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.. Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
ot ' 41h Febriary 1867.

No. 35. " Read"the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd
' Jandary 1867, No. 460. -

Read the following letter from the Superintendent of Revenue Survey, to the
Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Chepauk, 7th January 1867,
No. 81-2:— o

1. I have the honor. to request permission to forward some remarks which
seem called for by the letter from the Director of Revenue Settlement, and that
from the Collector of Tinnevelly, as given in the Board’s Proceedings, dated 8th
December 1866, No. 8,732. :

2. I think Mr. Master misapprehends the gist of Major Hessey’s letter and
enclosures. Complaint is not made that no notice was taken of the representations
of the Survey Department ; the complaint is that the demarcationwas, and still s,
most defective. Orders were doubtless issued, but they have been apparently
ineffectual. Major Barber, in his letter that accompanies this, mentions that Khan-

dams of 600 and 800 acres were lately in ‘existence with offsets 1,000 links long.

This Officer also states that the non-existence of marks is accounted for by their
tement, he says, will be borne out by the

never having been erected, and this sta g
reports to the Revenue quthorities. Iowever, as noted both by Majors Hessey and

Barber in their letters that form cnclosures to mine, the non-agreement of sketches
with the ground, and of registers with both, was a more serious obstacle than the
want of marks on the ground.

3. In the letter of the Collector o
ments to the progress of the Survey, wh

f Tinnevelly, he enumerates the impedi-
ich may for convenience be classed under

ten heads.

1. Separation of the Survey from Tevenue De- 4, Ihave nothing to say regard-
- partment. 1 Settlement, and ing Mr. Puckle's impugning the wisdom
_Separation of Surtey and Settlemen , .
pexaltati on of for mZi' into a,‘separaté o of the arrangerments sanctioned by Go-
partment. " vernment after a trial of some years.

It is natural that he, as an Officer of the

Demarcation and Settlement Department, should not view, with favor, arrange-
ments that have followed on the disruption of that department. The first and last
causes of what cannot be called ¢ slow progress,” but the almost total stoppage of
the Survey in Tinnevelly, Nos. I and X., therefore, do not fall within my province

to consider.

. .
I1. Minute exactness required by Survey. - 5. AstoNo. 1L, the minute exact-

! ness is not greater in Tinnevelly than
bereadily understood that were what Mr. Puckle

calls  minute exactness” not required, nothing worthy of the name of Survey
could be performéd, and no trustworthy maps c?nstructed, the whole would degene<
rate into arough Paimash, and this, I believe, 18 what Mr. Puckle advocates ; but
I am not aware that either the Doard of Revenue or Government share his views. .

I11. The people having been kept in ignor Ido not. tlu'nk the people hav-
of what the Survey means. in ignorance can be

elsewhere. It will, Iimagine,

ance - 6. :
ing been kept
charged to the Survey, and indeed it is

at Mr. Puckle intends that 1t should be. It will be obsex'\'ed that an
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appeal from Major Hesscy gave rise to almost the only information officially

i communicated to the people throuch the District Gazette.

. 1IV. The Survey Officers having no feelings i
. - - 1
common with the villagers. ° cenas

stand exactly how the sympathy

7. It is dificult to mect this
charge, principally from failing to tnder-

or tho

want of it is shewn. It is not indeed apparent why Survey Oflicers, as a rule, should

* be less sympathetic than officers of any other .department. I think that 1t

would

. Do fairer and
- o the Surv]:ofe rorrect to say that the ryots have ncither hope nor fear regard-
R:veuue e )ayt’ whereas the Pcpnrtment of Public Works, the Police, and the
2 partments, including the Settlement, appeal strongly to one or the

other. Iv amarle .
ewl ﬂ]c\‘fel?::;eltz xi?marlx tl'mt, with all the fellow-fecling of the 'Revenue autho-
, they y 4 believe, failed to obtain the willing co-operation of the people

of the district:

V. The S . .
urvey Officers regarding them as 8. As to thc Survey Ofcers re-

coolies who will not work. .
. garding the ryots as coolies, itis

sible to deal with such a broad assertion. -

impos-

Government has given
s given Surve : .
y Officers certain orders, which they are bound to

carry out, and certal , : .
y out, 10 powers to assist them in doing so. Why the duce exercise

of authority deleg .
ot ot 9):1 t:; i’}:;zt;d to th,e Survey Department should not be equally justified as
. g wevenue Department, or that the Survey Officers should be for

¢

VI. The Survey Officers i )
vernacular. mostly ignorant of the

exercising it said t i
C1s1ng o regard the ryots as (_:gohcs who will not work, is not apparent.

9. Thc}o aro only four out of

: ]
. ) , nineteen officers employed in the dis-

tion in the vernacular. Of these, onchasa

tricts who lave not passed an cxamina-
good colloquial knowledge, and two have

only lat:ly joi
Y y Joined the department ; I do not think, thercfore, the stutement that

mostly the Su \ .
y rvey Officers are ignorant of the vernacular is borne out.

It may ~

erhaps not be
perhaps not be out of place hero to note that the lato Chief Revenue Officer of the

district was unacquainted with the vernacular

- VI The Survey Officers overlook the objcet for ‘-

1

1
>

‘grzmted, knew the object they had in view

: demarcatipn, and I really do not sce that
. «flenders,

10. The object that I believe Sur-

- which the Survey was insti
s 1astituted,
B fituted vey Officers have in view is the exccution

of a good survey, the details of which'

have been laid dowﬁ b 2
y the Reve \ i
nue Board and Goverument, who I may take 1t for

when issuing their instructions.

11. -That the Ofticers of the Sur-
_ ovey Department have systematically licld
. aloof from the Rev thorities, is, I
vent . levenuo authoritices, 1%,
nture to £ay, a micapprehension of Mr, Puckle’s. * I think I may safely apl),cul to

VIII. The Survey Officers have always held
aloof from the Kevenue authorities d
cven from the Settlement, ?

. the Collect j ;
ors of Rajahmundry, Masuhpatam , Guntoor' Cuddnpuh, Khrnuul, Salcm,' .

South Arcot, Trichi

Puckle. to s;utelj “?:““:;’P"ly y and 3 the three Coliectors of Tinnevelly prior to Mr.

sauses ’0 £ diffor \\.;e 1er thoy havo had cause to make a similar complaiht. The
ence with the Scttlement Department arose, I may say, wholly from

the Survey Oficers were altogether the

B L

R

_Mr. Puckle is most anxious to support

- them.

Survey, had addressed to the Secretary to the Reve

S
Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 3
4th February 1867- ‘

IX. The Survey Oicers carry out their work 12. That the Survey Officers carry
with an exactness unsuited to the people  out their work with an exactness unsuit-
with whom they have to deal. . )

ed to the people with whom they have to

deal, must refer either to the subordinates of the Survey or to theryots. That in all
other districts the accuracy demanded is attainedisa reply to the former supposition,
and to the latter it may be urged that, fora litigious people, whose laud is sub-divid-
ed ad énfinitum, great accuracy isapparently necessary. Mr. Puckle has been mis-
informed with regard tothe caseadduced by .him of Amin’s work being, asa rule,
rejected unless when plotted it agreed in shape with the demarcation sketch. I
think what must have been meant is that, unless each field contained the same
number of sides, and showed the same number of marks as the demarcation sketch,
it was presumed some had been left out or put in by the Amin, and consequently
such field was marked for test. This is, I submit, a very diﬂ'erent matter from that

stated by Mr. Puckle.

13. In thus addressing the Board, T must express my régret' at having what

I trust the Board may consider just cause for defending the Survey Officers against
such very sweeping charges, and charges s0 difficultin general to rebut. It is far
more agreeable, on the other hand, to be able to acknowledge, as I heartily do, that
the Survey as Collector of the District, and -
were he satisfied to perform the more than ample work assigned him as Collector
and Settlément Officer, without endeavouring also to control the details of Survey, .
I feel convinced matters would progress much more satisfactorily for all' parties. .
14. In conclusidn, I have to request the permission' of the Board, tomy .
sending dircct to the Secrotary to Government, Revenue Department, copies of this
letter and enclosures, so that the subject may not be disposed of before recciving
uperintendent of Revenue Survey, to the Superintendent
dated Chepauk, 22nd December 1866.
allow me to offer a few remarks on Mr. R.E.
Master's letter, No. 1,315/46, of 8th October

From Major W. II. IIESSEY, Deputy 8
of Revenue Survey,

1. Ihave tho honor to request that you will

Piinted with Proceelings of the Revenue Board, No. 8,733, 18066.

of 8th  ecember 18G4.
. Submitting to Government, with remarks, lelt.er.s fror_n Act. 2. In Pamgraph 2 Mr. Master states
ing Supeiintendont of Revenue Sarvey and Officining Director 4104 it jg pretty plaiuly intimated in letter,

?f Revenue Settlement, on subject of slow progress of .b‘ur'vgy )
in Tinvevelly being attributable to bad demarcation ia  No, l,277/|8, of the 19th September 1566,
‘ which I, as Acting Superintendent of Revenue

SBouthorn Tslovks.
nuo Board on the subject of delays to the survey

in Tinnevelly (also printed with the above Proceedings) that, though constant ro;>reseqtations had
been made to the Settlement Department, they had not been responded to. 1
3. I regret extremely that I should have been so misapprehended.  Mr. Mastef‘ has a foy:f

most courtcously and promptly replied to all letters I have had to address to him. |
4. Tam perfectlyaware that Mr.

Master did give prompt orders on
demarcation, but what T stated in my letter to tho Collector of Tinneve
the fact that no steps had been taken to remedy

the very unsatisfactory 8
guided in my belief by Major Barber’s reports and by my own observations.
taken, they were certainly inadequate to attain the end proposed.

5. In my diary I have noted the actual villages and sub-div
statements I have there made are, I think, not contradicted by any pereon:

the subjcct of revision of -
1y, I then believed to be
tate of things. I was
If steps had been

isions of villages I examined ; the
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- 4 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depa;'imenf
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6. In ' -
cation and Sﬁi?:j’rap}llt?n?t; Master lafs gropt stress on the time that élapsed between D

: ing worse than abs . emar-

would not have been so great. sence of stones had been complained of, thLo difficulty

7. In my letter to Mr. Puckl »
. . e, referred to above, I sai i :
o , I said not a singl
? stones from sax.u])t tracts. It was utter disregard of the funda:rientlu,I;;:> . 'wm:d £ oout tho abscncy
in most valuable irrigated land that I complained of. A prineiples of demarcation

8. In that letter I entéred m i e
: ore fully into the defeets in th
j : c e dem i
i thoualztf;. taost fitted to remedy these defects, than I thought right t» dzric aho}“» tnd tho method
resrfec fu .y request your attention to that letter, and com lﬂ:u'is u8 cter to the Board.
contained with the facts recorded in my diary. parison of the  rewarks therein

9. Ta paragraph 8, Mr. Master quotes a re ; ini
Tenkaray Talook was being revised, z?ud would 1?: l;:tof;;rlr;tt[dr'if :;tl(;ez(:'nlt ;:“4‘"8(‘; Zt&temcnt ot
] It.
e loten B . be.en given for revision, but the rdee::zx:m:' ha‘fg
| . still very bad indeed. Mr. Puckle cinnlo;; 1:
wgain + Low for he was Justifid in s ef 'Ietter dlftmct]y declined ¢ go over the r .
b : efusal 1 leave you to judge from my diary and ground
“,ha;t th.e Survxee; I[:lefai ;, -Ia:v oslfilte(i;l;{ hdIr. Puckle in his letter, have been kept i: cff:zx
e t,he r, , with eferfnce, represent that the Survey had n - e o
‘ yots, and that the Scttlement Department, as repres > power fo hold
f?:mr‘n,} ;vcre the prope::' person's, on entering the district, to ha.v:c exp]pui:e;tcﬁ by .thc demar-
M:o;:c;slzmzspgzz":;sesr;l tlobghevc .t}mt. it was in consequence of a suggestci;n tmo-1 ;);)J‘cct of the
"~ valuable information toe Iivillav cor, dity 10 ?cpt,cmb" last, publish a notice coq‘\v~"" : 7 me that
A : gers on the subject of the Demarcation, Survey ami St:;g e veny
A . FVEYs ttiement.

From the Dcpl}ty Supc’rintendent; No. 4;" Rovenue Survey, to the Superint
Survey, dated Chepauk, 22nd December 1866. néendent of Revenue

) 1. In aCknOW]edgini’ the recéipt of Procecdi .
] mngs of the Re\'enue BO'lrd N
- b s 40, 8J732. Of 8th

December 1866, I have the honor to forward a few remarks respecting points that
‘ . ° at appear to b
tl;leen 'ovellooked. In ﬁhe first place, 1 mai,,taYe
. r;t t;:e defects complained of in the Tcn]\am
PR . i alook, in 1863, hav . <asy
following instances, viz., Khandams of 800 and 60U acres, a)m; oa;sZt‘;olt é’g;n .,-ectlﬁed in the
Mr, Puckle, on 'the sx.ﬂgect bein‘g brought to his notice, directed some o’f hi links in length,
redemarcate entirely six of the villages, and the Khandams are now being di Jus d.emarcators to
150 to 200 acres. ; : eing divided into blocks of

2, Itis on!x lately that the demarcation of the Southern Talooks I;as becix‘ackr; ledged
\ els ‘ ut owledged to b
ba,_dt it has been repeatedly reported in Proe
c‘eedmgs‘ of the Officiating Director of Reven .
Scttlement, ¢¢demarcation of Tinnevelly rlelze

Refers to pnmémph 9 of let'er from R. E, Maeter, Esé.

P iragraph 3 of letter from R, E, Master, Eeq.

. am o . .
ported good.” The delay in commencing the eurvey of Tenkasy, after the demarcati
alion was

said to have been completed, was too short to be the cause of the absence of the marks: the f
; the fact

. is t(llxat they were only put on paper, and not on the ground, reports of which have been repeat
(33 i3] . <
made. I trust the ‘‘attempt’ to scoure accuracy in the Survey has been successful aqpi: :‘?ly:
‘ K y A0, nti a

certai . . .
ertain amount of fictitious work is deliberately allowed, I know of no alternative. Remarking on'
. » 0
delay in commencing survey of Tenkaray Taliokn :
’

have only to bring to your notice that Mp..

Paragraphs 8 to 11.
Symonds was. distinctly informed that due

notice should be given to enable him to revise the defective demarcation before I commenced the
€ ]

Survey, and 1 had distinct orders from you not to take up more talooks.

-

b o

Madras Government, Revenue Dép(;rtment,' 5
4th, February 1867, o

&

?roceeding} of the

that, when once the Demarcation Department has
duty, and the marks been once
d, they should be kept in order
by the Revenue Department ; but I still main-
If you will call for the reports received by the
you will find that the marks are missing by
tches do not agree with the ground,

3. I perfectly agree with Mr. Master,
_ performed its

Paragraph 13, properly erecte

tain that proper marks never have been erected.
Revenue authorities from the different talooks,

thousands. In addition to this, you are aware, that the ske

and in’many cases the land registers do not agree with either.
Amin’s measurements are, as a rule, rejected if

4. Mr. Puckle has been misinformed that
‘ they do not nearly correspond with the shapes of

the fields as shewn by the demarcation sketches.

I bave long known that his gketches are utterly
ages be correct if any discrepancies between them and
o discovered, I have the places inspected, so that I may decide which is
general to reply to. Maps have undoubtedly been plotted and
t of ten from defective demarcation. :
y of my letter informing Mr. Symonds that I would give
him due notice before]I commenced the survey of
the sandy tracts, but I will send for it.
ders have peen fully employed in
Talook will shew the difference
d an irrigated talook, it has
and therefore

The Collector’s letter, paragraph 3.

untrustworthy ; but as they might in some ¢

the Amin's sketches ar
correct ; the other remarks are too
ré-plotted, but in nine instances ou

5. Iregret that I have not a cop

Romarks of the Board, paragraph 2.
g placed under my or

6. The small party of demarcator:
urvey of the Nangunary

correcting bad work, The progress of s

caused by their being under my orders, and although it is not called an
about 500 tanks, the fields under them are] small, and the southern part is gandy,
vey, as much as the Tenkaray Talook.

required immediate sur
pm———

t, in continuation of the Board’s Proceedings of

1. Submitted to Governmen

8th December 1866, No. 8,722 .
" 9. The Board are satisfied that neither Mr. Master nor

intention whatever t0 depreciate the value of the labors of the §
port would in ordinary course

Mr. Puckle had any
urvey Officers.

have been simply
that in

3. . Mr. Puckle's Progess Re ; )
rocorded ; but on the particular occasion in question, the Board considered
, 21d not withhold it from Government.

justice to Mr. Symonds they €0
No. 301, . .

s
4th February 1867,
o to G. 0. dated 15th

Recorded, with referenc
January 1867 ‘
(True Extract.)
(Signed) J. GROSE,
' Under Secre

No. 36. OgDER THEREOY,

Land Revenue,

tary 10 Governments

To the Board of Revenue:

Exd. S. T. Augustio.
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