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. Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,

15¢tA April 1869. e

No. 318. ° Road the following Proceedings of the Madras Governm

. Public Works Department :— :

' Pulit;g or;leu on the letter from the Collector
of Malabar forwarding papers on the subject

of the Palayad and Katampalli dams in the (" (Here enter 7th April 1869, No. 1,134.)
Kurambranad Talook.

No. 317. Ozper THEREON, 15th April 1869, No. 1,021,

Irrigation, No. 9.

CoxxunicaTED to tho Revenue Board.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) H. WELLESLEY,
Acting Under Secretary to Government,
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To the Board of l{evenqo, with Procecdings Pablic Works Department, No. 1,138 , - ‘
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Exd. F. R. Baotlemaa.
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) i ' _.;t;c-e-e_c.l-i:gjof the ﬁladru Gocernment, Public Works Department,
- 1th April 1859. | Al

-

No. 179. Rcad tlie following letter from the Collector of Malabar, to the Secre-
tary to Government, Public Works Department, dated Calicut, 5th March

1869, No. 28 :— N
\\. 1. Adverting to the correspon-
* g'gt%:gag‘:::’:}'ﬁ;"i‘sg;? g-‘;l.’ 2?;;'2 dence notcd,® I have the honour to for-
" f § Dated 4th February 1369, No. 114, ward lettors from the Superintending
o ¢ Dated 2ud March 18v9, No, 39. . Engineer, 7th Division,t and my Sub-
- N Collector,? on the subjoct of the Palayad and Katampalli dains in the Kurumbranad
S b ot 9 A : talook of this district.
T3LY MU B> i " Eror 19th February 1866 to 7th January 1867, .. 2. The dates noted show that the
rers | N K = aa e From goth April 1867 to 26th September 1867,  otimates for the works were delayed
-_:; 4o :_._i ' 2 i : - « =0 ' for nom? time in my omce,partlybecnuu
.S ?_ 5 — = " - pey I knew there were no funds, and partly from oversight. This I regret, especially
, :, 5 i: :.2‘ : : _%_ | S‘ considering the soquel. I have only to submit that the estimates wore not of
& _:j ;; g_‘ :’ ra T :‘ l‘-<1 coO ! especial emergency or importance. Still they should not have escaped notice.
5? E_: 5-; :-: ;'; = = ;1' :CB! They were sanctioned under G 0., dated 23rd October 1867. It was
.l ; 8= &s ;': z " c ":‘)u ; arranged that the works should be carried out by the Revenue Department. The
p ‘4 .. = M E?"') ! Superintending Enginecr ordered Rupees 695 to be placed at the disposal of the
B 53 =T _‘ : = ﬁ';" : Revenue Department on the 1st Noveuber 1867.
. ;‘E;’; ey ".'J, s :s.::a‘ S 3. January and’ February are the best months for such work to be under-
i % ;:E on oL a taken, and ordors were sent on the 22nd January to the Tahsildar of Kurumbranad
. g = ?; l l s"‘ ' i to com-mon‘ce the wo.rku,; but he was not able, owmg to press of other work, to visit
¢ T v the apot till the middle of February. He applicd at once to the Dcpartment
.. . ' Public Works for plans and advice. On tho 7th March an Overscer was seut to
. ! ’ assist the Tuhsildar. No plan seems to have been furnished. The Overseer con-
| sidcred revised estimates necessary and prepared them. They were recgived by
the Sub-Cullector on tho 12th and 18th March, and on the 19th idem that officep
directed the Tahsildar to proceed with the works on these rovised estimutes,
o . 4. It has been aubscquen‘tly questioned whether the estimates roquired
O ' . o . revision or not. Oan this point [ bee
T Ssperintending Einee' ke, Dsgrb - yeforence to the.portions of the nche
' . sures noted. I think it clear they did
o requiro revision. But whatever opinion may be come to on that point now, the
: Overreer's opinion at the time was clear ; the soason for work was then far advanced,
f the amounts involved wore petty, and, under the circumstinces, I think the Sub-
. ; Collectorwas quite right in acting as ho did, ¢. e., in ordering the Tahsildar to go

on with tho work as recommonded by tho Overseer doputed to assist him.

. ) . . 5. Scveral minor poiuu‘raised in the Superintending Engineor’s letter are
T i explained by the Sub-Collector’s letter enclosed, and I have entered reference to
' - * the explanations in the margin of Colonol Walker'’s communication,

Colonel Walker complains of the mannor in which his refusal to pay the
balance of the Government contribn‘xtion to the workmen omployed was brought
before Government by me. Mo thinks I might have advanced the mouney; butl

- thought and think that his disburscment of it undor such protest as Le deemed
nccessary was tho most natural course to be pursued.
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. . _l_—— ; I Lrocecdings of the Madras Govern.ment. Lublic Works Department, »
\ Procecdings of the Madras Gorernment, Pullic Waorks Department, i 1th April 1869. S A
A April 1809, — v . _
i expected to be taken by the Public Works Officers. On the 19th Febraary 1868 (b Kutinbranad

Tahaildar applied to the Calicut Range Offcer for \he plag of the work, and for aseistance iy carry-
“ing it out. Mr. Supervisor Grime was at that time Y charge of Calicut Range in additjon to

the Palgkaut Range, in consequence of Lieutenant Mao™ing's absence on service in Abyerinis.

He could not, therefure, inspect the works bimself, as they lay at the northern extremity of his

double charge, and he deputed Overseer Vedamattu to Bivo the asyiance required. The Overseer

visited the dams on the 7th and 11th March, and to use his own WOrte ** prepared reviced emj.
. mates to suit the eanctioned amounts." ' .

4. As stated in your lotter to Government, the Suab-Collecwor took on Lmeelf the responsi--
bility of acting on estimatcs so revised, forwarding them to you on the 25th Nerch, as you state
** with intimation of his order, for submission to the Superintending Engineer " They begr your
simple endorsernent to me of the 29th April (one month latter), ** For Approval,”* withoyt o word
of explanation of the circumstances under which the revision had been necessitated, or how it had
been carried out. On the 2nd May I called on the Range Officer for report, which wag wade under
date the 11th May. I bad then to call for the original estimates, sad to institute & close coWpari-
son of both scts to fiad out the nature of the alteratinng made ; and in my letter to your address o;
the 19th June, I stated very fully the reasons why I could not make the pryment called for by y'on,
and my opinion that it should be advanced by those who took on them the rasponsibility of the work,
One result of my investigation was Oversser Veoda.autty's removal from the talook which had go )
long boen his home. as & mark of my disapprobation of bis unauthorized proceedings.

ITe alko ruppnsee that 'l‘"’,w“ *
. bulunce of Rupees 435 of the Ryot's con”
tribution unspent, but in this Le is mistaken,

In oneletter, from the Sub-Cullector to me, there was a hasty expression with
regard to tho Supefintcnding Engincer's action, and inudvertently 1 forwsrded
this letter in original, as it contained a long report of the matter of the dams, to
Colonel Walker, without noticing the objectionablo phrasc. When Colonel “';.]kel'
animadvertcd on tle cxpreseion, I apoloyized for it, and disclaimed any intentions
discourtesy on my own Part or on that of the Sub-Collector. I think, therefore,
tlis point might bave been allowed to rest.

6. Finally, I most fully allow that generally it would require very strong
grounds indeed to justify a Revenue Officer in ordcring departure, on the .dvic.o of
an Overscer, from an estimate comnmitted to the Revenue Depurtment for execution, -
wh-n the original estimate had been sanctionod by tho Superintending Engincer-

But in such petty works as thase under notice, I must repest that I caunot thiok
the Sub-Collector was in any way to blumo in procecding on tho revised cstimates
ashe did. Such blame as the delayin getting cstimates formally sanctioned desci¥0%
Testa principally with me ; but the waorks were really so comnparatively insignificsot
fn themselve., thu_t I think it will be allowed the matter night have escgped notice
10 glmost any office. If the Superintending Enginecr is right in thinking 1 «hould .
bave advanced the bLalance of money duo to the workmen, instead of requesting ;|
him to pay it, and, on his refusul, referring to Gosernmont in order thas he should

¥ide Sud-Colleetor's letter, paragraph 2.

’
T
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S. I consider your Department answerable to Goverament for the delay throughout Novem-

" ber and December 1867, aad Janua: + to 19th February 1868, in neglecting to call on the Publje -
Works Departinent for revision «’ estimates, which del.y alone led to voautborized action and
the failure of the Katampalli dsw. That any revision of the estimate for that (the larger work)
was alsolutely necessary, is denied by the Cannanore and Calicut Range Officers (Mcssre. Bailey and
Bee paragrach 5 of the Sub-Collector's letter %o Colleotor, Nordwann, whom I deputed to report on the

be directed to pay t!xat money from the sanctinned lunda, then my re:v-ence “: . deted 2nd Nm;::‘::;:"x:” - subject. Their joiut opinion is that ** Lad the
Government at :ho time wus unuecessary, and the Superintending Ensgine r was 10 " Galtaled) G.A.B.  **work becn earricd out as originally proposed,
to blame. But I mado the' roference in oo fuith, belicved it wus the Suaer- X ., 1 would in il probability bave stood, without injury, the very exceptional food there has boen

* in the river this monsoon, the loss of watcr-wev by the change having beeu 310 square-feet."
They Mate, morcover, that *‘ 8o far as thevaie able tojudge, the work ascarried out was not aczord-
* iug 10 tne revised eitimate, the wiasonry allowed for rebuilding the abutment baving apparently
** been used for facing the new carth work.” Not that they lay any stress on this, for the reduction

. of water-nay allowed was fatal. But in your
letter to Government Jou bave stated that the
works were completed on the Rew estimates,

intending Engincer’s refusu] that kept the people out of their d-aeq ; and inconveni-
ence and hardship was caused to them thereby,  If iy premises were righ', my
conclusion was right. 1If my prcmises wero wrong, the im'-ﬁn\'eniem'e und hard=hip
were not attributable to the Superintending Engincer, and I regret that, thinking

they were, I attributed them to Lim. _ ' Bee parayraph 1 of the s'b'comfx'::::.:::;)"am.'

S e————

From the Superintending Engincer, 7th Divisin, to the Collector of.lhlnbar. dated Tellii berry,

4th February 1569, No. 114 ! which statement I cannot reconcile with the eatry on tho b‘ill for the Katampalli dam, of ** 60O

1. T bavethe honour to request that you will bo #0 gnol as to submit, for the infurnation of stonce’’ (equivilent to 300 cubic feet of masonry) *‘ not having been used, as the dam was destroyed
Government, the following remarks on the subject of their Order No. 2,379, of 24th July, to accom- 2 in the beginning of June.”’ . . v
Pany the full roport promised by you in paragraph 3 of your letter prioted with that Order. : ) 6. Aod this briogs me to the considerstion of the manner in which you have laid before
2. From therough drafts of the estimates, they Appear to bave been madc by tle Range Offcer Government the subject of my refusal to pay for unsanctioned work. You load me with the respon-

on the requisition of the Sub-Collector on the I3tb February 1416, They were furwarded to we

sibility of having caused ** extrcme inconvenience and hardship®’ to the workmen employed ; and in
- With your letter No. 970, of 26tL April 1807, (t00 late for exccution in tLas calendar year,) and

dring so, you take up the point of view assumed by the Sub-Cullector in his letter to your addross,

submitted by you for sanction, in conformity with my recommendations, oo the 26ih September | * wherein be takes the liberty of characterizing my conduct as- * ex.tnordinu-y and anjustifiable.” |
1867. A sum of Rupocs 695, out of the total of Rupees 842-4-3 contributed by Government, (heing 3 would now desire of you, in reporting to Goverament, frankly to relieve me of the onus of your charge ; -
~ all the funds at the time available,) was ordered by mo, under dato the 1st November, to be paid i . on the two-fold consideration that it vu quite competent o you, and the naturs] course, to order an
to you by the Range Officer; and the remainder was to be supplicd at & latter date. The lor.g interval Y - advance of the money pending the decision of Goverament ; and secondly, ‘.b“ Rupees 45 out of Rq-
between the preparation of the estimates and their sanction, alluded to in tLe 1st paragraph of ' : pecs '67'1.1'7' tbo' private oontribution to the
your letter to Govemment, during which the dams bad sustained greater damagzo, was entirely due [ ’ " Bes paragraph 3 of the au-caam::l .l;;uro uA ‘s:no. Kattampalli dam otill remain unspent, in spite of
to your own retention of the papers i and this, I think, should bave becn fuirly stated. o . ' ' Jour siatement that = ol ey tubscribed by
© 3. From November 1867 to February 1568, o action seems to bave beea taken, aod as you : ; the Ryots has been expended, of course.’’ That sum prmm.edly. was at Mr. Lo.gn'l dizposal to relisve
bad expresaly desired that the work should be earried out by the Revenue officials, mo action was ,r ! $he distress which he sttributed to my action ; and I trast it will now be credited ag g recovery to the
- . . . ] . . B
)
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“.}:r;c:e-dmg ;; l;w zl,;dra: Goeer_n;ae;u. I’ub-l;; "-’orl-': Departinent,
g Tth April 18¢9.

Governm.eot contribution ; part of the work also appears to have been Kiven on enntract to the Kokal-
Bee It part of paregroph 3 of the Bob-Collactor’s lotsr 1 Adigeri : probably 8 man largely interested
as alove. . in the cultivation, and well alle to wait for his

. (nitidled) Q.5 4- money. Tbemore I look into the matter the

loss justification do I find of your S:9-Collector’s action before and since the execution of the work,
ané of the manner in which yor ave brought wy name before Governmcent in connezion with it

Y 4 —_—

From the 8ub-Collctor of Malsbar, to the Collector of Malabar, dated on Circuit at Kuttups-
- .nmbg, #0d March 1869, No. 39.

L ‘h roply to your Memorandum No, 403, dated 19tk ultimo, I have the hooour to observe

- . ith reference to the remark in the cwncluding
Ragerdiog the remesk ia paragraph § of e § . '“. wark in i
Kogister's letcer. "Periatending portion of paragraph § of the Superintending

. Engineer's letter No. 114. dated 4th ultimo,
that the 600 stones alluded to were collected (under Overseer Vedamuttu's directions: for the
purrove of W‘f“"“ml ® sluice at the southern end of the Katampalli dam, to enable the ryots,
whose l.lndl h.o below it, ¢o irrigate their ficlds. The constraction of this sluice secms to have
Been omitted in the original estimate, for what reasons, I don't koow, as the ryots would (in the
ovent of the df" baving stood) bave bad either to brcach the bund at the southeru end, or to
construct & sluice such as way proposed. The work, as per the revised estimate, aod as pointed out
by lh. Overseer, was, I believe, fully carried out, and the Tabsildar applied to me to obtain 88
Purposs of making this sluice, as it was not then known
bocld g ss . or.k. Thinking, bowever, that the people most interested
$hould, under supervision, constract thig sluice themeelves, I wrote to the Tahsildar to that effect,

:;d did::::‘;’ an ‘Ppliution. for more funds. Asit turned out, if all the moncy sanctioned for
.0 'o':l _De€a put at my disposal at the time, the construction of this sluice (which was 82
ossential portion of the dam) could bave been eficcted from savings on the whole work.

2. Regarding the pext point alluded to in your Memoraadum, vis., bow Rupees 45 of the

. . or e . : the
MLiriog the remarkin paragraph 6 of the Buparisueadiey,  PT1V31 CODUribUtivn remsined unspent,

Mugeer’s lotter, . Ceperintending Eugiucer scems to bave been

: . misled by o migtako made in tle fiual bill fur
the work, which was submitted to the Calicut Range Offcer for the ueual eertifiate. The saving

:’:!‘:‘:‘P:l‘ :ion the vholo. vork.il & portion of the Jast sum of Rupees 1:7-4-3 recelvod frowm JOU
1868.‘ The :l.::]:d f.::c:o“d n G. 0 (Public Works Department; No 2,375, dated 2ith July
worke (Palayed an : K:u ret nu.m received from you, Rapees 435 (out of Rupees 693) for the two
Was spent b; the 4th X n]lp.lh)' and the whole of the private contribution, Rupees 167-11-7,
treasury on that da “?’th b the last sum of Rapees 8-15-7 having been disbursed from the
6 of his letter h.yi.. ! r.e&“n“ W.the Superiutending Engineer's fnal remark ia pan'gﬂph
work. Nons of hig 1.,,'?" © Presuming that the Kokallur Adigari is largely interested in the
well able $o wait for b; § Areirrigated by water from the Katampalli dam. He is, bowever, 89

i or bi8 moncy as any man not jn indigent circumstances can be supposed able to
wait for money which he haa worked for and carned.

3. Havigg ox.plnined the points to which

that there would be o 8aviog on the whole w

you called my attention, I beg to be allowed to

S em—————— - ..
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bim to apply to the Range Officer at Calicut, and on the same dsy he applied by report to the
Calicut Range Officer to the same effect as previously to the Cannanore Range Officer. To thismo
reply was received, and after the Tahsildar bad again written, the Oversecr Vedamutta arrived on
7th March, inspected the works Palayad and Katampalli, on 9th and 13th idem ; prepared revised
estimates, which were received by me on the 12th and 18th respectively, and on the 19th March the
Tahsildar was ordered by me to go on with the works. The estimates were formarded to you on
28th March.

5. The Superintending Engineer says in his lctter of 4th ultimo, paragraph 5, **That any
revision of the estimate for that {the larger work)
was abeolutely necessary, is denied by the Canna-
nore and Calicut Range Oficors (Messrs Bailey and Nordmann), whom I deputed to report on the
subject.” If you will refer to the Ovcrseer Vedamuttu's report No. 27, dated i1th May, which is
included in the correspondence herewith returned, you will observo that he fouad on iuspasting the
dam that ** The earthen embankment had been breached in two other p'aces during thoze two inter-
vening years, besides the onc in the estimate to be built with stone rcvetment,”’ and further on be
says, ‘* A large hole, about 150 feet long 35 feet wide and 13 feet deep, has been made by the side
of the permancntdam ® © & & bytherushof water through these breaches during the last two
years ; and found it was necessary to fill it, at Icast one-third of i1, to securc the permanent one from
being damaged.”  All of which refers to the large breach in the natural bank of the stream a little to
themouth of the calingulah, alluded to in my previous letter of 10th August. The filling up of this
large breach ; the measurement of whicn in the revised estimate was ¢ feet by 43 feet by 18 feet,
thouyh the actual space was larger, was certainly not included in the orizinal estimate as YOu may seo
on perusing it. The Range Officers say in their report, that if tho work had been carried ;ut as
originally proposcd, the dam would in all probability bave stood ; hut in aaying so they are clearly
forgetting that a breach of 43 feet by 45 fect by 18 fuct was unpravided for in the original'estimate.
It isclear that some olterations of the estimate was required, and that being ro the Taksildar ail. ped
the natural course in applying to the Range Officer for axsistance. Again, the Rauge Officers :ay
** So far as they are able to judge, the work as carried nut was not accordiug to the reviscd estimate,
the masonry allowed for rebuilding the abutmcut having apparently been uscd for faciog th.e new
carthwork.” To which I reply that, as will appear further on in this report, the nriginal estimate,
unaccompanied by s plan, was liable to misinterpretation, sod was misinterpreted bs Overscer
Vedamutta, who docs not seem to bave bcen aware that by the original estimate it was intended
to move back the southern abutment of tho calingulah some 30 fect, and did not, in preparing the
revised estimate, intend that it should be moved back.

Neccssity for a revised sstimste for Katampalli dam.

6. I quote the following portions of the Superintending Enginoer's letter to you, No. 114,
dated 4thultimo:—‘*TheOverseer ¢ © o

A:;tul ceuse :1' l;ho hnnr: :'.2:' f;‘?&":'h".d"':u;:‘: prepared revised estimates to suit the sanctioned
oaufirieut wansce o '

" tbe thickncas of masuary ia the revieed sstiniate, amounts,” (paragraph 3. *‘ As stated in your

letter to Government, the Sub-Collector took on himself the remponsibility of acting on estimates so
revised' — **in iny letter to your adidress of the 19th June, I stated very fully the reasons why I
could not make the payment called for by you, and my opinion that it shoul:l.be advanced by tho e
who took on them the responsibility of the work,” rparagraph 4). ‘I consider your Department

I make 0o . | delay throughout November and December 1867, and January to
' the s‘P:i.lokb:di::qu::i;:::‘;nf ut:o matter now tm.der discussion, as I couceive t!nt otherwise ! :;::;f:::::;(i;;t‘sinxe:e‘g{::‘:t; to Ca’ll on the Public Works Departmert for revision of estimates,
: 4. Theord e aylead to aa incomplets view being taken of it. ' which delay alone led to unauthorized sction and the failure of the Katampalli dan,” (paragraph

! ) ¢ order for Rupees 695, alluded to in Paragraph 2 of the Superintending Engineer's 5). Fugh’" on it is stated, as the result of the Calicut and Cannanore Range Oficers’ investigation
' Dulay i commenciag the work, letter, was received by me on 17th January 1868, ) of the causes of failure of the largor work, the Katampalli dam, tha't *‘ the reluction of water-
idem. The Tahsildar bein th : _ And forwarded to the Tahsildar on the 220d : ‘Ya way sllowed was fatal.”” The cause of failure of the work, % nc.ert.amed by. the Officers depu.tcd

the 17th he wrote to Ca h" B:'i‘lbm’ O bot visit the works till the 14th and 6th m’"“f’ Fon P by the Superintending Engineer for the purpose of investigating i, is, {ou will therefore perecive,

Plas, aad some og » ptain ¢y at Cannanore (who had framed the estinatc) to send him .tho ; the same as that mentioned by me in paragraph 3 of my letter to you, No. 208, dated 10th Augast

? 00 to show what there was to be done. Op the 19th he recoived o reply, directing }

: Inat. The Superintending Enginoer's reasons for refusing to sanction the revised euimnt'es for b?uh
t works wero as follows :_( Vide bis letter to you, No. 32, 43‘(:(1 l9lh June 1363), Ue (mc:\um‘

D e e -
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Proceeding: of the Madras Government, Public Works Department,
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9veneer Vedamuttu) * hag ventured to reduce the thickness of the ma:onry thruughout, simply
10 order that be might bring the whole cost of the work within the limits of the sanction® ; ** he
SPPears to me to have seriously endangered the stability of the works thereby,** (paragraph 2). This,
the §uperinunding Engineer’s sole objection to the revised estimates (it ahould be remembered)
applied equally to the Palayad dam, which stood, and the Katampalli dam which saccumbed to the
Very hnv.y flood in June last. From the above it will be seen that t'ho actual failure of the
K:um?alh dam was caused by quite another mistake than that made by the Overseer in revisin

the estimates : and I think it follows that if the mistake, which way undoubledly mad i “
allowiug sufcient waterway for the stream jn & very lleny. flood, can be .;:0“ t’o :..: :i::.

i .
Revenue Department could Dot have avoided, it ig the Plb“cm‘:.'“:;;"‘;';::;;“‘::: hx::l: :::

Revenue Department, which is respousible for the failure of the Katampalli dam

7. It is agreed on all bands that the actaal cause of failure of the Katampalli dam was an

The Overseer did not poiat ont that the . insufficient allowasce of waterway for the stream. °
Lr sdwiuoanl Buy fees of weierway. Setimate provided Y paragraph 3 of my Jetter to, you, No, 208,
: . dated 10th August | i
x“':. ?‘!::e‘:ncom:mus tb?t agy mil‘lEO A8 regards the wnterwayxof tb:‘d:.nx b?;obr::dm’:o‘:;::
SuPcrintend:n'orin fhon . Progrem, ia April last, and until after the receipt of the copy of the
Captain Duil. [ 'hflnecr 8 lctter of .tho 19th June, and after I bad seen & rough sketch of what
8gaia visited t’l;o wor:’e?‘l:cd the e“-‘m.u' bad proposed to doto the dam. Subseqnenlly to that I
Bailey's design to b; 'l;, ‘o Tubvildsr, and it wan quite esident lo me, on my explaining Captain
provided for ?n th m:: AL UP o that moment he tro bad been in igoorance of what the work
April it wag f, :huﬁm“‘. really was. .h should be remembered thqt when I'visited the work in
o a8 fur the Gire u.mo, and I think it wag quite natural that whyt sppeared to Captain
ey lo obvious an ?ltcnuon a8 that proposed in the waterway should not have occs rred to me
:o readily as t-o Captain Bailey, who bad aAnnually geen tb; dam breached and who bad repaired it
OF years previously. I agked the Tabsildar whether the Overseer who 'hgd been dcpnu: by the
. oo D 88 to the carrying out of i
;::"_‘_“":‘ ‘; ?m::d (l)n the calingulah of the dam, and t‘ho Iollow:; x: ‘;:: ::ci:;:e‘;l:::g:: ::::
be did ot po::t o:z z:m;r'  Samutta, coneulted with me personally about carrying out the work,
foet o 8t the abutment shoulq be removed backwanls, 80 as to allow additional 300
of waterway for the stream 84 your bonour showed me ia Augast last and mentioned in the

order, nor did he sfterwards point it out
be visited the work while in progreu.‘f’n o the Revone {ospectar who curried out the work whes

8. It will thus be seen that the Overgeer bimself did not uuderstand what was designed in
the estimate, and when the matter comes to be
looked into it ig apparent that this misiater-
. pretation of the design was owing— :

L Chwﬂ_! to there being no plan. T, Tahsildar applied both to Captain Bailey, who
prepared the estimate, and to the Calicut Range Officer for the plans of both the works, Palayad
sad Katampalli, but wag unable to obtain them jf they existed at all.

II. To ‘h.' Overseor's inability to ioterpret correctly the estimate of which copy was for-
warded to you '.xth wy letter No. 208, dated 10th August last, 1Iq the estimate the words ** Abat-
ment southern side’ are used, referring to the southern side of the calingulah, but this must have
been '“""P"“;d by the Overseer ag meaning the southern side of tAe dam, as under bhis direc-

" tions that Portion of the earthwork was faced inside and out with wmasoory, and be directed the
wmen ur.rymg 1t out to do the same to some other portions of the embankment which seemed to
reqaire 1t most, to prevent the wash of the stream and of the monscon raing from injuring the
sarthwork. The beading of the estimate for ** increasing the waterway'' was doubtless interpreted

by bi sferring meraly to the 300 cubie yards of outt; teri : ;
. t l d
which was carried out ander N b4 utting laterite rock, s portion of the design

Krplanation of the Overseer's mistans,

T

f.“.;m .

-~ i

Exd 8. T. Augustia, - CN ' /y_a d i

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Public Works Department,
Tth April 1869. 4 r-

9. Looking at these facts, I consider that little blame can attach to the Revenue Department
’ i for earrying out the work as it did in sccord-
. ance with the directions of the Overseer who
was deputed by the Calicut Range O%cer to advise the Tabsildar, and I think that X am justified in
assuwing from the stability of the Palayad dam, that if the design of the original estimate had
been rarried out, even though the thickness of the masonry had been reduced, the work would bave, .
like the Palayad dam, successfully withstood the June floods. It could be said, doubtless, that the
Oversecr's mistako might have been discovered bad less delay in spplying for reviscd estimates
taken place, but that proceeds on the assumption that the Raoge Officer would bave visited the
work while in progress, which he cortainly did not do between 19th February and the date of comple-
tion of the work, though I think it was bis business to visit it and see that all was going oo right.

- Conolading remarks.

Onrper TREREON, Tth April 1869, No. 1,134,

1. Ordered that these papers be
communicated to the Commission - on
Public Works.

2. Colonel Wniker will roport whether the breach in the Katampalli dam

No. 180,

IRRIGATION, No. 8.

has been repaired, and if not be will adopt early measures for the restoration of

tho work,
(True Extract.)
/,(7/
oy *~
-\ N .
é/zf’_’_{i——z__—: Colouel. R. E.,
‘ Sccreiary to Goverament.
10 the Commission on Public Works. ' '; e
v Collector of Malubar. e ,

+»  Superiotending Engineer, 7th Division. -~ o
o»  Revenue Department. .
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PUBLIC WORKS.
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APRIL:
Nos. 179-1€0

Luloyad end Kaiampai's dm.-l'ru;

ninz orders on the letter frow the Colortor

"

~if Mualatar forwarding p;z»brs on the sub-
stampalia Gams

Ject cf the Feluyad aud
in the l.iunml.:unsd talook.
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