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" Rgap—also the following papers :—

. Toanp or REvENUE (REV. Sert., L. Ros. aND AGRL), 225D Juxe 1888, No. 291.

—————~——

~ PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE
. (REVENUE SerrLeMENT, LaNp RECORDS AND AGRICULTURE). _

W. WiLson, Esa, .4, C.8.
. Tge Hon. W. 8. WHITESIDE, C.S.
J. Grose, LsQ., M.A., CS.

" Reap~—again Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Revenue Settlemeli’c,'Land Records

and Agriculture), dated 30th June 1886, Mis. No. 4366.

From theHCollecfor of Anantapur, datel 2nd Oct. . 1886, No. 458

" and Reference thereon ,  18th Oct. " y | —
, Collector of Arcot, North 5, 11ith ,, . ” 299, -
» ,  of Arcot, South 19th April 1887, , . .13%
. ,,  of Bellary , . 20th July 1886, ., 2262,
, ow of Canara, South ,,  25th June *,, ,» 1683,
,w o» of Chingleput » - 20th Oct. ’ 535,
» ,, . of Coimbatore ,  1€th 8ept. , 893
w o of (Cuddapah » » 20th June » 542,
- ., . of Ganjam »” 7th Nov. » 4348,
SR 7 othDe. ,  » O0L
9 ,,~ of Godévari s 11th » ,»  Dl16,
e , of Kistna ,  20thJune = ,» 2191, .
o o of Kurnvol » 1st July  » ' 183.
” .,  of Madura ,» . 27th Sept. . 457
” ,,  of Neliore : ,  4th Dec. » 1604,
- ,  of Salem " 2nd Jan. 1887, » - 215
- ,,, of Tanjore ,  23rd June 1886, » 4075,
» ., of Tinnevelly ’ 4th Sept. " 462, .
. ., of Trichinopoly  » 20th April 1887, , - 119-4,

» » of Vizagapatam -Q4th Sept. 1886, v 1646.

ResoLuTion—dated 22nd June 1888, No. 291.

The papers read above relate to the qugstion of charging water-rate on dry lands

irrigated by the half-acre rule. . o ,
9. The following is a précis of the correspondence on the subject :—1In 1872, the

Board circulated, for the remarks of Collectors, draft rules for the levy of water-rate
in addition to the ordinary land assessment on all dry lands supplied with water from . .

a Government source of irrigation. The second of these rules was as follows :—* As a
rule the entire survey number will be charged with water-rate, but where the fields
are large, it will be at the discretion of the settling officer at jamabandi to charge only

.for the area actually irrigated. ‘Nothing less than one acre to be charged, and fractional

parts to be charged as an acre.” In

Board’s I’rocéedings, dated 10th Ji‘lne 1872, reviewing the Collectors’ replies, the |

No. 955. " PBoard observed that the gecond rule must

| be abandoned, and the charge made on " .

the actual ‘area, the limit of one acre for fractional parts’ being reduced to half an
‘ e ‘ acre.. The following rule was accordingly

Board’s Proceedings in G.0., dated 25th March framed :—* Where portions of a field are

1874, No. 884, . irrigated, the extent irrigated shall be .

carefully measured and charged for accord-

| ing to area, Provided that the chérgev shall be _by thq half acre, fractional parts below

'
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or s Timit bel ' .
above this limit being reckoned as half acres.”  This rule was subsequently mndlﬁe;ll-
the

ln E 7 - i R A
February 1874, in replying to a reference from the Collector of T innevelly,
tion jrrigated an

the charge wis
i Nellore repre-

regulate . . N
4 } gulate the charge accordingly. 1f the ield was less than half an aere,

N

‘ to QL 1 1
be according to its actual extent. In May following the Collector ©

cented that where @ field 1

Board’ oo ..
187:, g:"gﬁgmg& dated 14th Febroary acres and ouly 1:00 acres wer

o irrigateds

., s
the charge under the rule was for = acre

pay for a larg and the cultivatdr was thus made
rger area than the field actualy contained., The Board qecordingly @
a furiher limitation that more

Board’ qe
Nosfm‘;gozi:’&h&gg. dated lst June 1R74, recorded extent of the field ST .
B 3. -~ charged for. In November 1874, it was

was he ; . e ’ further ruled that where & survey nur
1d by different individuals, each separate holding should be treated 28 & ”1‘4
in charging by the half scre. The L

Board’ 4 . .

18748, I\?;Og%lgm gs, dafed 16th November as thus modified are embodicd 10 Standind
’ Order No. 9.

esented

that t?,h éb;:oiizger tl'm I}rnmulgntion of these rules, the Ce Mector of Kurnool repre 0
* the part of the 'l_ﬁgdrdmg the charge by half acres would lead to petty € xact1ons Oot
might often th village and other subordizate officials. He pointed out that the I¥ .
multiple, and fli)uih ignozance take in & cent. or two more than half ap 8cre or 19
the T)'Ot’wo d e karnam might also try to bring out a small excess. In eithier casé
uld be entirely at the merey of these petty officials, who, in pine cases 0.11'

Board’s Proceod; ~ of ten, would be bought off _thh a smd
1874, No. 137 ings, dated 27¢h Januay present. To this representations Mot

' replied that the rule was framed 8 o
much deliberation, in the course of whicht

the dif :
e dlfﬁc,‘ﬂty pointed out was duly cons dered.

4. .

‘ workingT;lfetE2xrtu‘1:::‘l°13:mt came from the Collector of Salem, who,
much hardshi ! St‘lt?d th}lt Co'm_plz.mts were made that the he bo
: . p, and that, in his opinior, only the actual extent irrigated shoul¢ :
charged. In reply) the Board gtated the
the suggested modification wou

tha very object of definite w‘zlter-r“§es

o 02 .

6. 1 . .
n June 1888, the complaint was renewed by the Collector of Kistna;
Board thercupon called for

Board’s Troceedi
s Troceedings, dated 5th June 186, all Collectors, with the remars ha

No. 1248, l
aestion of modifying the rule W "
o > ba actually mad“i

were gener: considered if the ¢barges
generall . o
‘ y out of proportion to the arcas irrigated.

6. Th

which is ae lga%ei; read above are the Collectors’ replics to this refercncey & PEUT
ppended to these Proceedings. The rulein question ia not in force 1n the_ﬁV:
districts marginally poted.® D fI‘;m]ZZ('
, Nilgiris, South Capira the rule was found to work unfairly =5,
X ’ was ordered to t()lc he{d in gbe‘);f;n:l‘;—qt 1885,

0. 22 soecedings, dated o gus .
» 53) Tﬁe Collector of Tl'iChiDOI‘OIy hqzosii)lii:?:d no opiniou on the qu(.fst;():-
TAnuntapu{ Bell ., Six Collectors? advocato the I‘:f‘i‘}tmhow_
velly Coimbit ary, North Arcot, Tinne- therule. ~ The gub-Collector of Sulctd the

’ ore and Balem. ' ever reconunends @ relaxation, W ne

in favor of cultivation | Collector of Apantapu
the land is let:;at%on in backyards, The Collector of Tinnevelly
Jumubundi officers az,xrhl 0 cents, the charge ghould be left to t

. The Collectors of the remaining €ight districts repor

G.0., dated 4th March 1879, No. 539.

*Madmsv M&d
and Malabar,

1 eTAT
casurel 17all .

S : _ held by Government in 1875,
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altogether, and charge only on the area actually irrigated.

lations and minute measurements. ”’
has to be ¢ carefully measured ”’
before the charge can be regulated, there is prac
direction. As regards complicated calculations,

) » involved is small and the additional labor required,
e calculation in each case, will not be great.

N graph 12 of G.0., dated 9th Jauary 1875, No. 35
r ; area under tanks and channels is classed as wet, an
! L : Circular Order
ol . o to time, when water is p

P ‘ : extensive and the work of measureme
A0 - - village and taluk officers.
‘ ! levied in every case, whatever be the area irriga

8. The Doard are of opinion that there1s nuc

P ‘the Collector of Kurnool in

! since. The power of exaction from the ry©
. R greater than it wou
b o ~ may saddle the ryot w1
: - rulehe could only impose on them the charge for those cents.

the water-ta

[

. on the actua

i

J ' a]l other cases also.
‘ ' rescinded, and permission be given to Collectors
o Hf actully irrigated subject toa rinimum charge which
: P for a quarler acre. L
: [N _ 9. The statement appended to thes
o ) which the prescnt rule is in force, acres i
g ' (1885-86) when only acres 392,795 were a
i thus charged was 12°
.~ numcrous individual cases in which the ¢
actually irrigated.

(A true Extract.)
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\ B To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

\ ) ,, all Collectors.

-

Exd W.J Lewis.vj__

has been found to work hars‘hly on the ryot, and recommend that the limit should be
reduced from half an acre to 10 or 95 cents. Some of them would abolisb the rule ‘

7. The object of the half-acre rule was, it was stated, to ¢ avoid c'omplicéted caleu-
Asa matter of fact, however, the extent jirrigated

in every case, snd as exact measarement is required
tically no saving of labor in this~
1 the Doard observe that the extent
4, if the rule is rescinded, viz., a short
They observe that this was also the view
as will be seen from the following extract from para-
.__«Tn the former, the irrigated .
1.the rules contained in Board’s
No. XX of 1874 refer only to portions of dry land which may from time -
lentiful, be cultivated with wet crops. These can mever be
nt can be ewsily managed and supervised by the
» A short table can be easily prepared, and the charge to be
ted, can be ascertained from it at once.
| L h force in the objections raised by
in 1874 (vide paragniph 3 above) and by other Collectors:
ts given to the karnams by the Tule is
1d be without it, inasmuch as now by putting on a few cents
ith the charge for half ar acre, whereas in the absence o
In the Madura district,
te rules are not in force, and no difficulty has been experienced in chargino“"
‘ R o 1 area irrigated. The Board do not see why there should be any difﬁeult?r
{ P in other districts. AsS regards cultivation in bulding sites, the practice of cha -
! i ~ onthearea actually irrigated was sanctioned by the Board in Board’s Proccedings, dated
‘17th July 1881, No. 1306 ; and they think if only equitable to extend this practice to
They accordingly recommend that the half-acre rule may be
to charge water-rate on the area if
might be fixed at, say, the rate

e Proceedings shows that in the districts i
36,352 were charged for in fashi 12
ctually irrigated. The total excess amount

9 per cent. of the amount payable on the area irrigated. There are
harge was out of all proportion to the area;

o o
. ’7{', C gl - Lo = Cnnst

cretary.
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lands are generally poor and a small estra charge is a considerable burde

‘should be charged on the area actually irrigated.

. ““noticed that the areas entered as irrigatad bore a near relation to the half-acre unit,

"manipulation.”

.charge may be left to the discretion of tle jamabandi officer. .

4 DPoarp oF Revesue (Rev, Sgrr., L. Rps. axp AGRL), ooyp JosE 1888, No. 291

APPENDIX L

Precis or COLLECTORs’ REPLIES. .
Ialf-acre rul. . »
Ganjam.—Collector is in favor of charging on the extent irrigated, as the cultivators of dry

a to them. he

question, however, i3 one of small importsnce in the district, as the extent involved is not large:
It appears, however, that in the Berhampore taluk the area charged is ** more than twice th(e areh
cultivated, and in 52 cases out of 1,389 tke amount charged at the jamabandi of fasli 1295 W“:
more than four times the asmount due on the actual extent watered.” The Principal Assistan
Collector is also in favor of making some rlaxation of the rule. Inhis division there were 1,
cases in which the hali-acre rule was erforced in fasli 1295. In two cases the charge was <
times the ,assessment payable on the actral area ; in 29 cases it was not less than tenfold;1®
110 eases not less than fivefold. , )
2. Vizagapatam.—The cases in which the half-acre rule is applied are not many. ;l“ftg

Collector agrees with the Collector of Kistra that where the extent is less than 10 cents, water- .

The Principal Assistant states that 316
charges are not generally out of proporticn to tho area irrigated and thinks, therefore, that th

rule needs no slteration.

8. Goddrari.—No cases of Lardship have been brought to notice. Under Collector’s cmzul'ur
of 1881, water-rate is not charged when water i8 conveyed in pots for vegetables, tobacct, ﬁot? n
garden grown in backyards within the resognized limit of 25 conts. In the case of cultiva 1;”1
other than backyards, § water-rate is chirged if the water is conveyed in pots. When “a(;er
ia taken by flow, the full water-rate is enarged whether on backyards or for vegetables ‘0
If the above practice is not recognized, ths Collector would charge on the actual exten ¢
(tloeﬂznot ixceed 10 cents ; and where it dces exceed 10 cents, he would reduce the half-acre lint
0 25 conts.

4. Nellore—Tho Tlead Assistant Colector (who s also in charge of the gub-division) “-“g g}e
TemPOmFY Deputy Collector state that tle charge under the half acre is felt as 8 great {aft El “F"
aud 18 out of all proportion to the area irignted and ghould be abolished. In the Gix;lnr ‘t" ‘{n
in fasli 1294 acres 573 were charged for, while the area actually irrigated was only 77 cen Sf lr
13 fields (being under 10 conts in most cases). In fasli 1205 acres 10°92 were charged '9t )
while tho area actually irrigated was ony acres 1:58 in 25 fields. The’Colleotor agrees Wi
the Divisional officers and recommends tht the charge should be by the quarter acre I e.

5. Cuddapah —Thinks the rule « wocke badly ” and recommends ‘8 more graduated scale,
say by substituting a quarter-acro or one-.enth acre rule.” :

6. Bellary.~Would maintain the h:lf-acre rule *as it fulfils the i
drafted it and simplifies accounts and saves labor of measurement.” . 1

7. Anantapur,~The Divisional officers are not it favor of modifying the rule as it has cause

no appreciuble hardship to the ryots. The Collector states that at the last jﬂm?})gﬁt tha?:

he is “not prepared to say whether this was the result of actual irrigation or wos 5L acﬁol&nd
) He thinks that though t1e rule may be maintained for ordinary cases, it sho
be relazed in the case of backyard cultivtion. ' -

8. Kurnool.—Would modify the rule which works harshly in some cases.

‘ . . 11
o 9. Chingleput.—States that charges ire made every year in 8 large number of cas;;% :l;tuﬁfi:&‘

proportion to the area irrigated, and Toconmends that the actual extent be charged ¥
tion is 10 cents or less.’ ' Th
)

10. Nort - ivist , ship 1 ed to the ryots.
orth Arcot.—The Divisional oficers say that no hzmlcsbxp]'x; Oclméi 2 A o oent. more

ntention 'of those Who

extont charged in fasli 1295 under the lalf-acre rule was acres /,
than the area (acres 6,395) actually irrigited.

11. South Arcot.—No modification ir considered necessarj'. : 10
12. Tanjore.~The rule * was found to work unfairly ¥ and was ordered to be suspende

(Board’s Proceedings, dated 3rd August :885, No. 2253).

nt of area charged and gives no opinion.

13. Trichinopoly.—Merely sends up » stateme
der it neccssary to

14, Madura.~The rule is not in fome and the Collector does not consi
introduceit. ‘ e
15. Tinnecelly.—The charge is not lisproportionate and no ¢marked hardship ” has been
cansed. The Collector thinks, however, t,hr;t Iw);vhere the patch of land is below 10 cents, the
16. Coimbatore.~No hardship is cansed a8 there 1 much well irrigation and the circum-
stances of the district are not similar to those of Kistna. - '

t where }t :

e

T i

{4;'-30431) OF REVENUE (Rev. S;z'rr., L. Rops. AND; AGRI.), 22xp JUNE 1838, N0291 «&*
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17. Nilgiris.—There are no Government works of irrigation, and water taken from jungle
streams has not been hitherto charged. : 3' T F .

: 18. Salem.—The Collector thinks that no very oreat hardship is caused, and that the rule
need not be altered. - The Head Assistant and the De uty Oollector - take the same views - The "

4

T

. Sub-Collector Mr. Dumergue differs and recommends & relaxation. e would charge for 10
 cents if the irrigated area is less and by the quaiter agre if the area is greater.* The area charged - -

- in excess of the irrigated area varies from 7 to 25 pe; cent. - . e
. ) - R g e T I3 [ S
19. South Canara.—The rule does not apply. ! ;
. ‘ . . ' ) .S .
; . ’* i + ) “ ' ke oo
! . 3 » 1* u' P RN ER "t
APPENDIX IL. | T
* - g e w2 W L G PO N F , o
Half-acre. - - . : #
. ; T P PrRCENTAGE OF
o o . : ’ EXCESS CHARGER, & &%
District. Arvea chargel for , | Area actually irrigated. _—
B *a ¥ aren. ‘Assvss- Lo
: . ment. 1
hd .
‘ L. Cacs. RE. A.. P. Acs.\ : ‘RS. A. P. : :
Ganjam .o .. ", Fasli1295 .. | 1,393 5 2,30 0.0 1,013 77 (1,663 010 |* 37 .39 S
: co 1294 .. |. 650 > 7. o qae ol
Nllore ee | ea e { ;: 1205 .. . 1312_50 }Notfwen. 30‘1},""8 }No;)glven. o1 e
’ . 1295 .. 0. . Q& a 28 | e
. Auantapurt .. ee e {' " 1296 .| 390f 16 00 " 2650 97 0 0] 49- | .49
Bellary ve  bes, ter oM 1295 .. 688 1,96 0 0}, 516 L7110 0 26 14
North Arcot .. et o 1205 L. 7,701 Notgiven.” | 6,395 * 1 * Not given, 204 | L, b
- . 5 1203 . 8,741 Do. - 7,808 : Do. - © 119 .
Trichipopoly .. . o L 1204 .. 9,119 Do~} 8,18 v} ™ Do. = | 119 o
: ] . 1295 .. 8,951 . o, 8,287 " Do. ’ 80 AU
Tinnevelly .. v el w1205 L 10,409 Do. 9,506, 1  Do. g5 o
" Ralem ’ . { .o 1294 .. | 4,22¢4'51 14,417 &? 5| 3,803-19 | 13,051 & ‘8 111 10
 Balem se oo e ” 205 .. | 4,306-22 | 14,8:4 15 11} 4,031174) 15,608 38! 91| 8-
Total for Fasli 1205 .. | 36,651°72 | 19,15 15 11 32,797754 | 17,072 °3 8] “117 | 122 v

v

* In 363 cases twice charged, in 103 cases three times, in 101 cases four times, in 33 eases five tinies, in 1'} cases six

fimes, in 1 case twelve times, in 2 cases thirteen times, in 5 caes fourteen times, in 1 case Seventeen times, in 1 case
nghteen times, and in 2 cases twenty-four times were charged. RN

EY

&

~ times, in 12 cases seven times, in 9 cases eight times, in 10 caies mine times, jm 11 cases ten times, in 6 cases eleven . .. . .-

. 4 In 40 cases Ras. 48 were charged in excess ander half-acrs rule. The asséssment of the area irrigated in fasli | PRI
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13t Averst 1888, No. 575, REVENTE.

C’/J}Z‘fz f{%éz/ »
GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. R L .
REVENUE'DEPART'MEN'T. S
ngs of {he Board of Revenue (Revenue Settlement, Land I

. Reap—the following Proceedi
Records and Agriculture), dated 22nd June 1888, No. 291:—

e

.
| N - W, Wizsos, Ese, 3044 G5 PR
i - . Taz Hox. W. 8. Wartssiog, 8. R ;
‘ : . ' J. GRrosE, EsQ., M-A+ cSs. LT : R
% ¥ | e — : . . .
i} 3 . " ’ ' ' - . . ' N . . 3 4
% Read—again Proceedings of the Board of Tevenue (Revenue Settlement, Land Records . s
i and Agriculture), dated 30th June 1836, Mis. No. 4866, ‘ : o 3
§ . g{'\s _ ! : : TReap—also the following papers — o . S e ;
3 A B ' ‘, | » From the Collector of Anantapuly . dated ~ 2nd Oct.. 1886, No. 458 )
» AN i : and Refcrence thereon = L0 18thOct” om o e? —_ 'Y
' o - : 7 i ‘ » ”» Collector of Arcot, North » " 11th .5 " # ,299-\
. ‘ y‘ . oL 5 ' . ) » ’ of Arcot, South ni- 19th Apnl 1887, ” ’ 1%9- . ) . . ]
N . S ’ . " of Bellary ol ooth July. 1886, - » 2262, - S
. - & ¢ vl i » » of Canara, South  » 95th June . 7. 1??3. _ S R " !
(] LNy v | . " of Chin leput Poog0h Ot w0 " b3a. | Lo
P Ea 3 . 4 C o  om of Coimbature . "' 1¢th Septe  » Y 8953__ . » S e e
Sta ,r-“ o " ” , of (Cuddapah » 2_'th June » 4« » 542, S ]
& TR g / o of Uspjam i 7th Nov. . » . 4348, - R
77 \, \ J i a ) . Of ," ‘ ”é 7 gth Dec’ ” ” 5031‘ : o - . ‘,' ,. ) .?'l
J : T : : : :: of Godévari " llth " ”» S 16, + - :
1 ; ‘ , i " of Kistns ,  25th June » - » 2191, ot
'] i v Y 9 of K\ITU()Ol 9 Ist JUIY Y ”» .1&'3' : :
g * » , o of Madura - " 213-11 ls,)ept' ” » ! ??Z
! ‘ Nellore h Deo.  a 7654.
‘ ’ R R et .7 ondJan 1887, St
; ' } ,,’, : of Tanjore w 23rd June 1886, , 40T
s - i ’ » " of Tinnevelly " 4t Sept. » ¥ - 462.
i . . - n 7 of Trichinoyely 7 poth April 1887, 1w 1194,
g “' \ 1 oo, o Vizagapatsm 24th Sept. 1886, - v 1846
. | Resolution—dated 22nd June 1883, No. 20L R o
: ‘ : ‘ .. The papers read abﬂv_:grd&'fﬁ to the que;s;tmn of charging W‘a‘terfx-'a_te on dry llp.n.ds“ o
M . e . _! jrrigated by the half-acre Tule. o o SN
‘ — ' . g - 9. The following is a précis of the correspondence on the subject :—1In 1872, the .
; f/// ot [,‘z;(&vzg) ! : : " Board circulated, for the remarks © Collectars, drait rules for the levy of water-rate -
, (e &5 - H . in addition to the ordinary land agsessment ¢ all d{y landi supplied fwlllth Watef‘ from -
N o L : v ' bR Government source of irrigation. The SCC‘md Of' t}:ese It.u es"tyasbast OhOWS {1;" f{}i}a R
S ‘ . o . * ¢ rule the entire survey pumber will be charged _Wlt water-rate, b m\ivl ere the fields. " . -~ o
e _ . o are large, it will be at the Liseretion of the S'eélﬂmg officer f_‘t %amiba a to ‘g‘?fget ,0111:’1 s LN
: . forth s . Nothing less than oné acre to be charge ,-and fractional - - ‘
* » : L earea actuall\y irrigated. - DOWIE T 00t to be charged .as an gere” Im
. : . 4 - 3 . y * : .
Board's P . 1872, reviewing the ~Collectors” - replies, the =
| ‘ °§rf, ;5200%41%3’ da'te:d 10th J#ne "™ Board observed that the second rule must’
| § I ' , : ~ be abandoned, and the charge made on R
. . ’ " the actual area, the limit of one acre for jractional parts being reduced to half an .
; TR - acre The following rule was accordingly . :
. Board’s P a0, dated 25th March framed :—**. Where portions of 2 field are.
' s Proceedings i G,‘O ? d_d ¢ . irrigated, the extent irrigated’ ghall be =" - .
charged for accord-- SRR

1874, No. 384. .
' carefully measured and

»t» the ch;rge _shall_ be by the

» ing to area. Provided tha balf acxé,; fr’actflyon‘a}‘ P?rt§ :_bf’fl‘) w

. . .
. C e
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or above this limit being reckoned as half acres.” This rule was subsequently modified.
In February 1874, in replying to a reference from the Collector of Tinnevelly, the-
Board remarked that the karnam had simply to measure the portion irrigated and
i regulate the charge accordingly. If the field was less than half an acre, the charge was
‘ . to be according to its actual extent. In May following the Collcetor of Nellore repre-
K _ . s sented that where a field measured 1°75
ff Board’s Proceedings, dated 14th February acres and ouly 1-35 acres were irrigated,
. o 1874, No. 325. , ‘ the charge under the rule was for 2 acres

1 - and the cultivator was thus made liable to
o pay for a larger area than the field actually coutained. The Board accordingly added
i o o a further limitation that more than the
| " Board’s Procesdings, dated 1st J une 1874, recorded extent of the field should not be .
B R : _ Nos. 1312 and 1313, charged for. In November 1874, it was
S ) further ruled that where a survey number
- was held by different individuals, each scparate holding should be treated as a field
' in charging by the_half acre. The- rules

Board’s . Proceadings, dated 16th November as thus modified are embodied in Standing
1874, No. 8292. . - Order No. 5.

3. Soon after the promulgation of these rules, the Collector of Kurnool represented

. that the proviso regatding the charge by half aeres wolld lead to petty exactions on

G o the part of the village and other suberdizate offigials, [Te pointed out that the ryot
‘ might often through ignorance tike in g cent, or two more than half an acre or its

- maltiple, and the karnam might also try to Bring out a small excess. In either case,

the ryot would be entirely at the mercy of these petty officials, who, in nine cases out

: . - T <. of ten, would be bought off’ with a small

. Board’s Proceedings, dated - h, January present. To this rt‘pfcsentatiun, the Board

' © 1874, No. 137, - VRIS replied that the rule was framed after

o R . much deliberation, in the course of which
the difficulty pointed out was duly consilered.

4. The next cduplaint came from tle Collector of Sulem, who, in reporting on thé

, | working of tt}e rules, stated that complaints were made that the half-acre rule caused

5 * much hardship, and that, in his ‘opinion, only the actual extent irrigated should be

S . SIS charged. In reply, the Board stated that

G 0., dated 4th March ¥879, No, 539, - the suggested modification would defeat

s ] s . - the very objéct of definite water-rates

- which was to avoid complicated calculatisng and minute measurements, The objection

appeared to Governnrent to be soung, ‘ '

s o 5. In June 1886, the'coniplaint wag rencwed by the Collector of Kistna ; and the -
L : o Board thereupon called for a report from
B - Board’s Proceedings, dated 5th June 1888, ~ all Collectors, with the remark that the
N No. 1248. . . *° question of modifying the rule would be

: ' ' considered if the charges actually made
were generally out of pgoportion to the greas irrigated. '

. 6. The papers Tead above are the Cellectors’ replies to this reference, 2 précis of

which is appended to these Proceedings. The rulein question is not in force in the five

S : ‘ districts marginally noted.* Ilfl T;mjorei

* Madras, Madapa, - Nilgiris, { : the rule was found to work unfairly an

- T  and I&Ialabarl.]\m & s,’ South Conara was ordered to be held in abeyance (Board’s
o A * " Proceedings, dated -3rd August 1885,

- No. 2253).  Th¢ Collector of Trichinopoly has expressed no opinion on the question.
SRR . Six Collectorst advocate the retention of -

A VAT Y- AL

AR A IVE RS e e o -

t Anantapur, Bellary, .N;ﬁh Arcot, Tinpe~ therule. The Sub-Collector of Salemn how- .

velly, Coimbatore and Salem, , ever recommends a relaxation, while the

' ' ‘ . - Collector of Anantapur makes an exception

‘in favor of cultivation in backyards. ,The Collector of Tinnevelly thinks that where
the land is less than 10 cents,'the charge: should be left to the discretion of the -

- jamabandi officers, The Collectors of the remaining eight districts report thatthe rule

.

has been found to -work harshly on the ryot, and recommend that the limit should.be

r -xreduced from half un acre to 10 or 25 cents. Some ¢ them would abolish the ruls -
. altogether, and charge only on the arca actually irrigated.
/ V ' (‘; ',. L
e : ; v
. T 4

-rule he eould only impose on them the charge

* Tesanded, and permission be given to Colle

A ——— . o

N ' 13rm Aveust 1858, No. 6579, REVENCE. .
M - b )
7. The objiect of the half-acre rule was, it was stated, to ““avoid complicated ,f:(z:lct:u&
lations and minute measurcments. ” Asa matter of fact, however, the éxtent irrigate

: is required
has to be « carefully measured ” in every case, and as exact measurement 1s req )

Lefore the charge can be regulated, there is practically no saving of lul;(})lr in ttehnls
direction.  As regards complicated calculations,” the Board observe that the exh nt
involved is small gnd the additional labor rcquilv;d, if the rule is 1'e§culded; ;’12-3[ }? svi(:ew
caleulation in each case, will not be great. They observe that this was : ;o )me lew
held by Government in 1875, as will be seen trom theufouo‘l?n? -e Xtrﬂcther(il‘ritgife(’l
graph 12 of .0, dated 9th January 1873, No. 35:—*In the Omtl-e’r’ed ¢ irigated
area under tanks and channcls is classed as wef, and the ru?esdwl}ldalln av from time
Circular Order No. XX of 1874 refer only to poctions of dry L.m w ]‘f/[le::’ g; - wever be
to time, when water is plentiful, be cultivated With wet c(xiops.d Lhese oan never be
exlensive and the work of measurement can be essily managed and sup d by

village and taluk officers.”

} irrigs ascertained from it at once.
levied in every case, whatever be the area irrigated, can be

i e . e 1 'thé objections raised by
8. The Board are of opinion that there 13 wnuch fo;l()*gvler; andlbi' clions raused by

A short table can o easily prepared, and the charge to be -

the Collector of Kurnool in 1874 (vide puragraph 8 above) anc. by by the rule is

since. The power of exaction from the ryots given ; cents they -
greater than Ii)t would be without it, inasmucl} as 1;2?; b{‘,}g::g;ggisnthzf:}:; cnce of th}e
mpy puddle the ryot with the charge for bals ?u:;' those cents. In the Madura giStr‘icta

e ; icneed in charging
the water-rate rules are not in force, and no dlfl‘x;ult)’ hiqls 1;(}31(;111'06?1?;33 11{)«2‘; ;v diﬁioﬁﬂt;
ou the actual arca irrigated. The Board do no: o {tm “the practice of charging
in other districts. = As regards cultivation Ip bz;fldn;o &d ,-1;’]3031'(1’8 Proccedings, dated
o the area actually irrigated was sanctioned by he I Oa,’t ble to extend this practice to
17th July 1881,.No. 1306 ; and they think it oaly equifable A

: ' ay be
dinelv reconmend that the half-acro rule may
all other cases: also. They accordingly 1ef.orltr::s o eharge waterrate on the arca

: ich mi at, say, the rate
actully irrigated subject to a minimum charge Fhlﬁh nnght be fixed at, say, th |
for a guarter acre. :

9. The statement appended }0 {h e A
1 e » 1s in force €8 o . ;
Filég}?-S%efvgéltlse(?nt]yrl:nl:;'eslbeél,l’iQS were actualy lmgat(tag. ;g?ri(x)::;lt :(icesqs‘hilfggﬁe.
thus chafged was 12°2 per cent. of the amount p,-)table 011;l bfeaall PrOPO?tion to the area’
numerous individual cases in which the charge vas ou 4 R
actually irrigated. S

v . - (A true Estrict.) . .

e T PR ATNA MUDALIAR
" (Signed) P "RAJAI-{A Secrétary.

%

. . y ,"n

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Departme:
»» all Collectors, co .
. - . ) ] !

'APPENDIX L

Prects oF COLLECTORS REPLIES.
' Half-ere rule 5 . o -
' . irrizated, as the cultivators of dry
A e i in favor of charging on the extent umgated, to them. The
Tands ane gomly pos and . gmall oxira chergo i & e entvod 1s net Lurgo,
uestion hgwever 8 (I))ne of small importance in the distric 1,1 aso‘ed S more than twice the area
ilt appm‘rs however, that in the Berbampore taluk the11m8 3 aﬁhe jamabandi of fasli 1295 was.
cultivated, and in 52 cases out of 1,389 the amount cmgi v,;tered 5 The Principal Assistant -
more than four times the amount. due on the ﬂc_t“al e(.ten ule. In "his division there Wexe 1,791
Collector is also in favor of making some relaxation of her X . ) _

!
I
¢

coccedi ‘ in the distriets in .
ese Procedings shows that in o distrite 1 -
85,6562 were charged for in fa ¢5

]
>4
¥
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cases in which the half-acre rule was enforced in facli'129' Int <t} ) ‘1 ;' i T 13 Aversr. 1888, No. 575, REVENCE. ”
times the assessment payable on the actusl ares : in‘29 caszs; it \I:'zr“o Eaies the charge was 2 R ‘ T : ’ R
110 cases not less than fivefold. - : ’ : > Hol less thau tenfold; in L ! ‘ * - APPENDIX IL. - -
2. Vt:-aga)nafnm —The 3 1 . - : | ) ‘ T o
Oolleior 2299 with. e ncast:es 1;1I§h1ch the half-acre rule is applied are not many. The ; i , Half-acre.
sotlector agree 16 Uoilector of Kistne that wher is 1oas 41, ) ! ; :
should be charged on the area actually irri ° theexte.nt.}s lss then 10 cents, water-rate . - : PERCENTAGE OF .
charges are not ° onerally out of pro lt)ax"t iscfmu';rl,%‘:lllted. The Principal Assistant states that the . ; : : ' ' EXCESS CHABGED. »
B = - 0 ) . d i " . . . . .
ruls needs no alteration. p 8 area irrigated and thinks, therefore, that the y it o : District. Area charged for Area actually irrigated. Pt
‘ . : - _ © Y . . ) Area. | T
3. Godirari.—N. ‘of hardship ha ' BE ‘ : —
of 1881, water-rate iso cz:sels of hardship have been brought to notice. Under Collector’s circular i : .
garden grown in b kn'o charged when water is conveyed in pots for vegetables, tobacco, flower | : L ' o Ao R AT l1.0t6 B3 o ofesr | s v
other th le ol n i’ie f.})ardst within the recxghized limit of 25 conts. In the case of cultivation b . Ganjam ev  «e .. Fauli1o0s ] 1,393 2,320 0 0 1""3 - } 1,663 744 v .
other than backyards, § water-rate is charged if tl ter i . . " ‘ Sl : Nellore v 1294 L. 650 1 1 ot given - Not given. | gg; "
is taken by flow. t Lhage 1¢ water 18 conveyed in pots. When water * = ! AL S T 7T S 1250 | § O BV 168 9 "
If the abogfz gﬁ;ttizgeisf;llgt :’eac?:;lirizlfz lsﬂf}!aé‘gﬁd t“’h(:the;d 0?1 backyards or for vegetables, &e, I N ‘ Anantapurt ., § . 1205 s 1650 0 305850 %0 o Jrall Iy
- does not exceed 10 oAby, the Lollector wouid charge on the actual extent where it S £ Boll Tl 126, Rl BT 646 710 0 0} 26 4 14
P cents : o e . ’ i Hlur: e 20 S8 L1 0 0 0 i AL .
to'25 cents. fs; and whgre it doss e“fee@ 10 cents, he would reduce the half-acre limit i I‘:""hyz\mot o o " ;;g: . 7’§’°l N'O‘ng iven. 9’233 ’ MLD%W?D. ' ;2(‘)'3 -
. ' ! . 1293 .. | 8741 0. 7,80 Do, | 119 ..
, i SN 8,151 0.
4. Nellore.—~The ead Assi . . . Lo, Trichinopoly ,, .. ) " ses 7l e1e - Do. »] b 30 o
. - Assistant Collee - ; s < " 5 n 8,287 0. : !
Te‘gl porary Deputy Collector state that th;t 2%25:: ?nlﬁlilr:q?b? Iﬂ:{?ge g tl;elzub-dwmo?)hﬂnc‘li ]tjl']e ; f ' Timnovelly . " :‘;32 - ,?,’383 b 5 g,ggg 19 | 13 0?10' 6 8 lsl;éi 10
and js : o 5 > Nlall acre 18 feit as a great hardsin . . - * * ' T g a0461 | 14,407 B ,803°19 04 . . 5
o f'tqliogi;)f Z.ilr (grgl;)jrtig; ;o }the al('lea.f irfigated and should be abolished. In the Ghddr talu}Ic) " : Salem ., ., ., .. { » }gg; . i’sgé-ez 511 | 40s1173| 13608 3 8] 91 8 | |
asli 1<94 ac 2 were charged far, while th } A - . . ’ U —— » - 1 . -
13 felds (being un ‘or 10 oot 'S T, vhile the areq Fctxlal}y irrigated wos only 77 cents in . ‘ Cyaox 2600172 | 19,165 15 11 |82,797-75 17,072 3 8] - 117 | 122 ,
while the aren netuully i 1tsdm mubtloases). In fasli 1295 acres 10-92 were charged for, L S Total for Fasli 1295 .. | 36,614 '
Lo e illy irrigated was only acres 1'58 in 258el - ' i ) - ‘ ' . i &
the Divisional offi o 7 7 1 25°fields. The  Collector agrees with ,‘ ! FR - . o in 33 cases five times, in 17 cases six
1 officers and recommends thit the charge should be by the quarter acre rule. ‘ 5 X timen 10363 cases twico charged, in 103 cases three tir_nm;b lrx“‘g cass ft‘fi‘;fes“'i‘;e?l'l;m, ten times, inlﬁ cases elleven
5. Cuddanah —Th: o . . ’ S 'mes, in 12 cases seven times, in 9 cases eight times, 1n 10 CASHS imes, in 1 case seventeen times, in I case
say by s bt ;‘Z/’(t'}' Thinks the rule “ works badly ” and recommends “a more graduated scale, : titmes, in 1 cugs twelve times, in 2 cnses thirteen times, in 5 cased fourteen times, | o o
¥ Dy substituting a quarter-acre or one-t-nth acre rule.,” ° L ; : : elghf:a;‘ntme;s:ndfs 24? g twel?ty.fgui;%zlce;w?‘l:dce?rg( “acre rule. .The assessment of the area irrigated fo fasll
6. ]}(’lll?‘y —Would . L B ‘ . - L L o 1205 ; sen Ba. 48 were charge, ’ . .
itry. maintain the half-acre rule “ as i ot . . ] - 9 18 not available, . oo
. . L » v it fulfils the intention of those who P , L . v ‘ -
kdrufted it and simplifies accounts and saves labor of mensurcment.” : - | ’. ’ _—_—_——;
7. Arantapur,—T ivisi . ' e - T, ‘ : ’ . 4 N : .
o ﬂppreciablephnrdsh}ile Dlﬂtsgonal ofﬁcer:nre pot in favor of modifying the rule as it has caused i OrBer—dated 15th August 1888, No. 570:_1{“, renue. : C .
“ ot that thﬂ'areaspe;?e ‘de ryots. “he Collector states thal at the last jamabandi he ‘ - ‘ . « The Government agrce with the
- red as rrigated bore a near relation to the half-acre unit,” but that _ (. g Irrigation, No. 15. PBoard that the half-acre tule should be
e se.cinded, but consider that the quarter-
£ the suggestion of the

.. ST ' Iso approve 0
acre g0 ecessary. They 1s0
minimum proposed is unn ry Y levied on areas

8. Kurnool.—Would modify the rule xhich works harshly in some cases. . ‘ o : i _ | ’g;’éleitoi Oilgi{)l mivfetl lty tgf ¢ d?; ° eilil:;g:f tjt;n?al‘lndi officers.
‘e : ent sho o left to the discret g

9. Chingleput.—States that charges am made every year in a large number of cases out of all =~ s ‘ 'y
3 T : (True Extr” %)

he i3 “not prepare 1 .
m«!mipulati()]:; ,,P* IGIZ ft?\ .Sag' v;flxetuer this vas the result of actual irrigation or.was an accounf . » |
FE 1nks that though tle rule may be maintainod for ordinary cases, it should o

be relaxed in the case of back ivai i
ackyard cultivaion. less than 10 cents 1n

C. A. GALTON, .

roportion t > area irri 3
trioupis 'i‘(’)ﬂcefét’tshgra;:sa&lrglgated,‘ and recom nefxds that the actual estent bq charged when Qultwa-_ x )
: oy o : . ) . L , ' . { sigoned .
e!teulto‘c lf%ﬁ”:l 4 ngf.—l'—T‘heﬁDlﬂsronal offsrrs say that no hardship is caused to the ryots. The ;, ¢ . .. tHg A o. Secretary to Government.
oo th arf,e in fas 1(1_299 under the hilf-acre rule was acres 7,701 or 2042 per cent. more . I A , ' . A : o T ,
® area (acres 6,395) actually irrigated. i i, o ' A N b . -
‘ 11. South Arcot.—~No modification is consi o ' . ' : - l ; iculture. *
12, Tanjore Th : ale lﬁcitmndls'eomxdered T o : ded g "' * 'To the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement, éJ ax;d’ )ecords and Agricultare.
; 4a@nore.—1ihe rule *was found t» work unfairly ” and was ordered to be suspende ¥ - ; : t (Irrigation brans .)»
. (Board’s Proceedings, dated 2rd August 1385, No. 2253{ - ! - o Y . » the Public Works Departmont g : : ‘
[ S e I ’ . S J !
10; Lrichinopoly.—Merely sends up e statemont of area charged and gives no opinion. o t .
14 ]{[ad«m.——The rule is not in fore and the Collector does not consider it necessary to . ! ; i )
introduce it. . . _ Lol | | ;o
15. Tiunerelly.—The charge is not dsproportionate and no “ marked hardshi}; ” has'boen * gi “ & ' )
caused, The Collector thinks, however, that ‘where‘ the patch of land is below 10 ceuts,the - { .
charge may bo left to the diseretion of ths jamabandi officer. : _ )\‘ i 0 -
16. Coimbatore.—No hardship is cawsed as there is much well irrigation and the circum- . - 3 \, t . .
stances of the district re not similar to tlose of Kistna, . _ S }l . 3 v .
*17. Nilyiris.—~There are no Governuent works of irrigation, and water taken from jungle . /; g i ‘ e
stroams has not been hitherto charged. « - . ) § Exd. P. L. Pereirs .
: 18. Salem.—The Collector thinks that no very great hardship is caused, and that the rule i :
need not be altered. The Head Assistart and the Deputy Collector take the same view. The LI i / .
Sub-Collector Mr. Dumergne ditfers anl recommends a relaxation. e would charge for 10~ g‘ i . . .

cents if the irrigated area is loss and by tie quaiter acre if the area is greater. The area charged
~ in excess of the irrigated area varies from7 to 25 per cenf. ) T

19. Suuth Canara,—The rule does n‘it apply. -
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G.0., 13th August 1838, No, 575.

| cust 1896,
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AUGTST.

Rules for the'levy of Water-rate.

Agreeing with' the Board that the half-acre
rulo shaeld Lo rcscmded but considering that the
- quarter-acre minimum proposed i3 unnccessary.
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