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Proceedings of the Madras Governm:nt, Pudlic Wurks Depariment,
13th June 1874. '

No. 273A.  Read the following endorsement of the District Engineer, Chingleput,
4 dated Guindy, 2ud June 1874, No. 697 :—
From R. J. LOWRY, Esq., Executive Enuineer, Chingleput Range, to Colonel F,
J. MOBERLY, R.E, Distfict, Engineer, Chingleput, dated Chingleput,
' 93rd May 1874, No. 519. ;

1 mave the honour to request you will obtain the permission gf Government for
me to defend the sait for which I am summoned in the document, copy of which
is enclosed, in which Iam made defendant in a case brought by Jagiappah Moodelly
and 26 other inhabitants of Chellampatadai, in which plaintiffs sus for the removal
of amud bund said to be raised by defendants in the Chellampatadai Tank, with
damages, Rupees 31-12-0. |

9. It would appear from Mr, Ottmann’s letter, No. 982, of 28th November
1872, copy of which was sent with my No. 953, December 4th, 1872, the boundary
of their respective lands in the tank named has long been a subject of dispute
botween the Kotoor and Chellampatadai villages, and that the Sub-Engineer
thinking the right to be on the side of the Kotoor people decided accordingly ; in so
doing 1 think he was wrong, as if is one of those cases that can only be decided in
a Civil Court, and he ought not to have interfered.

3. My answer to the plaint is that I did not construct the bund in question, as

jt would appear to have been many years in existence; the bouundary in question
wust be decided according to the evidence, '

SupMiTTED to Government for orders.
(Bigned) F. J. MOBERLY, Culonel, R.E,,

District Engineer, Chingleput,

No. 273B. OrpEr THEREON, 13th June 1874, No. 1,576-A.

‘ ¥ Tug suit may be defended in the

ESTABL]SHMENT’ No. 154, . first instance at );he public expense,

. leaving it to be determined afterwards
| ‘ how such expense shall be borne,

2. The District Engineer has transmitted Mr. Lowry’s letter for orders
without remark, or any of the detailed information which it was incumbent upon
him to furnish. A copy of the plaint and draft of the proposed answer should have
been submitted with full explanation. :

3. The Executive Engineer st: tes that he did not construct the bund the
ramoval of which is sought by the plaintitfs, but admits that a mistake was proba-
bly made by his predocessor. It would seem that the bund was constructed by
the Public Works Department ; and it should have been stated under what circum-
stances the estimate was sanctioned, and whether the suit is, in the opinion of the
District Engineer, defensible. He will do so now without delay.

(True Extract.)
(Signed) G. W. WALKER, Colonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Government.

T the District Engineer, Chingleput.

Fxd. 8. T. Austin.
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g
 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Public Works Depariment,

11th July 1874,

J

No.219C.  Read the following letter from Colonel . J. MOBERLY, R.E, Dis.
trict Engineer, Chingleput, to C&ﬂéﬁgl G. W. WALKER, R.E., Secretary
to Government, Public Works Department, dated Guindy, 30th June 1874,
No. 1,076:— st

Ix reply to G. O. No. 1,576-A, of 13th June 1874, 1 have the’honor to report

that the Superiﬁ%én&ent, Revenue Survey, complained, 6th November 1872,

" that Mr. Ottmann had increased the difficulties of his department by the expres-
sion to the Sub-Collector of an unwarranted opinion that the Demarcation
Goomastah had, in collusion with the villagers of Kottoor, settled a wrong boundary

between that village and Kapankalatoor. + : ,

2, Mr jOttiuann attempted to justify his proceeding by saying that the
Jine was an extraordipary lookiné one, and did not meet his ideas of the Pymash

~ accounts. : i .
3. 1 reprimanded him for interfering with the work of another department,
and attempting to settle a question which clearly could be decided only by a
Civil Court, T was not aware that he had inany way acted on his erroneous opinion
by closing the breach in the tank bank. ] :
4. On 31st October 1873, the Sub-Collector asked for a contour line of the
. ta,nk,.“showing‘”its high water-mark referred to the top of the dam stones.  Mr. Lowry
" had a survey made and sent it in with a report which rendered it quite valueless,
_ gtating that the tank had no calingulah or standard which could be relied on.

5. The next I heard of the matter was Mr. Lowry's letter No. 619.

6. An estimate, amounti.ng to Rupees 93 , prepared by Mr. Otftmann, was sanc-
tioned in D‘ecgmbgg\IS’T L _and appears to have been carried out, and this is the
form in whi¢h ﬁhév'p‘l‘bte'sﬁ:has been made. :

gt issue and acting on his own op’midxi, bt that he should have left it for the W
 Jecision of a Court of Law, reggrd“lessfoffﬁ;he possible loss of revenue, '
'8, There appears to have been no plaint, other than the statement particulars

of claim, sent with the summons copy of which was forwarded. el
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No. 219U % " OzpEr mnﬁan{, 11th July 1874, No. 1,870-B.

e RN T T poRERETSE f e b Governmient observe that the
o (EST ABLISHMENT{EQOQ.Q e ‘ ~ are unable from the information given t); |
TR et | datcrmme whether the suit brought by
the Chellampattady ryots against certain defendants, of whom Mr. Lowry is one,
o the removel of busid is really defensible or not.. Mr. Lowry appears to have
Jad othing to do gith the matter, and so far as he is concerned the defence of
the ﬁﬁiﬁi_ﬂp‘;;})eﬁs, to be proper; but 1twouldseem that Mr. Ottmann, when Range

Officer, obtained sanction to an estimate of Rupees 93 for constructing the bund

i or closing the breach, which, in some way, Which is not clear from the papers,
i ;’fnﬁeetsabound&ryiﬂifﬁpﬂﬂ-‘ T e ) - s
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7 Tam of apinion that Mr. Ottmann was quite wrong in decidiné the point | e
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