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8tﬁ December 187 5 t

] ;j} . o No. 114. Read the following Proqeedmgs Of the Board Of BBVGE‘RO, da‘ted 26ﬂ1 Sl - el
o i : October 1870, No. 2,964 =, LA L PR

. ” Read the followmg letter from W, S FO ER, Esq iy Oolleotor of the Godimary £ SalM g
3 ‘B : ~ District, to H. E. STOKES, Esy., Acling Secretary tcthe Board of Bevenne, -

g " dated Cocanada, 18th September 1875, No.38ti— - s

3 { ;.Q'f T Ly _Proceedings of the 8th April 1874, No. 777 %ﬁb Bmd dec‘lded ﬁm’t,‘

- 585 Acres were usual wet in- the m”éﬁ Dugguiu'ﬁﬁ"ﬁ&gggmg‘fo the Eimg 25

-l  Zemindar, and du-eoted that it should be exempted from water cess < s

LB irrigated in previous years by anicut ator was loss than the extent am"ed’ bﬁﬁ' f e e

e B the final orders of the Board on the sub;ecb were passed only a portion wasvnx pted g
L 1B ~ from water cess; and the remainder was treated as dry and water cess.charged and

: B “collected as shown in the acoompanyﬁlg Swement The amount involved is Rupees

~ 5,107-7-9, and the Zemindar requests that the amount should be refangad-to him,
- The ryots contend that the refund should be made to them, but as the amount was

collected on lands admittedly dry the Zemindar is ‘entitled to-the refaud— Vids Board’s

Proceedmgs dated 2nd.,July 1875, No. 1,831." I have therei’ore the hongr to requgsg =

that the Board wﬂl ction the refund of the amount to the Zemindar. Tho sam |

‘ L m&«qred;ﬁed tqﬂovemment on the dates mentwned in mg »

; Swmm for tho orders of Government, with the Board’s recommendahon that
the sum of Rupees 5, 107-7-9 be ordered to be refunded to the Zemindar, it being the
amount of water-rate improperly collected on lands wlnoh he is entitled to irrigate

nndettheanwatfreeofcharge.
o e (A true Copy and Extraet)
ek Gey T HE STOKES,
: 2 _: ;;' ol SR ~ Achngseoreta.ry
No. 115. Oxm mnnox, 8th December 1875 No 1170 f8w
S e gk ‘E‘"n P va Tnnrefundnf Rs. 6107-7-9tothe
: | R l e S A ux. e - Zemindar of Pittapur as recommended
e il S RN e "‘5*3;';;..;_1‘,7;, by ﬂmBm&_ Mlsappmved and sonstioned.

"Bl i _ 4 :\ ; Samzaryto Gwment

i

Exd. J. Tulloch.
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Dxatnct, to H. E. STOKES‘%#A o ai- gSeeﬁdﬁary to the Boaudof Reveﬁue, .
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b i_g S ¢ -t , 4 3 : - l;:‘; A e ”
S g ::g 3 P e o L 1 rr:,ﬂ‘butaythegmomtwﬂ
G iy TV R TR i g s B = —Vic
25 8 | Sofoi o G b X
S ael | ] ;
- R e { : -
Tt S . e | £ 3 ‘
1 5 ﬂg‘jg »'?,,_. NS * X 2 o L

| Exme« 1 mu,-sw
e L
2 uv IED m&emdmd G'Dve!nment,wlﬂl theBoamd’sreeommenﬂmontht
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PRroOCEEDINGS or THE, 'Bd‘Ann oF Revenve, dated Bth' April 1874. i
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as 585 acres, whil* in in the Bueounts of the su .'l oot

i .»ummm{' woat cox ol wet. Toth
estato, they have generally taken the hxghestmmthat sppom&mthe accounts as wet, smi in

% ome or two cases the luweéﬁ' 1 re!fl‘mt instructions 9““ what nmy 5‘ adopted i = futnre cases.

(k

2
—--—-q

i : Encr.osvns,mz £ ,
me 3 8 HQBSFALL, Esq., Sub-Collector, to W. f STER, Esq., Acting Collector of
Godavery District, dated Rajahmundry, 15 Feoember 1873, No. 400.
I HAVE the hondmr to state that in this districk-$lere are certain land. belonging to the
Zemindars which were formerly irrigated by natural sources of irrigation maintained by the
Zemindars. These sources were obstructed by the construction of the anicut to the Godavery
and of the anicut channels (both drainage and irrigation) by the deepening of certain old channels
~ and the like, all on account of Government. The Government are, therefore, Junder the obliga-
tion to supply water to the Zemindars in cases in which it is possible for them to do so. The
 supply must of course be free of any charge for water; for, the Zemindars never paid any extra
| assessment to Government, when their lands were irrigated by natural sources of irrigation. . The
* water-tax rules unﬁmnad by Government in their order of the 31st October 1865 thereﬁ;

' constraction of the anicuts, or ‘to have been charged in the accounts mth such a rate of assess
; {ment a8 ma‘bﬁa}g, maiazgg tho title of uch land to water, etc. ete.”” :

75 Tll ek hudrqd-and-mﬂy acros and 10 cents of land were retarned by the nllagers o

}‘duq as Zmndm hni hsble to exempm from wahrafite
gy .‘,i?'-.‘i

“No. 777. ’ L \ ;}j}_!:.--“

e Ll i Rea,d the' following letter from Ww. S FOSTER, Esq Acting Collestor of the Godavery District,
: § LEEE ; - to J. GROSE, Esq,, s.,cmgry to the Board of Revenue, dated Cocanada, 24th February
N aPELES 1874, No. 44:—
g 'ibg gg.gg §‘~ é B , I mave the honour to forward herewith copy of SMolleebcr 8 lettar of the 15th Deeember
- N & § :: 5'&'? % ' F2 L ‘ ? s last, No. 400, on the subjectfof debermmmg the usual wet land in the vﬂla.ge of Duggudurru in
SRR o o 4200 e B the Pittapur Zemindari. . :
3 N . = pa B X s
Tl b S‘% & % E o . § o ; E 4 2. The queatmna ra.med by Mr Horsfall are (18t> whether the Gmhkat of wet land, or the
1 ; .g Fo - 4 ZQ | > & extent usually cultivated wwh wet crops, is to be allowed as usual wet ; and (2nd) whether the
2 E 3§_ S - _w g » ?‘ T . 4 _ Zemindar ought not to be c}mrged with anythmg in the shape of smamtenance of the anicut works
é’. B :g‘"% gw § g; ‘ § %k -« that frrigate the lands m qnestlon. ' :
5 N4 %2 8 E,;’; - : 50 n;rg? ;?iﬁ?m,mmh:ﬁb&m in 0.0, 18tk Mu 2 T The first qsestlon has already beeh
: g > = S s RO ré
2 i %..g'-ﬂ § , e p:%“:g’& Jm'@ﬂ& sy e disposed of in this and some other estates, and
AN g gg’§ i€ L) Braph i 1;5-!;050 shos - 1 think it nunceessary to re- open it. The wet
N Efa.a - Zi . vmmd“%mwm* » %% Guaikat is to be taken. 1
0 S gs:;' : g ; ; 4. The second question is certainly a matter for consideration, I Ithuﬂ: when a compom-
: !» Ji- N § 7 ""’,tlon is made with the Zemindar, as in the ease of the Nidadole and Baharzhally Estates.
g g?ﬁi’ IS { 5. Inthe WW”J’J@ Faslis 1244, ;lm, 1252 _1253 1254 Mﬂwf& the Gudikat is entomd
1

rent yelrs, it m aﬁhred as 483 acres 60 cents.

| provided that ** no ﬁ#‘ﬁe whatever shall be made.under these rules for a single crop on Zemin-
dari or Tnam land where such mné s are Proved. Lo bave lien. ctistomarily cultivated with wet
Ry it Mk 7 cﬁmefggg by any other means of irrigation whatever prior to the . .

Duggniuml, 8 vilisge belonging to the Zemindar of Pittapur, and sxtnata in the Rammbendmpnr a3

.
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of by the Board in this . °




Mr, Fraser, the late Collector, held an inguiry into the claim in 1870 when the talug
was attached to the Principal Division, and

11’;5? Vliiaams. 2
oo T st L léggg decided that 347 acres 46 cents of land be
i‘gg; et iy ig};} treated as ** uswal wet” and supplied with
G | anicut water free of any charge. This extent

4)55813 / is the average area entered as Paddy pro-

13943 ducing land’ in the accounts of Faslis 1205,

Equivalent to 347 A '
i et o v e 1206, 1207, and 1208. The term * Paddy

producing land"’ is generally taken to signify wet land.
23 e:;m'g::f::xvxindar :fh.l’iﬁta;?qr,‘ whose interests are 'involved, 800D ?.fterwards applied to the
oo Ewuo is ‘declsnon; and produced certain accoxfnts' which shoYr a grcater extent
= Opinion.aﬁer ol ect;)r Tssqed a0 order to the Tahsildar to institute local inquiry and report
i personally inspecting the lands. The Tahsildar has accordingly done so, and

.por , dated 28rd June 1871, was transferred by the Collector to this office for disposal.

5. The questions for decision are—

{1st.) Whether there were any sources of irrigation.

(2nd.} If so, whether they were intercepted by any act of Government.

charéf.rd.) What extent of land is to be allowed as usual wet and entitled to  irrigation free of

6. As to the first two questions, the Tahsildar's inquiry shows that—

(s) ‘The two channels marked B (Toralukodu Channel) and @ (Chintala Kalva) in the annexec
plan were the means of irrigation. They had their supply of water from (1) rain water whick
tlowed d(twn from the lands of the villages of Draksharama, Doddampet, Andrangy, Yarapotha-"
varam, Kuyyeru, ete ; and (2) floods of the Gantamy Godavery. ‘ '

- () Cross dams were raised to the said two channels B and & at t

Q*, and water was taken to the tanks H, H?, H®, K’, K’
(c.) Another dam was raised at Q7 to the marsh C, just name

 the tanks K', K?, K* and K* through the chanuel D, called P-4 Eales ;
i &ﬁa\mﬂhmnsmmmf;—m no marst marked L' and L7, tuesciy vexsyilif
- water ¢ tanks K* and K*. ' SR 3 5 »
) ‘(8) The-direct irrigation, therefore, was from tanke-H', HY HK?,
K¢, K7, K*, and K? and the marsh C. . |

(f.) Since the construction of the anicut, the Andrangy Drainage
dag, and the old sources were consequently ohstructed.

7. Moreover, the Godavery was embanked and Godavery flood-water intoroepted.

8. The 1st aud 2nd Questions are therefore to be decided in the affirmative.

9. The nest question which is as to the extent to be a
The Anicut Irrigation was commenced in Fasli 1267, 80 that the ace
our guide in the deeision of the issue.

: ‘10,  The following are the entries in the accounts :—
" T.—Adccounts sent by the Tahsildar.
How entered.

he places marked Q' am‘f}

d. 4 the water taken to

K& K, K KS,

Channel marked M. wa:

Nowed as usual wet is rather intricate.
ounts prior to that fasli are

Easii. ExAtent.c By whom signed.
Y209 ¢ L3720 Zirayati Khirdu (cultivated).
It ;s not stated whether itp None.

Ay , ] &,

250 b . g , r-y'?f'v{e s G TRTSU U SWOT ATE gigned by the
238 gn 586, 0. Web. ¢ dyacut. - [ hose accounts 0§ A oo and hear the stamp o
llgg v %55 8 gz; -~ Tot s:y whether cultivated € M. Smith, Collector, and iko

Y orstia st £ g third signed by the Amin alone.

; Jli’“;ntum ' 5 : Suig : Bears the signature and seal of Mr
‘ Fad:tfzggl} ;171 R o ( }'ented out.) { Prendergast, Collector.
1264 ... 48560 do.. { _(Ayacut) fieldwar.. Dry and Signed by the Amins.
o : Wet izwludei! in one field. :

(t
==

o

and K® and to the marsh marked C. i’

P2

-
R T

dated 16th Janmary 1864, No. 101, direct th
‘tion. Dut the question waa long d

10th June 1872, No. 947.

Moreover, no charge

1252, 1253, 1254, and 1250, as

considersd entitled to water fre

11— dccounts sent by the Zemindar.

" A0,
}gﬁ e e 860 Wet ... o
1255 . v e, Bl uni e b B et
€00 oo .o . 48500 (oo e e
: }égg e 0 dociesiadi C_u?'vated. Signed by the Samutdar.
% R F e Sen s Rt EARE OB - e, e ng&d by she Deputy Amin and bears the stamp

of the Uollector, My, Purvis.

1’%.261 EEvl A eaa s LR 0 ek ta it by Signed by the Curnam fieldwar; particulars are

377 0 Cultivated. given.
111.— docounts of the Colleclor's Ofice.

AT » T
1243 ., 522 20 Wet
1255 ... 504 2§ dd.
1262 ... 485 60  Wet
417 0 do.

11. The Government Order of th

Ayacut area rented out. '
These aceounts do nob stateg Not signed by any officer.

whether cultivated or not.

e

{Cultivated. §

e 31st October 1865 quoted above in paragraph 1, and that

at we ave to be guided by the cusfomary wet cultiva-

iscussed in the case of the large and important Zewmindaries of
22 : :

Vil st Ao B sk, 1878, N 764, Baharzhally and Nidadavolg and it was then
communicatsd with Board’s Proceedings, datcd 22nd  recommended by the Board of Revenue, and
Idem, No. 8,708, i » : ibert

approved® of by Government, that our eriterion
altivation entered in the ageounts; and this rule has been

must be the wet Gudikgtv,"not the ¢ i
followed in the case of certain villl.a._ges in the Pittapur Estate.,-—-"V ide Board's Proceedings, dated

&

regard to the Baharzhally Estate modify thqofdev‘s of Govern-

ment, dated 81st October 1865 and 16th January 1864, No. 1017 Ts that rule tohe followed Sak
all Qﬂiea,,ﬂjs.Ba:}!}?@?ﬁmuﬁ be considered a special case, a8 may be iunferred from the wording;
of the Government Proceedings, dstad THH May 1872, No. 764 £ocns =0 o oma ~
18:. The circuma:t#n_ees.of the Pittapur Estate are very different from those o Baharzhally.
has been imposed upon the Pittapur Zemindar for maintenamce as in the case,

therefore, I believe, through oversight, been even more favourably

12. Does the rule followed in

of Baharzhally, and he has
treated. b ;

14. Tn the present ut is entered in the accounts of Faglies 1244, 1250,

and in those of Faslies 1260, 1261, 1262, 1263, and
the Zemindar relies and elaims 585 acres. The
cents, whereas the greatest extent ghown by
*432, and that which has been customarily

case, the wet Ayac
585 acres ;
On the former,
viz., 485 acres 60
ltivated as wet 18
t case, the questions are—

t cultivatéd s to be considered wet. if the former,
d if the latter, is the greatest extent
tomarily wet cultivated to be

1264 as 485 acres 60 cents.
Taheildar recommends the Jlatter,
the accounts to have ever been cu
cultivated still less. 19' the presen
n
to be accepted ; an
that shown to have been -cus

Whether the Ayac-ut or the exte
which of the two accounts of Ayacus is

ever shown to be web cultivated or oﬂy
o of all charges.

possible to ascertain the fields formerly irrigable by old sources,
e the Board have allowed those fi¢1ds as usual wet,
No.1,388. 4 grdered that whatever extent is cultivated in
ould be exempted from water-tax. But in the village in
ly wet and partly dry, and it is not therefore possible to
each field are not marked out on the field.

the accounts from Fasli 1260

© 5. Tn cases dn which it was
Board's Proceedings, dated 25th July 1873,
.tliose Helds By?anicut‘ water, they sh
question, most of the fields were part
settle fieldwar ; for, the wet and dry portions of : eld }
16, The Zemindar attributes the decrease It the"__j?!ﬁt ARSI
to their preparation by the Curnams at their pleasure:

4+
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17. The Board have directed that the raling laid down with regard to the Baharzhally
Estate ghould be fgllowcd in settling with the Pittapur Zemindar, and this rule has been followed
in the villages alluded to in their Proceedings,

Turangi. Paterlagadda, Repur. e | e
Konnadts, rigigen s 4 Do&“:d“' d.ated 10th June 1872, No. 947 ; but as} the
Guugavapully. EKakakuduru, Karaps. circumstances of the two estates are very differ-

L ent, as no charge has been made in the case of
Pittapur for maintenance of irrigation wz;ks, and as the Government interests are very largely
involved, I venture to submit the question for consideration. _
: 18. All the papers connected® with the
subject are enclosed for perusal and return,

® As per accompanying list.

e i (TERS Gupy.}
_ AT (Signed)  R.SEWELL,
2 1 | : _ : ‘ Assistant Collector,

" for Acﬁng'Collenor.

j Tas Bomjd agree with the Collector that t,he:‘--Gudik‘a,t area should be taken as the mamul wet
entitled to free irrigation. ¥ .

% 2.0 °No qharge need be made en aceount 6f the maintenance of irrigation works saved to the

. Zemindar by the introduction of the anicut channels. ' - ‘

3, 3 The G‘udi{:at area in the case under notice may be taken at 585 acres, which is the extent

~ entered in the earliest accounts available. As a rule, when the entries in the accounts differ, |

the largest area recorded should be taken as the standard. »

: ~ (True Copies and Extract.)

| ¢ (Signed) = J. GROSE,

g Seeretary.

¢ To the Collector of the Godavery Diatrje;t.: o ‘
{ .+ Sopy to the Director of Revenuo Seitloment.

§ | ot gt e i g S S A Y i
1 Pimepe v y

s <. :"‘_’ A‘v "‘_”‘('" ,l H
2 = & e B | : - Lirse : !

- 't ) ‘ 4 y \
Exd, W. H. French, » ¢ ‘ 2 | /
| {

- _31 ] By : s e

oEE ' > bondd ,
EEET B g o

g 58

FEE B ==
R | = =

o e B ¥
2882w ‘ g -
C o HEE
g e I j 4 : w '

3 33 3 o T

B4 e )

N

_No. 1,831 .
PRrOCEEDINGS OF THE Boarp oF Revenve, dated 2nd July 1875.

Read the following letter from W. S. FOSTER, Esq., Acting Collector of Goda-
very District, to H. E. STOKES, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board
of Revenue, dated Cocanada, 27 &'May 1875, No. 225 :—

Ix their Proceedings of the 14th Januayy 1874, No. 56, and paragraph 5 of
their Proceedings of the 25th July 1873, No. 1,388, the Board of Revenue have
accepted the proposal that the refunds of water-tax collected on dry lands con-
verted into wet were not to be made; bat in their. Proceedings of the 5th Juue
1874, No. 1,356, the Board observe that, in making the refunds of past collections

in Turangi and Karapa, the Colleetor may adopt the same course as that sanc-

tioned for Bhavvaram in paragraph 2 of their Proceedings, dated 14th January
1874, No. 56,

9. The Board will observe that the amount entered in the statement sent

with my letter of the 30th May 1873, No. 169, as collected in Turangi (Rupees
210-13-1) is the water-tax on lands admitted to be dry. In Karapa Rupees
3,690-15-4 are of the same nature. Isuppose the Board meant that if any refunds
wera to be made the course sanctioned for Phavvaram should be adopted, not that
the money collected on lands admitted to be dry should be refunded. I requset
t0 know whether I am right. I have refused to make the refunds. -
' 3. The Board observe in their Proceedings of the 5th October 1874, No. 2,884,
that in the village of Vemulavada the 152 fields said to contain 525 acres of wet land
should be measured, and the acreage obtained treated as mamool wet. Supposing
that the measurement shows the acreage to be 700 acrce, and supposing that ﬂ.mro
are only 500 acres of usual wet lands and 200 acres of dry land converted into
wet ‘irrigated in a year, should there be no charge at all? The order seems to
faean that there should not be any charge. In deciding the extent of wet land
in Karakuduru (Board’s Proceedings, dated 26th November 18743 No. 3,412) the
Board said again that the acreage of the nominal extent of %a’:’ ‘60 should be
freated as wet, but came to the conclusion that ‘‘the ‘Ava’ land cannot be
By e S Supposing the acreage of wet fields to Le 600 acres ffnd
the .extent of wet fields irrigated in any one year to be 450 azres, and supposing
100 acres of the “ Ava” are irrigated too, should * Ava ” be not c.harged ?.

4. Iam myself of opinion that when Fieldwar settlement 1s made.m any
villazo the fields decided on to be wet, and those only, should be exen'\ptedvfrom
wcltr:'-mx, and that all other fields should be charged for water. Bat th~m‘t seeI;?slto
be opposed to Board’s Proceedings, dated fith J une 1874, No_: l,]3ab. the
Settlement, however, is made for a village without Eleldwar particu an:', :ive n{ai
chargs the excess cultivation over the exempted SRR cannot dista ngms
what is dry and what is wet. I request the Board will give me a clear expression

of taeir opinion.

to the 7yots when water-rate is collectgd o‘n
lands admittedly “dry, but if nothing is
due from the village on the :‘Y@?le: any

eollections made on dry lands should be refunded to tl-xe Zemindar ‘:‘1&3:‘%0?8;’;6

gattlomont is made, vide paragraph 1, Board’s Proceedings, dated 5th June :

No refands should be made
Paragraph 2 of the Collectors letter.

~

No. 1,356,
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