

= 1ckety (applications) once or twice a week regularly, by some regular

. say the applicant hi : 2
BH pplicant himself.” Asg the stations and ranges of the Overseer were not

know :
2 ;)):‘-:e: ";?’ lfe::: i‘d t(} belf ul't.nsti..d with a list of them, with a view to arrange
Overscers. The listO:v i lta_tmg the transmission of these applications to the
falivis 54'tha 10tk ide‘n? ;?%l\ted on the 7th August, and orders were sent to th_e
N b Osal Uvers’ "ec'il_ng Curnams to send the duplicate copies of appli-

eers twice a week. Again, in my letter No. 119, dated

 29th idem, I poi
n, L pointed out that *delay might oceur, if these officers (the Over-

Seers) ar ‘ - E

£ i t)heaz ngt:tiir:vm ;ge“ stations as they frequently are,” and suggested that,

hrnaie dupl’ic:zte ould be a good plan if they are directed to receive from the

Overseer’ s ot ;

co-opemg:do;;;n :;: e 0 'the: village.” If the bankers, Amins and Overseers

possible thit tha ; ;"uﬂge 0@0}&18 in the manner suggesied by me, it is hardly

matter for congrat ;a‘y complained of could have occurred. - As it was, it is 8
% : sratulation that the complaint is limited only to a few villages,

consideri: ) Sy Win -
ing that the Amins atid Uvarseers are so few and so seattered, and are

generally engaged o : ; o
Shistsala &c;gag n other work connected with the repair of the Canal and gtr§'
only a few : eeek};uty qoﬂector’s report was received on the 15th ultimo, but, a3
in future he rec;i)-r:;musly the Government had decided that applications should
Doveianes s 8 :b’ by 9anal Overseers, I thought the report called for by
when I received t(l;: Ber ‘l':&‘: would not be required. I only discovered my emror
e e e Board Sreminder, calli dite the report 1B
question. I AL ) ug upon me to expedite the p
A i beg the delay '_n“y\}l‘gexcnsed. ‘
A SRR Excrosorz No, 1
Frm’- 'HO-‘ L A : . 3 0, 1.
S HOPI%,T};??EZS“ Chief Engineer and Manager, Madras Irrigation and Caval Company,
T by Vs Mei 182 Collector of Kurnool, dated Kurnool, 14th January 1875, No. 5-
3 g 47 ut. 204 _November last, I have the honor to enclose the letters
: '  marginally noted and the lists asked for. Mrf
, : = Edah .~ Dodson has missed the point, in mdini_m
but will fiok deles the Lokt . definite cases yand I b ain written to him,
3 ; 111 2:::?;:.;?; lé,tgm “di l‘_“;_“fﬂﬁ“ﬁ ‘vviaited by tehe Amins :nti:v:::an reply. .
refer you to the getmtne:. Nand'mp’,mmm.e resistance of Curnams, I caunot do better than
" settlement at Nandikotkur in 187273, * the only ove with which I a2 intimately
‘  acquainted. My loss of hope has been, 50 far.

Mr. Wilks, Ko, 304 of 1505 ul
- Mr. Dodsou's, No. 8 oﬁ::ﬁina]aﬁ::t: 2

. %Thé last 3 : :
Tﬁnmow:f : ﬂppliuﬁm

= ' © ‘beenafalling of of culsivation in his division

e T o e e SR
ppal, to the ‘Uverseer, but thiat Ior sudden demand, aspecial niosscnger s

s of copi 5 : :
pies that may remain with them at the fime of the

justified.  Mr. Wilks calculates f that there has

villages in the 5th and Gth Sections, in which
But the only talug which has maintained
stem of application

in old villages, happily more than recovered by
channels have been for the first time made available,
Progress, so far as I know, is that of Prodatur, worked on the last year's 8y
through Overseers ; in which the increase of wet cultivation is about 75 per cent, though no
extension of channels has been made to new villages this year.

3. Mr. Wilks’ report seems to me to show that the new eystem has been worked with more
than a little pains in his division. Considering that it is the first year, and that it was very late
before the rules were out, I should anticipate much improvement next year ; but I agree with
Mr. Wilks that the forbidding of application through the Canal officers is no doubt an evil, com-
mercially speaking. The prohibition is inconvenient to ryots. - Every inconvenience o ryots in
the process of getting water i8 heavily paid for by the general public; but, no doubt, any incon-
venience absolutely nnavoidable is.no sign of error of Government, but would merely prove that
the most beneficial works may be constructed and placed at the public disposal, and yet that the
unavoidable hindrances to the use of them by willing farmers should take a very prominent posi-

tion in any estimates formed of their practical beneficence.
(True Copy.)

J. HOPE,
Acting Collestor.

(Signed)

Excrosvrs No. 2.

From A. RAMACHENDER ROW, Depoty Collector, to J. HOPE, Esg., Acting Collector of
Kurnool, dated Bachipally, 10th July 1875, No. 83.

for in your docket, No. 72, dated 16th January

. ~ last, on the letters noted in the margin from

®1. No. 234, dated 15th December 1874, (o the Chiof 410 Conservancy Engineers of the upper* and

Frgiseer. e ; .
T32. No. 8, dated 9th Jannary 1876, to Chief Enginecr. lowert sections, and also in your wrapper
% Np. 23, dated 20th January last, ou @ ietter]

I mave the honor to submit the report called

1 No. 23, dated 21at January 1875, herewith returned.
ger, Madras Irrigation and

from the Conservancy Engineer, lower section, to the Chief Engin

Canal Company.
2. Mr. Wilks, Conservancy Engineer of the upper geotion, in which is included a portion

of the Nundial Taluq, has no complaint to make against the Curnams in regard to the working
of the new rules. He states that most of the Curnams, he has personally seen, °‘seem to be
anrious to work with the Company's officers.” It seems, therefore, that the Curnams and the
Company's Overseers and Amins work in perfect harmony in that section.

3. In the lower section, numerous instances of the Curng’s neglect or refusal to aid the
Company's subordinates are quoted. R

4. In paragraphs 2 and 3 of Mr. Dodson’s letsor, No. 8., dated .9th January last, the
complaint being general, 1 requested that gentleman to favor me with specific instances of neglect
or refusal. The result of this reference was the receipt of acopy of his letter, No. 23, dated
21st January 1875, to the Chief Engineer, which was forwarded to me for report with your

wrapper, No. 23, above quoted.

5. The complaints are distributed over the (three) talugs of Nundial, Sirwell and Koilkuntla,

and I shall deal with them sexiatim, blending together the subject-matter of both the letters from
Mr. Dodson, and art fizing tHED according to the talugs to which they relate.
6 T Nowpisy Tava.—(1) Nundial Village, (2) Chabrole Village.—1In the absence of

: any specific complaint for these villages, it is
Mr. Dodsow's lotter, No. 5, dsted 9tk Janaary 1675 presumed that the general complaint contained

in paragraph 2 of the refusal of the Curnams to work with the Amins in the matter of registration

- of applications is applicable.




=T G
Y «

m # 4o issue tickets for-a sec ;.
S ™ during the lask ﬁ:::::; ?f"p' alt{mﬂgh ‘the ryots were anxious'to commence the said crop
There"'fu; i éﬁfnm:' : oxf *63-»'1%;{0‘!3%? and December 1874).
S WA& diari é.,é,ofﬁheir iriig;ﬁon wmho;k. : “ﬂdlgl' aod its -hamlet Kottapally. They have kept
:  As regards the first h 23 ' ; . -
Gursawiiy, did. not- 6&“::%1:1132?.}?%7 they allege that on the 24th August 1874, Amin
to the };aﬁx!e&o,f Moolssagaram oa-dut; RN choiller, while on the 27th idem, they had been
- 2ndl -*—Lﬂ’s;‘w&% R e W : '
. counterfile " tickets and ot}fmu? 5 tl.m 16th January lagt, and examined the diaries and ihe
i i ‘”’fgathH accounts kept by the Curnams. I find that during

A Sk Lo : i
to 9tk inclasive. August, 1874, thoy visited the hamlet of Kotta-

déf‘a “sojournetf; 2 N returned to the latter after inspection on seven
5 : e hawlet on four days and spent the forenoon on the remaining two. On the

24th and 25th i v vi
24th October following, they visited the said hamlet in company with the Amin.

DRl Mﬁahndﬁrei?kg:::?mr,li:i the Amin being with them all the time. -
Curnam siﬁ;ply denies the ‘ehm’ the accusation against them cannot be sustained. The Chabrole
' { arge.. He keph no diary. - He has since been ordered to be removed

-

{4 dyalur—Tt is sta e ; i
 Paragraph s,yu';-, %odmn' 1;;??06 that the ?f;}nam did not meet the Overseer to assist *‘in
L Jsmmay fEs ® lottor No, 23, dated slgt mMeasuring up certain fields,” although he was
R e Ty =5 requested to do so on the 6th September 1874.
1874; bus mf?: mv T;;egmr.ed to meet the Overseer at 7 a.x,, on the 7I‘)th September
LR i e s T i o U RYalE nK g puercloppel By AT
o SRS bl kit v the aid of the Reddi, was compelled to take immediato steps
g accordingly did. This work detained him &ill 10 a:x. at the

0 , at work 41l 1 pAr., ab whi e :
verseer af the Ayalar bungalow, ~This explanation ,pp:;:;”t:x; f’“’ m‘r‘;“" he went to the

- » Mr. Dodson’s latter No. 93, the Curnam to meet him, to messore ‘certain

it is.!i&ted,refnaed to do. . Th 4 Jlands shown in Form B :
. 1to do. The Carnam states thers was neither the call nt;ra;:ie:ah;smg S

Parigraph 4, Mr. Dodson's Labies B2 :
s lstter N E‘:f;» .8 ghe same as against Kottapally (No. 3, para-
% 5 graph 6, Nundial Taluq). They deny having _
(B0 " MEain 1t 1s allciad Uiab o neglected their duty in the manner stated -
o g allogod that on fhe 10th Augast 1874, the Curnim of Kotakundakur
mhlg;,:nde,m. Dodson's Iatter No, 3, sk _’ef‘“@d to.meet Overseer Ayugvmj for measur-
S 2 ' : ;‘f lands, saying that he was worshipping God.
aa 0 Tt o o By, T 'h:i Curnam  denies -having been called, or
e “On é pebe ng gi : v. :
g ) On another oconsion (date not given), the el e
same Overseer oF give ticketa, R |
b W Pl s At e
' Bonbbaysani iasted v tokek Towhioh the said Ovgprce. 1o s od bolomging to Pal garas
~ Herwthe Cumam gives e o oich tho s1d Overseer bas ssh bis name Geta Sntag winss
= he did not perfory 1e partioular oceasion on which he had dos a duty which it i
M LI b st 0 Al

~

 refused -to meet *

)

- “»;».‘34' E ¢ 3 ' : ; 3 o : B

it R PR e pally_thirteen*® days on irrigation duty; and
, 27th and 29th to 3lst owing to its proximity to the cusbab, they

They received applicati : : o nal
ed 2pplications and issued tickets for second orops on the 38rd and 22ud December -

fromw office for general inefficiency.

ST ke Onehis rebarn. to the villise Yo send & roport-in & Magisterint-eassto—the=Sut-
Siwonedrics viliage, he had : i isteri
- Magistrate’s Coart, which kept him gl = ;

. (6.) diyavarkodur —On. the 1ith Ne:
99 4uyavarkodur —On. the 1lth November 1874, the Amin is said to have requested :

7. Ix Siwswn T :
L .Tg,wn‘—(l). Kotabuﬁd&‘kmﬂ, §2). - Chiniakunta, (8). 'Jillella.—The; e
complaint against the Curnams of these villages

alleged 2 hamd o fused on the Oth August 1874 to meot: Amin
Luke Brewin for measuring lands. "Bhis is denied by the Curnam.

(3b.) The same Carnam is stated to have, on the 14th November 1874, refused to meet

‘Mr. Dumphy for the purpose of inquiring into some cases of surreptitiousireigation. The Curnam

states that he was in his house a the time the banker sent by Mr. Dumphy came lo the village
that he afterwards went up to that gentleman who was on the

choultry in search of him, and’
Canal bank, He adds that 3r Dumpby simply put hica the question ** where he had been,"” and

that nothing further took place.
(3¢.) It is farther alleged ‘that the same Curnam had frequently refused to attend on

Overseer Velco Moodalyor. - This isdenicd by the Curnam, who even cites an instance of his
having helped the gaid Overseer and Amin Luke Brewin in measuring lands

“). Gotalur.—General complaint as stated for Nundial Village No. (1), paragraph 6.

The Curnam states that he used his best exertions in inducing ryots to file applications for
water, but that only a few applied. He states he acted in concert with the Overseer in the
registration of applications '

8. Ix KoILEUNTLA Tarvg.—(1). Perayapally, (2). Kristipad, (3). Eondapuram,
(4). A;y'z;uapuram.-—-‘General complaint as against Nundial No. (1) paragraph 6.

_ Phe Curnams deny the trath of the complaint. With the exception of the Kondapuram
‘Curnam who sent in his tickets from time to time, the rest admit that they kept them. back until
they aéeumulated for a month when they despatched them, This is contrary to your ingiructions,
and,when these Curnams attonded my office ab Ayalur, I warned them against such neglect for

*(3a.) The Jillella Curnam i3

the future.
(2a.) The Kristipad Curnam ie alleged to have, on the 13th August 1874, agreed to meey ‘
Overseer Ayasawmy to measure lands, but failed
: 7& letter No.[28. g i it
Mr. Dodson’s g to do so, without assigning a reason. "This is.

Paragraph 8,
b denied.
averal casea it ig difficult to bring home to the

-9, -On the whole, it will be seen thaf'in s
In some cases g

Curnams the fact of their having neglected their duty in irrigation matters.

i satisfactory explanation has been tendered. It cam:fot be denied, however, that some of the A
, Curnams have begngJess careful in the discharge of their duties. This may be attributed in part ‘
s of the rules which have hardly a full season's trial, while in some cases, the

has very likely predominate L over & ¢

 after their own agricultural concerns

- ;

strict sense of duty.
' 10. The'Tahsildm,of—Koilknntla observes that he would have checked these irregularities,

h & long list of defaults
had the local off .

& if timely notice of the same had been given him by the § mpany’s officers. I agree with the
' ¥ exiAding over a period of sevcral months

 Tahsildar, and submit that suc
_could not have been recorded,

instance.
11, 1t is now useless to com

4 been communicated with, in the first

subject, in that the: Government Order recently

: jssned® modifying Rule IL. sets the matter at
* Non 1,897, deted 86k Moy o rest. It remains to be seen how fur the current
the speedy registration of applications. ‘The

tationed far apart, and have a namber of
We should not

ment on this

year will remedy the defects of the past in respect to
,Commny-s Amins and Overseers aré fe, thfay are static
villages o attend to. ~pragtically, the difficulties felt by the ryots may bo greater. '
beo surprised if they hunt after the Company'gerscers and Amins féom village tovillage and
~ wait for their convenience. As the registrafion of applicatious is, I believe, but one of the

numerous duties they are called uggn to pex;;g; it would hdve been better if the rule had been

W oo ol ] : i i icatt o the Curnams o8 i
. to leave it optional the ry ‘ put in their applications o the &
E :;,mﬁpai;: n:berdinates. and da?{gas the Priginal shape into which the drafy rule had beea %
thrown into, before the jommittee M at Cuddapah i Jonvarg 1874. !
[ s #

X
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s fm! 48 well quote the words of USSM¥dhey Engincer Mr. Wilks on this s head# T
“think in time the actual working of ‘the system will o"on smoothly, but it gives the Carnam an
a’hnosk unhmlted influence over the "¥yots ; there can’be no ‘doubt that direct applications $o the
Ovea seers ‘are_better, There are some men who v.ould rather apply to the latter; ‘others prefer
the Ournam, #nd in this way a complete check would be kept.” o ¥ :

13, 161 18, .however, a source of congratulation that the Kurnoal Dlstnct in which the best

portion-of the Canal lies, did not'afford real grounds to induce Government to make the modifica-
tion.

.

14, Ishall éubmit‘ the informa.ti'on called for in the latter part of paragraph 3 of your docket

under acknowledgment, on " the recelpt of a reply from - the Company's Assistant Conservaucy
Engineer, X

(True Copy.)
| (Signed) | . J. HOPE,
Acting Collctor.
‘.( A % Lttt A "_ :
SUBHITTED for the mformatmn of Government m*h reference to G. 0., 26th
"Odtober 1874, No, 186, . £~ s

2. Though thiere hava%)een a few cases of dxlatonnesu or neglect on the
part of Curnamg in the Kurnool District, the reports, §how thiat Mr. Latham’s
sweeping complaint is not borne out. Tt i is adnntted that. ﬁle superior reyenue
officers have done.all they can; and it Seems to ‘the errd that'if ‘the people
,rea.lly wanted the watnr no amounf; of obstrnctxveness by thc bumams ‘would
prevent them from getﬁmg bR e , S 5 :

} 3. Ti“’ ‘change, however, Wluch w&s desxred b&? tho Camﬂ u*’ﬁcers has been

. are ,n"“’ made to the Company’ & servants. It remains to see the effect.
;i::i : 4 :  (True COpxea and Extract.)

R
'u

4:: ;'a; e ' Acting Secretary.
] o ﬂ!e Astmg Seeretary to Government Revenue Deparbment. :
Copy to the Actmg ColIeotor oNnrnool
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