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Boarp or Revenve (Rev. Serr., L. Ros. akn Acrr.), 28t May 1896, No. 108.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE

(ReveNve SeTTLEMENT, LAND RECORDS AND AGRICULTURE).

Reap—again Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R. 8., L. R. and Agri.), dated
26th January 1893, Mis. No. 488.

Amncr.—RetEesting the Collector of Anantapur with reference to his letter bringi
to notice that the Tahsildar of Pavagadu in Mysore stopped the repairs which were being cag-‘izs
out to Gowdanakunta supply-channel —a Minor Irrigation work sanctioned for 1892-93—on the
ground that some of the lands belonging to the ryots of Pavagadu taluk would be submerged,
to state clearly the nature of the work being carried out and to report when the breaches, which
were being closed, occurred.

Reap—again the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R. 8., L. R. and
Agri.), dated 28th April 1893, Mis. No. 2530.

RBead—the following letter from F. A. NICHOLSON, Esq., Acting Collecter of
Anantapur, to the Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement,
Land Records and Agriculture, dated 8th April 1893, Ref. on C. Nos. 78 and
3156 :—

In reply to Board’s Proceedings, dated 26th January 1893, Mis. No. 488, I have
the honour to submit copy of letter No. 189, dated the 5th March 1893, from the Head
Assistant Collector based on the report of the Madakasfra Tahsildar. From the above -
and a rough sketch forming one of the enclosures, it will be seen that the supply
channel feeding the Gowdanakunta tank in the Madakasira taluk was breached in three
places some 4 or 5 years ago and repairs thereto were sanctioned, as also the raising of
the anicut by 13 feet. The tank (Gowdanakunta) is in British territory, but the
supply channel runs partly in Mysore. The above repairs, as reported by the Mada-
kasira Tahsildar, do not appear to be new, so as to justify any interference by the
Mysore authorities. Further, it has been customary to execute such repairs without
consulting the Mysore authorities. The chief objection of the Deputy Commissioner
(Tumkur district) is that some lands of the Mysore ryots adjoining the work may be
submerged if the above repairs are effected. But the Madakasira Tabsildar is of
opinion that lands to the south and west of the channel are on a higher level and
cannot possibly be inundated, and the interference by the Pavagadu Tahsildar and the
removal of the repairs already done was due to ill-fecling existing between the ryots
of Gowdanakunts and Tummidihalli (villages in Madakasira taluk).

2. In conclusion, I beg to state that the action of the Pavagadu Tahsildar in
undoing the repairs already effected without representing matters either to the Mysore
or the British officers is kigh-handed in the extreme and to request that the Mysore -
Government may be addressed to take suitable steps for punishing his conduct, which
would never be tolerated in the case of one of our own men, whether he was right or
wrong in his claims. The amount of loss %Rs. 279-6-0) should also be made

; further request that a meeting of two
1 H;:ﬂ m&w s letter, dated 5th officers representing both sides should be
2. Madakasira Taheildar's arsi, dated 24th arr::aged to ;};;ndo zl;etherthe objections

February 1893, No. 113, with sketch, PPDRTES S FRIM S e Tl
3. Tumkur Deputy Commissioner’s letter, dated 3 The marginally-noted papers are

29th January 1893, No. 1153. submitted herewith, :
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Excrosugre No. 1.

From M.R.Ry. B. VENKATAVARADA IYENGAR, Deputy Commissioner Tumkur, to the
Collectzr of Anantapur, dated Camp, Huliyur, 29th January 1898, Mis. No. 1 }53,:. DA an
T have the honour to bring to your notive that Ramappa Patal of Gowdanakunts in the

Madakasira talak of your district has trespassed on survey No. 8 in the village of Kya
in the Pavagada taluk of this (Tumkur) district, excavated pits in it, and ﬁiubhywxu‘

the owner of the field by name Moodu Ranga Gowd who has onmplainbdof !hciet. o8
2. It would appear that the pits were excavated on aecount of earth éo'ﬁ”f lmnd‘llong
your district

s stream which runs through the Mysore territory into the said Maflakui;i hl?k o
and feeds the Tummadihalli and the Gowdanakunta tanks therein. raising of a bund is

within the Mysore territory, and it has been reported that it has the effect of inundating some

lands of Mysore. ! ) $add hagr

8. Thus the complaint is two fold : firstly, trespassing on a Mysore land and doing damage to.
it by excavating pits in it, and secondly, raising a bund thereon and causing some lands to be
submerged. w7 ad § xpy

4. When a similar attempt was made in 1888 and the Mysore ryot
it, the Head Assistant Collector of Anantapur, on a personal inspection of the locality, passed the
following order on the ryot’s petition :— _ AECTE z v

“ The anicut is admittedly in Mysore territory and at wmntlhi&tohtnﬁou of repair-

ing it or constructing the bund since no permission has been obtained. I merel .'i.ihir:.lh.
spot, because an estimate had been prepared by the Minor Irrigation Department, [ personally
disapprove of the anieut altogether.” vt Heiietg el 4

5. The person who did the act now complained of says that he acted on the authority of the
Tahsildar of Madakasira, and so I beg to be informed how far this is true. e P ¥

—_—
MXLE VL T

Excrosure No. 2. ] nrsiop, g Lyesds L1 s
From A. OOMER KHAN, Tahsildar of Madakasira, to the Head Assistant Collactor, Penu.
konda, dated 24th February 1893, No. 113. "

5

In reply to your footnote, dated the 9th and 13th instant, to Collector’ Mm&w Cur.
No. 78, dated Ist February 1593, and No. 315, 11th February 1893, T beg to report as follows.
2. The supply channel referred to takes its rise in Pavag: taIuk, Mys e Provinee, and

g:ases to a greater extent through the same. It feeds the tank of Gowdan nta of this taluk,
ing the only main source to supply it, and the surplus water of ¢l is flows into the
Amarapur big tank which has an ayacut of over 200 acres and mueh drupai is grown under it,

Hence the ryots of Gowdanakunta and Amarapur are interested for the u
channel in question. = Tha sketch of the chanmel is herewith sent Af four p

the supply channel were proposed and sanctioned, and the damages to the supply .
to have ocourred by rains about 4 or 5 years ago. : : %W”

of the supply

71048 L; 10 ("t: i =
revetted T 3 miclibetsia s i e
(2) At C marked in the sketch, the bank of the channel is less than o

A3 o brson
level of the bed of the channel and in the rear, the ground is cut down k’@%‘ il Tad s

]
=5,

bund with revetment is sanctioned,

(3) At D marked in the sketch, it was sanctioned to put a
close to the anicat and from which the water takes its direetic
Gowdanakunta tank. There is great force of water towards the north
the bank itself varies nearly from less than half to one yard in hog aby
and in the rear of the bank, the soil is chowdu and there are alxndg
time they may prove dangerous to the supply channel. It will be see
in red ink in the sketch that the course of the channel is towards
ground to the north of it is low in level as it slopes down 1o supply v
whieh is about two and half or three yards low in level to tﬁ:ﬁnﬁ Gowd.

: R RIK d wi‘w‘ :

(4) The present anicut is sanct; ;a4 > 223 A 9PN
lov;ll witfni‘hat fo}; the bed oned i 30 g ]
supply v of Tummidihalli tank through anien

channel from anicut towards west is in higi 1::3 b h;l'(fu t f
These repairs will not affect the cultivation of the « t
it, are on high level. The western bank of the channe

whero the ohannel. takes its turn \gpraia

t . w “-' 1h dis

N
PRty

concerned complained of

laces the repairs to

(1) The large breach at B marked in the sketch has s&n sanctioned to be closed and

of the channel and thus Jt’ﬂ%{i% i v
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its course when turning is revetted with stone and the bund at this place is also two yards hgh
.G above the level of the channel, and the other

&6 2 . el portions * are not affected by the channel as is
takes its course along the north«eastern bank leaving high sandy bed towards west.

3. The objections of Mysore authorities, so far [ gather from the order of Pavagadu Tahsil-
dar to his Revenue [nspeetor ‘are (1) that the comstruction and repairs now sauctioned are new
ones and (2) that the earth was taken from patta, lands, &o.

In reply to the above objection (1), I beg to say that the supply channel marked A in the
sketch, which feeds the Gowdanakunta tank, and the anicut to flow its surplus water into Tum-
midihalli vanka, which is close to it, have been in existence from time immemorial. The ryots of
Gowdanakunta have been constantly repairing the portions which gave way from the earth in
the adjoining lands. It may not be denied 1hat these ryots of Gowdanakunta have right to the
water of the channel. Under these circumstances they are justified to have its banks repaired.
Hence it is urged that the work now undertaken is not a new one, and this fact is also sapported
By the following correspondence.  Where the level of the channel was very low, nine small vents
were allowed to the anicut to escape the surplus water from them to the Tummidihalli vanka,
besides the flow over the anicut when the supply was full. In 1874, both the ryots of l'ummidi-
halli and Gowdanakunta were in dispute for the right of the water through the vents of the unicut,
and it was decided by the Head Assistant Collector in his order No, 296, dated 19th February
1874, to the effect that the channel should flow to Gowdanakunta tank and tho ryots of Gowdana-
kunta may also close the vents when found necessary. As the channel had gradually silted up,
it was urged in 1881 by the ryots of Gowdanakunta for raising the anicut to a height of one
and half feet to enable proper flow to their tank. ‘

The then Tahsildar enquired the ryots of both the villages and on the agrerment of Tum-
midihalli ryots, the matter was put before the late Head Assistant Collector who sanctioned the
proposal in his order No. 60, dated 19tn Febroary 1881, and ordered that this work must be
done by the ryots themselves, who accordingly did it with stones without chunam. In 15846, the
ryots of Tummidihalli seem to have removed the stones and reduced the level of the anjeut.
The matter was enquired into by the then Tahsildar on the complaints raised by the ryots of
Gowdanakunta and warned both the village officers and the ryots of Tummidihalli not to interfers
with the snid channel and anicut and reqnested the then Ilead Assistant Ccl'ector to sanction its
repairs. _As to the objection that these repairs would damage the lands of Mysore Province by
submerging their lands, T beg to say that the lands to-the south and west of the ehannel are on
high level and further, on the south, the lands elose to the ehannel seem to be waste and on the
western: direction, there is a bund partly revetted. The height of this bund varies from three-
quarters to two yards which is hard aud grown with grass. The anicut is raised to one and half
feet above the bed of this chaunel and swrplus water would be carried away by the anicut.
Considering the level of the bund on the west of the channel and the flow of water generally
through it, there may not be any damage to the lands lying west to the channel. The waters
course of the channel is towards its north-eastern bauks. This is apparent from the dots shown
in the red ink in the sketeh. The north-eastern banks are further in low level as they slope
down the vanka which supplies the Tummidihalli tank, the level of which is two and a half vards
lower than that of the supply channel in question. The 1and which adjoins the north-eastern
banks is the only one from which earth is said to have been taken. I'nis has never been eultie
vated either before or is under cultivation now, it being damaged with ruts aud its soil being
of chowdu nature.

4. With regard to the objection that pits have been dug in patta land for the purpose of
taking earth, I beg to say that the so-called patta land is on the north of the channel, and I
have described it fully in paragraph 8. The eontractor and ryots of (Gowdanakunta were under
the impression that it was waste land as it has never been cultivated and it adjoins the channel.
It was intended to take earth from it for embankment, for, generally the lands adjoining channels
are never given over on patta and the same land had been used for taking earth for the pa
of repairs. As the land is unfit for cultivation and has never been cultivated, they say that the

land might have been taken on patta by the reddi of Kodigahalli to throw obstacles in the

repairs of the channel through the instigation of the reddi and the reddi mirasidars of Tummidi-
halli of this taluk who have been for a long time in dispute with the ryots of Gowdanakunta for
the water and upkeep of the channel and its anicut.' “"Ihey are said to have sought the help of
Moodu Ranga Gowd, the reddi of Kodigahalli, for the purpose of gaining their objeet. 'l hey
were successful in their attempt and the repairs done hive been entirely removed under the
orders issued by the Tahsildar of Pavagadu within three or four days by employing sixty or
seventy Wudders. The ryots of Gowdanakunta say that the expenses for this removal were met
by raising subseriptions in the village of Tummidihalii among the ryots at Rs. 2-12-0 per acre
by the reddi and reddi mirasidars of Tummidihalli. 1f ‘the ryots of Mysore Province had really
considered the repairs of the channel, &c., objectionable, they would have objected when the
work was first started or represented to the inspecting officers. When 1 had been to inspect the-
work, I eaw the ryots working in the fields west of the channel and they did not say anything to
me. This is the field which 1s supposed to be submerged. This, I believe, is a mere imagination
set up by the reddi of Kodigahalli at the instigation of the reddi in office and reddi mirasidars

of Tummidiballi of this taluk. I strongly believe that the latter are at the bottom for these
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objections and removal of the work done. The Tummidihalli Mkj“*m large vanks
to feed it besides the surplus water which flows over the anicut of the supply ehannel in question.
1 therefore recommend that the reddi of Tummidiballi may be severely dealt with for his '
and malicions conduct and that the Mysore authorities may be addressed to take uoﬁeo.dg‘thpr
conduct of the reddi of Kodigahalli and Muddaganahalli; the former of these is one and a half
miles and the latter is only two furlongs from the work. e g Lk

5. This work was proposed by my predecessor in 1891, and he does not seem to be aware of
the orders passed by the 1lead Assistant Collector in 1888 as referred to by the Deputy Com-
missioner in his letter as the clerk who was then (1838) in charge of Minor Irrigation Work was
not in office when the proposal was made in 1891, On a search made in this office, no such order-
seems to have been communicated to this office except Collector’s Proceedings, dated 19th July
1888, No. 1904, with Head Assistant Collector’s footnote of 25th idem in which the transfer of
allotment sanctioned for Gowdanakunta tauk to Kanajanahalli tank was ordered. From this
the reasons of transfer are not apparent. ~ .~ &1 : :

6. The work is a beneficial one to carry out from Minor Irrigation Funds. As the channel
and anicut are proved to be in existence froma very long time, I do not think it necessary to
obtain a fresh permission of Mysore authorities as no new project has been now proposed. If
at all any compensation is required by the pattadar for taking earth from his lands, the villagers
of Gowdanakunta are ready to pay it at reasonable rates. Under these circumstances the
Mysore authoritics have no proper grounds to have the whole work done removed at once, and
thus canse loss to this Government without consulting the authorities of this district. = Lhe
Tabsildar of Pavagadu was informed of your orders to proceed with the work. o TH

: : o A ed atsitann cenld o fponid Bdd To 3
v o o Encuesupe No. 8, i il erreiit ad) Linde
From A. T. PITT, Esq., Acting ITead Assistant Collector of Anantapur, to the Collector of
Anantapur, dated 5th March 1893, No. 159, P" :

With reference (1) to your reference on C. No. 78, dated Ist Febru 1893, to Board’s
Proceedings, dated 26th January 1893, No. 488, and (2) Ref. on C. No. 31'6’Tgated 11th February .
1893, to letter Mis. No. 1153, from the Deputy Commissioner, 1umkur, I have the honour fo
submit ht:; Tt:hsildat;‘; tepor:dvili m&a . ‘the

apers not reached me, and as I am eng -on the jamabandi of Penukonda taluk, it is
?m];saible for me to make personal m enquiry.

2. The Tahsildar’s report and sketch clearly iow‘mmppx;om inel which is being

repaired and the nature of the vepairs. .~

3. The objections raised by the Mysore Deputy Commissioner ars— (1) the contractor in_
] , by onal{u‘mr&f (1) the contractor in

of the repairs has : Mysore field, and dug, pits therein (2) a bund has been
raised with the result that Mysore fields adjoinin mgﬁﬁ:‘@d?mn()‘ )
4. The Tslmtiu"_ r’s report show: at the suj channel in guestion brings water tos
British tank, but J‘HL vartly in X mmqm have done repa.if:'toihbanh
NOIN D01 3191085 :

:l; m:ﬁgn was mm as waste by the contractor, was never cultivated, and does

patta, reasonable compensation is promised by the ryots of

sd, because these lands are on
points out that the channel bears -

is south and west are on higher level.
wat before the lands on the west there is a

- When I was in Madakasira taluk in January, the

s, the Tahsildar reports that the land, in which =

vies that there is any chancs of the

‘Boarp or Revixus (Rev. Serr., L. Ros. Axp Acxr.), 28t May 1896, No. 106. 6

i lég,But the matter is oné that should be decided, both sides being represented. Our
Tahsildar did not consult the Mysore Tahsildar.

¥ 13. _Considering, however, the nature of the land which, if the Mysore authorities pre correct,
would be submerged, I absolutely fail to see dny justification for the act of the ” ahsildar of
Pavagddu, in removing our repairs which had betn exéctited at a cost of Re. 279-6-0, and I
submit that exemplary notice should be taken of his ptdvedire By the Mysore authorities at the
request of Goverument. The loss to us must also be made good.

14. I think the Tahsildar’s report now submitted throws on Mysore authorities the burdem
of proving that the proposed repairs injuriously affect their interests.

~ 15. I have the honour to request you to bring the conduct of the Tahsildar of Pavagadu to
notice, and to request Government to move the Mysore authorities for a meeting between two
officers, representing British and Mysore interests, to decide whether repairs should proceed.

Resolution—dated 28th April 1893, Mis. No. 2530.

The Board is disposed to agree with the Collector in his opinion regarding the
¢onduct of the Amildar of Pavagadu, but does not think that a reference to the
Mysore Government is necessary at present. It is admitted that the work undertaken
includes the raising of the anicut in the northern bank of the channel and this will
entail the raising of the water-level, though it does not follow, or indeed seem probable,
that any injury by submersion of adjacent lands will ensue.

2. The Collector is requested to communicate with the Superintending Engineer
upon the subject and obtain a professional opinion upon the point. Mr. Nicholson
will then be in a position to make a further representation to the Deputy Commis-
sioner of Tumkur with a view to the settlement of the dispute. If a settlement cannot
be arrived at in this way, the Collector can address the Board again.

8. As regards the order issued in 1888 by the Head Assistant Collector, it is
observed that such an order, if intended to operate as ;a bar to further repairs to the
anicut or channel, was altogether ulira vires.

(True Copy and Extract.)

(Signed)  P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,
y Secretary, -

To the Collector of Anantapur.

Reap—again Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R. 8., L. R. and Agri.), dated
i 22nd November 1893, Mis. No. 6640.

. ApstracT.—~Requesting the Collector of Anantapur to furnish certain further information
with reference to his letter reporting that eriminal proceedings had been taken in Mysore terri-
tory against one Ramappa of British territory for acts done in connection with the repairs of
Gowdanakunta channel. .

Reap—again the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R. 8., L. R. and
Agri.), dated 18th December 1893, Mis. No. 7190 :—

Read—the following letter from K. C. MANAVEDAN RAJA, Esq., Acting Collector
of Anantapur, to the Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement,

: %.Iand Records and Agriculture, dated 6th December 1893, Ref. on Petn.

0. 1260 :— . ; ; :

With reference to Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 2530, dated 28th April 1893,

and to the first sentence of Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 6640, dated 22nd Novem-
ber 1893, relating to the objections raised by the Mysore officials regarding the

-




oo

ton bib [ !
1ot a0 o

e - —

ARAX

6 Boarp or Revexve (Rev. Serr,, L. Ros. axp Aoxr.), 2841 May 1896] No. 106.

i s — e

matter of repairs to the Gowdanakunta supply channel, in the Madakasfra talulk of

this distriet, I have the honour to submit herewith a copy g the Superintending
Engineer’s letter No. 2089, dated 15th November | 893,(ffqm*cl‘1 i’ oard will be
pleased to see that (1) closing breaches and putting 2 feet more earth on the bank of o

the supply channel now under dispute will not submerge any land in Mysore terri-
tory, that (2) the opcratio‘n ‘.seems“ ‘dppoeod !‘)ebafu.e water is at present drawn off
through the gaps for cultivation, and that (3) the raising of the weir crest is, however,
unnecessary, as there are dam stones which ean be filled in with tarf. As regards
this third and last point, I beg to differ from the opinion of the Superintending Engi-
neer, because temporary blecking up of the interstices of the dam stones with turf
would lead to further trouble and quarrel between the ryots of Gowdanakunta and
those of Tummidiballi villages.
long-standing dispute between the ryots of the above two villages about the flow of
water into their tanks (vide paragraph 3 of the Madakasira Tahsildar’s arzi No. 113,
dated 24th February 1893, a eopy of which has already been forwarded to the Board
with this office letter Nos. :;:;n.iu?;lg da;zal eﬁﬁl‘;wS%&. The present removal
of the repairs by the ryots, iall; 1 Runga Gowd and others of the Pavagadu
taluk, as[;?sted by m’lim({vld'r&dgfw‘;lmﬂ:q g‘%o{q Tummidilalli, a Bg:;:h
village, is the outcome o ong-standing dispute. This Naga Gowd is £aid to be a
closegrelafive of Mfyﬂ&dﬂﬁﬁé&gﬁd of Myso ‘and has been all along instrumental
in undoing the repairs executed last year, and has been under suspension for alleged
extortion of money from the ryots of mmtiﬁbofﬁﬂwﬂlsé- been interested in
the matter, as the raising of the bank and anicut of the supply channel would deprive
them of the benefit of the water now being rough the gaps for
cultivation (pide 0"8‘%‘1 and o | to Board with this
. N October 1893). 1 have, however,

office letter, Ref. on Pe &
asked the Head Assistan ull. report.as. regards the third point
110 ' ,m'thel
ortion of Board’s Proceedings, Mis.

noted above, the results of wk ) d in due course.
‘No. 6640, dated 22nd November e this day

2. With reference to the

4 ldressed the I ead Assistant
Collcctor to ascertain and in obedience to the summons

of the Taluk Magistrate of
criminal proceedings and t

(Ramappa) had ot

nd if he did so, to report the result of the
‘ﬁiﬂy[{'nhﬁiutmwsﬁjndgment, if he.
BEges (el bolah VT oV HuisT (b
slais .3ﬁi':r9 cage ] {! 9 1
gs, No. 2530, dated 2&th April
kur district and the Head
). officers Wﬁlﬂl’ with the

: | h'u}l#?.éea-ings’ I’

88 regarding the

der records of 1874 and
arzi No. 113, dated 24th.

- L
:

o} baratr 1a1)il
j‘l adt bpolss

I am given to understand that there has been a O~y my

s forwed only in 1882, o

&

e

"+ Boarp o Revenue (Rev. Sgrr., L. Ros. axp Acrr,), 287a May 1896, No. 106. 7

+, . Resolution— dated 18th December 1893, Mis. No. 7190. _
© ' Recorded pending further report. The records of 1874 and 1881 referred to in

T . A N Y S T e - A A e

‘;‘ + paragraph 4 may perhaps be fpund_"in the Bellary Collector’s office.

(True Copy and Extract.)

(Signed)

“To the Collector of Anantapar.

P. RAJTARATNA MUDALIAR,
. Secretary.

" Reap—again the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R. 8., L. R. and
Agri ), dated 23rd February 1594, Mis. No. 1299 :—

Read—the following letter from K. C. MANAVEDAN RAJA, Esq., Acting Collectot
of Anantapur, to the Secretary to. the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement,
Land Records and Agriculture, dated 10th February 1594, Ref. on Cun

Nos. 78 and 315 :—

In continuation of my letter, Ref. on Cur. Petn. No. 1260 of 1893, dated 4th

(1) Madakasira Vahsildar’s arzi No. 362, dated
14th August 1874, to Mr. Davies, the then

Head Assistant Collector, with translation.

(2) Madakasira 'Tahsildar’s arei No. 56, dated

10th February 1881, to Mr. Davies, the .

" then Head Assistant Collector, with tran-’ !
: + 1886 with the Head Assistant Collector’s

- glation.

(3) Takid No. 69, dated 19th February 1881,

by Mr. ‘I'horburn, with translation.
(4) Takid No. 296, dated 19th September 1874,
by Mr. Davie:, with tianslation.
~(3) Order, dated 13th March 1886, by Mr.
: Macleod, with translation.

'(6) Madakasira Tahsildar’s arzi No. 85, dated:

5th February 1836, with translation.
(7) Copy of Head Assistant Collector Mr_Pitt’s
letter, Ref. on C No. 1400, dated 12th

January 1894, with the Tahsildar’s ‘arzi’
No. 959, dated 21st December 1393, snd

"' No. 21 of 13th January 1894.

December 1893, and with reference to
Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 6640, dated
22nd November 1893, and Mis. No. 7190,
dated 18th December 1893, I have the
honour to forward herewith the margi-
nally-noted records of 1874, 1881 and

letter, Ref. on Gar. No. 1400, dated 12th
January 1894, From a perusal of the
whole records, it will be seen that the
temporary blocking up of the interstices
of the dam-stones in the anicut will cer-
tainly lead to fresh disputes, as the level

- of the weir has been the real point of

dispute all along—¢ide Mr. Thorburn’s

~order No. 60, dated 19th February 1881,

and the present Head Assistant Collector’s
letter quoted above. .

2. As regards paragraph 2 of this office

letter referred to Aabove, the Head Assistant Collector states that Ramappa did not
attend the Pavagadu Taluk Magistrate’s Court and that the case was thrown out for

" defuult (vide Madakasira Tahsildar’s arzi No. 939, dated 21st December 1893.

3. As regards paragraph 3 of the same letter, I have instracted the Head Assist-
ant Collector to meet the Deputy Commissioner, Tumkur district, or any officer

deputed

by him on behalf of the Mysore Government, for the settlement of this

dispute, as the Deputy Commissioner has no objection to such a proposal.

4. The Tahsildar of Madakasfra states that no more records throwing light on the
subject are forthecoming in his office. The Bellary quleeto:, who was addressed f?x
the records connected with the subject, as ordered in Beard’s Proceedings, Mis.

} [1as

A Ly T W o G R e R =t R e R e

© - No. 7190, dated 18th December 1893, also states that no papers are forthcoming even
though careful search was made for them.

5. The enclosures herewith forwarded may be returned when done with.

-

B - hiaw 7A
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ExcrLosvre No. 1.

From A. OOMER KMAN, Tshsildar of Madakasira, to the Head Assistant Collector of
4 Penukonda, dated Madakasira, 21st December 1893, No. 989,

‘In reply to your reference on ourrent No. 1400, dated 7th December 1893, I beg to report
as follows.

2. As regards the neceseity of raising the crest of the weir, I beg to state that the present
level of the crest is equal or a Jittle low to that of the bed of the channel and thas the water will
not flow to Gowdanakunta tank but will flow into the vanks supplying Tummidihalli tank which’
is very low in level. Hence the raising was proposed, but it will not in any way affect the
cultivation of the Mysore ryots. Without this the other repairs will not be of much use. The

proposal of filling up the dam stones with turf will lead to quarrels between the ryots and will
not be substantial. Hence the proposed raising is necessary.

3. It is understood from Ramappa’s reply enclosed, that when the Pavagadu Taluk
Maiiatmte’s summons was received he was not present ; that he never appeared before him ; that
he has not. received any more summons in the case ; that the case was dismissed because the
complainant also was not present and he has not obtained a copy of the judgment. It is true
the Pavagadu Taluk Magistrate issued summons through this office bat it was not served on:

Ramappa as he was absent from the village and the same was returned to the Taluk Magistrate
and nothing is known about it since.

4. The marginally-noted records of 1874 and 1881 on the subject are forthcoming and

copies of the same are herein enclosed. From

51; Arzi, No. 362 of 1874, (3) Arzi, No. 66 of 1881. these records. it 18 clear that the anicut a!.ldi
2) Takid, No. 296 of 1874. (4? Takid, No. 60 of 1881.

; not been newly proposed now and the raising:
of the crest of the weir was also proposed and sanctioned iu 1881. Under these circumstances;

I beg that the raising of the crest and other repairs proposed last year may be sanctioned.
5. The reeords received with the reference quoted above are herewith returned.

e

Excrosvre No. 2.

From A.T. PITT, Esq, Acting Head Assistant Colleator of Anantapur, to the Collector of
Anantapur, dated Penukonda, 12th J anuary 1894, Ref. on C. No. 1400.

With reference to your endorsement, reforence on. petition No. 1260 of 1893, dated 6th

December 1893, I have tl}e honour to forward herewith Madakasira Tahsildar’s arzi No. 489,
dated 21st December 1893 for your perusal, and to state that it is clear from the Tahsildar’s report
that Ramappa did not attend the Pariagadu Taluk Magistrate’s Court and that the case was
thrown out for default of the complainant. Copies of the records of 1874 and 1881 alluded to by
the Tahsildar are submitted, of which Mr. T.bqrburn’s takid No. 60, dated 19th February 1851,

L raising the weir crest which will be dealt with further
2 called for in your reference on current petition No. 1260 of 1893 of the
9th current will be submitted on redeipt from the Tahsildar.

2. Asto the question of raising the weir crest, I am decidedly of opinion that it must be
permanently raised ; because anything temporary e.g

! ; ., turfing the interestices is sure to lead to
fresh dispute, and, I believe the level of the w eir has been theg real point of dispute all along.

Resolution—dated 23rd February 1894, Mis. No. 1299.

Recorded, pending further report as to the result of the meeting referred to in
paragraph 3 of the Collector’s letter.

(True Copy and Extract.)
- (Signed)  P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR, .
. Loy o i Gatt W Lo iiqaends oy b beinTod o dtie st plarf 1o 1 {159
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i i i ‘ R. 8., L. R. and
by following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue ( -
e e 0Agori.l), “dated 5th Ogtober 1894, Mis. No. 6037.

‘ . ;
v 1 F. A. NICHOLSON, Esq, Acting Collector o
et thxz::&v;l:rg tloetz?xl; ggc;letary to the Commissioner of Revenue Settleméant, _
Land Kecords and Agriculture, dated 15th September 1391, Ref. on Cur.
Nos. 78 and 315:—

i . eedings, Mis. No. 2530, dated 28th
With reference to paragraph 2 of Board z ;ff‘;ifi%, iid i N8 marginallyt-n&te?:
: ot
Board's Proceedings, No. 6640, dafed 22nd Papers, £ ;a:&g‘;ﬁlz‘;“&‘:eﬁ?ﬁlf’fgn 5,
e 1os. e tisia0s Ay ITB 8T, Uated Oth Mty 1594 Yo
ThisagfﬁcetR:(}. P. No. 1260, dated 6th Decem- settlement of the Gowdanakunta supply
ber 1893 and R. C. Nos. 78 and 315 of 1593,  channel dispute has been arrived at, as the
dated 10th February 1894, dates twice fixed for the meeting by the
: Head Assistant Collector dll)d ngt Sﬂu[lt the
mkur Assistant Commissioner and the date fixed for the third time by the Mysore.
zst'}x:oritifs clashed with the date on which the Head Assistant Collector hadti_;oohglzg
over charge of the Collectorate to me on the 29th June 1894. Eyen 1{) a mee Lin‘;,e e
taken place, I think that no settlement could, with advantage, hagel ee:in 1a::)r(; dﬁted
sicce the Deputy Commissioner, Tumkur (vide his letters Nos. 1:?,-d tm;h' k 8oy
19th February 1893 and 22nd July 1894, respectively), was dispose iﬁod t;ln. S
adjacent lands in Mysore were actually inundated aud thus he ]usg i[ ee ;3 95 ¢f
the Tahsildar of Panagadu taluk of his district in having allowed tGeO yei‘); g’ cack 3
remove the work done by the contractor and valued at Rs. 279 f—h': nfo m[;l e
expressed by the Mysore officer (Mr. Knight) in paragraphs 7 and 8110 1s me Sorsd
also confirms this. But from the levels and plans drawn up and the gpani)onth psu -
by the Sub-divisional Officer, Public }?V orkst t].)epaé't-;:m;t,n ?;1;; f:::ﬁro !(le i gf - geht b‘z)x ol
1 ing Engineer, it will be seen that putting 2 feet n : ink
:;;tte:ltllg l(l:lfa:::il:nd closing a breach in the bund will not in any way cau?ie ls(;xb;per::'t(;x;
of any landsin Mysore, since the fall of the country is from the My:lore.t he us;b ,;);vmion
the Tummidihalli tank Vanka and the lands alleged to be threatened with s
are on a higher level.

i i 1260

. As it has been already reported in this office letters, Ref. on Petn. No, D,

da.ted220%§ (gclzober 1893 ang 6th;0 December 1893, the real point i)xf t.lio dxspnt‘; hx:

between the ryots of Gowdanakunta and Tummidihalli, two British vi lag;s T

ryots of the latter village brought about the destruction by the Mysmt-le trytc: By,

repairs carried out by the Madakasira Ta{:silr}ar, ilenc: ﬂtl:z ']ﬂ:?::ﬁ?dti }faﬁi taik wonlg
ising the bank, the supply of water to :

;t;e&};::;ltfil;hzlrid(zde ai;so paragrai)h II ofp the Public Works Dep:):rtmeml;3 Oﬁiac;er) 8 report,
No. 429-1024, dated 18th August 1893, to the Executive Engineer, Bellary).

3. The complaints of the Tunmkur Deputy Commissioner are—

i i i it by excavating pits.
T ssing on a Mysore land and causing damage to 1t by
(53 Rl:;?:?:g 1thge bund zf the supply channel! and causing some lands to be
subm’;;%edé.rst point has been settled by recovering Rs. 20 from th:h oontmel:zrt l?::
Gowdanakunta who caused damages to the Mysore field and remitting the sa;l;:tled o
Deputy Commissioner, Tumkur, for pryment to the party as com.pensa.t?n, :: M
the Deputy Commissioner himself. The s;cond g;u;ltl&pttl;; %ng:dtewualsbe a =
. For the settlement of this dispute, I requ : eased
::gc‘ﬁ'eseg;%; t]hilev'sore Government and convince it at the same time of thlt::act,las etronagtg
expressed by the professional department, that the raising (ifeslu; :.h el;ne bo,nkel Foas
weir crest of the anicut with a corresponding deepening of the bed of 1 8 hmte:-n i
is extensively silted up, would 7ot cause any submersion of lands in Mysore Ty,

. and indeed the owners of the fields denied to the Pnb]ie ‘Works Uﬂioersthat these fields

had been inundated as supposed. y3llon 4 . 10b: T _ o
4. From the Head Assistant Collector’s detailed 'reqort mdylo@gag}ﬂk?ooittd; 51 i

1874 to 1888, which throw a good deal of light on this long-standing hel:pu e, ] .

be seen that permission need not be taken from the Mysore officials, when repairs arg
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proposed on the old lines ; and the proposed repair of last year (1892-93) was not a
new one. Since the Mysore authorities report (incorrectly acoording to our Publie
Works Officers) that the proposed repairs, even when they were only half completed,
will cause the inundation of certain Mysore fields, I think that formal permission may
.now be obtained pointing out to that Government at the same time that the execution
of the repairs to the channel bank and the anicut of the Gowdanakunta would not
prejudice the Mysore interests, ,
5. When this point is settled, the long-standing dispute existing between the
Tummidihalli and Gowdanakunta ryots and the difficulty now “experienced by the
several officers in carrying out the repairs will, as a matter of course, be obviated,

6. 1 have the honour, therefore, to request that the Board will be pleased to move
Government to address the Mysore Gavernment as to the settlement of the question in
hand and also to obtain a general permission to the effect that repairs to the existing
irrigation works on the froutier may be carried out on fkeir old lines. without any
objection or the observance of unueeessary formalitics. Further, that the loss,
Rs. 279-6-0, sustained by our Government by the removal by the Panagadu Tabsildar
of our repairs may also be asked to be made goed by the Mysore authorities.

7. The Head Assistant Collector’s report and Mr. Knight’s report in addition to
all the old records as per list are submitted for peiusal and return.

ExcLosURE.

From A. T. PITT, Tsq., Acting Iead Kssictant Colleetor of Anantapur, to the Collector of
Anantapur, dated 4th August 1894, Ref. on Cur. Nos. 78 and 315.

With reference to your Ref. on Cur. Nos. 78 and 315 of 1893, dated 17th March 1804 ,regarding
the scttlement of the Lowdanakunta channel dispute, Madakasira taluk, 1 have the honour to state
that I have twice proposed dates for the meeting with the Mysore officers, but have not been able
to suit them ; and for the third time, the Mysore Assistant Commissioner proposed a date which
clashed with the date on which I'had to hand®over charge of the Collectorate to you in Juve. From
o perusal of all the papers I am inclined t6 think that there is no real question at all for me to
settle at a conference with the Mysore offiesr, as the only controversial matter arising out of the
dispute is the liability of some Mysore lands to sabmersion if the crest of a certain weir in
our territory is jaised; on which question our Public Works Department authorities have given
& professional opivion in our favour. Since writing the above, I have received Mr. Knight’s
memorandum forwarded with your Ref. on Cur. Nes. 78 and 215 of 1893, dated 30th July 1394,
and I have made my remarks on the margin of that memorandum relating to the liability of the
Mysore fields to submersion. The real isrue lies between two of our own villages.  As therefore
I see no advantage in waiting for a personal meeting with the Mysore officials, and as I notice
that in the correspondence that has taken place, the real dispute (between our own villages) has
been ignored, I propose to submit a report showing clearly the nature of the existing dispute,
and the light thrown on it, by certain old orders, which have apparently not received due
consideration.

2. Your letter under reference gives “ eight important points, ” which I was told to consider,
snd, if possible, have decided at 8 meeting with the officers of Mysore. I willrefer to them by
number. Points I, IT and III relate to the excavation in Mysore fields by the contractor in
charge of the repairs to the sapply chaunel; as pointed out in your Ref. on Cur. P, Regr.
No. 1260, dated 11th September 1893, we have nothing to do with that ; further, if we had,
compensation has been settled (ride Tumkur Deputy Uommissioner’s Jetter No. 1356, dated 17th
March 1894)—vide also your order forwarding Mr. Knight’s memorandum. The Tahsildar
has been directed to collect the amount settled. Points 1 s V, VL VII are already settled, so
far as we are concerned, by letter No. 2089, dated 15th November 1893, from the Superintending
Engineer to you to the effect that closing the breaches, and putting 2 feet more earth on the
supply ehannel of Gowdunakunta and Amarapur tanks, will not submerge any land in Mysore
territory, but please zide Mr. Knight’s and my own remarks on this point in his memorandum ;
this opinien was baséd on ;u report from the local Public Works Department Officers after
inspection and the taking of levels ; the plan and levels are in the records ; {6y '

Point VIII does not relate to the dis'g:xt_é but to the damage caused by the destruction of our
repairs to the supply channel and will be taken separately at the end of this report. 3

ol kel preparo] by tho Publio Works Department muhoritics clarly showa th
' eﬂﬁﬁlwmﬁi&? 'mi:‘z’,nfamp{pl]g hannel and tho Tummidihalli tank sapply chamnel.
here is a calinguls in the £ r, which allows a  certain proportion of the water to flow to the’
his calin he supply channel (Gowdanakunta) through
~chanpel. - Obviously the latter channel
it by the calingula, and it is therefore to

- Jsdodido ¥ilsinize aloy
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the interest of the Tummidihalli ryots to prevent the repair of this breach. The taluk reports
will show how they managed to effect their object by ‘“ putting up ”’ a dispute with Mysore, and

‘the real question to settle is what arw the respective rights of the Gowdanakunta and the Tum-
- midihalli tanks to the water flowing down the supply chanuel.

4. The old records available throw s deal of light on this question, The word anicut used
herealter refers to the existing calingula. Iu his ‘a1zi No 367 to the Head Assistant Collector,
dated 14th August 1874, the then Tahsildar of Madakasira repcr ed on certain petitions from the
Tummidihalli ryots, complainirg that the Gowdanaknnta ryots bad interfered with the “anicut”
by which water in the Gowdanakunta supply chanuel was distributed between Gowdaraku nta and
Tummidihalli tanks. That arzi shows that there was an “anicut.” to the Gowdanakunta supply
channel, by which water was distributed letween ihese {wo channels ; that in this apicut t{;ere
were * openings,” vents I suppose, which the Tummidihalli ryots declared were made to allow
them more water than what came ozer the anieut, and which the Gowdanakurta ryots declared
were made simply to discharge sand and rubbish from the supply channel. The former party
complained that the latter party had stoped vp these * openings ”’ and thercby diminished the
supply to the Tummidibhalli tank. The Tahsildar stated in the arzi referred to that there were
nou{)revious records to show what purpose these ““ openings® were intended to serve ; that each side
could produce as' much o1al evidence fo support its contention as might be called for, and sug-
gested that the 1wo parties be called upon to settle the dispute by arbitration, in case a reference
to the Range Officer, Public Works Department, failed to elear up the doubt as to what the openings
were infended for.  On that arzi, Mr. Davies, the then llead Assistant Collector, passed his order
No. 296, dated 19th Septcmiber 1874, which was to the effect that a reference had been made to
the Range Officer, who gave his opinicn that the water of the vanka should go to the Gowdana-
kunta tank ; and that accordingly thas water shou/d go to that tank, and that Gowdazakunta ryots
might, wlen necessary, stop up the openings in the anicut. In 1881, the dispute revived in a
somewhat different form. ‘I his time the Gordaialunta party ptitioned to the effect that owing
to the accumulafion of sand rear the anicut to the supply echannel, the wall of the anicut had
given way by the overflow of water, and ail the water had gone to the Tummidihalli tank :
that relying on Ilead Assistant ('ollector’s order. No. 246 (quoted above), they began to raize the
anicut wall, but the Tummidihalli ryots objected . In his arzi No. 56, dated 10th February 1881,
the Tahsildar reported that both parties bad agreed to abide by the deecision of some panchayat-
dars, which was to the following effcet : “ A body-wall of a eubit’s height shall be ¢ nstructed
over the present anicut, so that the water received within tl-e limit of the wall should go to the
Gow danakanta tank alone, and 'that flowing ozer the wall should be equally distributed to the
tanks of both the villages.” ‘I'he Head Assistent Collector (Mr. Thorburn) in his order, No. 60,
dated 19th February 1881, sanctioned this proposal. -In. his arzi No. 25, dated 5th February
1886, the Tahsildar of Madakasira reported to the Head Assistant Collector that, owing to the
accumulation of sand in the vanka, the level of the anieut had kecame lower than the surface of
the sand and that consequently about 20 years before the anicut had been raised, and nine small
openings made in it ; that on account of further accumulation of sand in the vanka, the water
had flowed into the Tummidihalli supply channel instead of equally in both ; and the Gowdana-
kunta ryots had therefore obtained orders (evidently the order of 1881) to reise the anicut, but
the work was not permanently done; besides, the bed of the vanka had been ‘“eut away "
(scoured ?) ; that a dispute had arisen between- tho two parties, on which the Minor Irrigation
Overseer had reported to the Tahsildar, which report the Tahsildar concurred in and submitted
for the Head Assistant Collector’s orders. The Overseer’s letter and sketch forwarded with that
arzi are apparently not fortheoming, and were not expressly noted as read in the Head Assistant
Collector’s order (passed by Mr. Maclecd, dated 13th March 1886, on that arzi, which simply
ordered the preparation and submission of an estimate for the repai's to Gowdanakunta anicut ;
the Gowdanakanta ryots to bear half the cost. In his letter No. 425, dated 30th May 18%8
(which is the next reeord), Mr. Pinhey (Ilcad Assistant Collector) explains the late submission
of an estimate for the Gowdanakunta supply channel by the fact that a dispute bad arisen about
the repairs; and remarked that the whole work lay in Mysore, and he could not see how it conld
be executed without first obtaining permission which the vilagers seem unwilling to give.
Subsequently, the same officer (in his letter No. 481, dated 20th June 1888,) reported that sincs
the former letter was written he had visited one or two_similar irrigation works for supplying
our tanks which lie inside the Mysore boundary, and had found that these works have been
habitually repaired by us on thir old lines without permission asked or by objection made ; but
that recently some Mysore ryots had raised objection in one village to our ryots decpening s
spring channel which had been silted up, on the ground that the nala ran past their gardens,
and if it was deepened, the water from their gardens would be drawn off. On this the Mysore
Deputy Commissioner had visited the spot and the decision arrived at was that our ryots might
generally execute repairs, &e., in Mysore territory on the condition that notice of the fact was
given to the Mysore Tahsildar concerned. Mr. Pinhey thought that this was a reasonable
settlement of the question, and prowised to sec that the Pavagadu Tahsildar, was informed, if
he (Mr. Piuhey) thought it advisable to repair the anicut at Gowdanakunta on its old lines. He
added that the “ present scheme > (viz., the repairs i:fpoeed at that time) was preposterousas it
allowed for the construetion of an entirely new buns 400 yards in length to which the Mysore

" yots naturally objected.

- -
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Later on (in letter No. 558, dated 11th July 1888,) the same offi 4
Madakasira Tabsildar was of opinit;n that the re 'nyto the ,snppl y-channel %ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ: w?: W\
not worth doing as'iihey were not in any away useful to Amarapur tank, while on the other hand |
they were fatal to Tummidihalli tank, the only tank that does bevefit being the Gowdanakunta |

in thf views 5o expressed by his I'ahsildar.

. An 1891, an estimate for the repairs to the Gowdanakunta su ly chann R
'lt!l the resu!t reported. The estimate inecladed (1) the closing o?pa,in'eaoh (elliwia:‘xstl::nm?l‘}
dar’s sketch in the records, accompunying his arzi No, 113, dated 24th February 1893), the
raising of the bund C D by two feet, as it was muoh scourod and weakened and the raising of the
anicut by 1} fegt. The Sub-divisional Officer (Publie Works Department) is of opinion that this
ean be done without damage to the surrounding fields (v.de his letter No. 429—1024 to the
Executing Engineer with {»hm and sketch). It is to be noted that the crest of the anicut

roYerly speaking, a calingu a) is practically level with the bed of the vanka, o that it is impro-

able that it was ever raised in pursuance of the convention of 1881, .

. 5. Tosum up. The distribution of water hetween the two su ly channels i i
disputes sinoe 1874 and probably before then, owing to the ﬁuctuat}i?nyin the ]eve??f %L:ezh!l?ns
bed above the anicat, caused by the accumulation of silt. Before 1888, Mrysore interests were
2ot t.oqched”qpon in the dispute. In 1874, the Gowdanakunta ryots were allowed to stop up the
$ openings " in the anicut, when nenessary ; in 1881, they were allowed to raise the anieut level

y a cabit. The openings in the anicut referred to in this correspondence must, I think, refer
to the spaces betwoen the dam stones, which it is now proposed to fill up to raise the ealin la
level by 1} or 2 feet. Bo far therefore as the disputes between the two British vil] esg:re

- concerned, I think it is clear that the Gowdanakunta ryots have a right to raise the cali;gguln as

calingula was nof raised in pursuance of the a

gula 7 s I O the agreement of 1881, and that therefore t!
to raise it now is no mnovation. Their right to repair the breach in the ohr:nonrgl i:e fr :Ei(:;l
beyond dispute, although it has been slept over for some years. ! )

6. The next question is how M gsore interests are concerned.  Mcr. Pinhey rais i
- - - - - 3 e‘i t
u;d 1;?88 aqdhfound that our irrigafion works in Mysore territory were lmlc‘t{:ally repzl:iie((lluzmi
; ines without permission asked, or objection made, and this practice was specially sanctioned
y & Mysore Deputy bommusaner In the case of one dispute (in Hanumunnhall);)
addition that notice should be given to the Mysore Tahsildar in whose taluk the irrigation work

was situated. Apparently no notice was given to tho Panagadu Tahsildar about the repairs to /)

the Gowdanakunta channel.  But his objection, if on that seore, should have
commencement of the work ; as to the repairs being on the ol:l li,nes, it is true lt)ﬁg; i!::gl?r:; 3;:
r;xsmg of the level of a weir and a bank to the snpply channel ; bat this Wwas a necessity because
the level of the channel bed had been raised by the accumulation of silt, and I think such
repairs can be said to be done “ on the old lines.”” " If such repairs are nt done, the channel silts
up more and more, and ﬁnally.breaohgs and the vanka confined originally within our channel
. Ls[ escapes and floods the neighbouring ground. I see no advantage in that contingeney to
the Mysore ryots. It is curious that such questions as these have never been settled as re yrds
pﬁmmples by the two Goverpments. Aceepting Mr. Pinhey’s conclusions as correet, I tlu'nkg:hat
:s et }?g;s::: r:f(i'i"oe;:ehoaﬁ Il!io rlgll:t tt(; l;)bjeot: ti)l the relll)a.im to the Gowdanakunta channel inasmuch
) he nes ; but they might, at the outset, have object ti
repairs had been given them. 8o far as u‘g:)vemment is eon::erned, IJshotexlddtt}::til::?i:egltlt?:c;:g:
in the opinion expressed by Mr, Pinhey in his letter, No. 558, dated 1 Lth J uly 1888, as to th
?:ivuu;:.bihty nt:ifdmpalyltx;i]:he G:gwd%';akun(tia sulpply chanuel, viz., that, if done, the work woulg
Tummidahalli considerably, and only benefit the comparatively ine:on:
Gowdanakunta, the supply to Amarapur tank from the disclmrgga of Gov{d;::g:;‘ti:a I:lnf)tta e
80 far, as 1 can see, very mmportant. I 'append (statements A; aud As) figures showing the ayacut
vasakat and extent of eultivation ch under each tank—Gowdanakunta and Tgmidah{;au‘;u
from fasli 1281 to fasli 1302, excluding famine faslis 1856-87 and 1888, They show th;t
practically the whole of the irrigable area under Gowdanakunta tank has been in holdings fo:
years, and that an avex:afe of 90 acres yearly out of vasakat of 97 acres has been chnrg;i :
cultivated ever since fasli 281, while unde Tummidahalli tank, nearly one-third of the so-oall:;

ayakat has never been in holdings, and only 162 acres out of vasakat of about _
of&:mge'oﬁ 3::1; m Q“lﬁ??tefl' Oiﬁoe fasli 1281. The eighth (}))oi‘:;f fo’%é mmthl;aizl?:
tho Tiheild of Dapegudn coprcEoried on separately. From an arsi in the rocords 1

Lo

adu measured up the work done in the pre: i
he” work was removed, an(%,::ooxq% %yf ' "p!‘o,"p&:do:;g pli(i);
: 3 m l been ‘ll n m.,tn = I . .
ot Work done and paid for was of the value of Re. 279-6-0, :

e 3 _—_W! ) ‘“—_* v £

A e

Boarp or Revexve'(Rev. Serr., L. Ros. axp AcrL), 23t May 1896, lffo. 106. 13

of the channel. Mr. Knight, the officer deputed by the Mysore Goverhment, 'is posi-
tive that the proposed work will inundate and damage the garden lands of the Mysore

ryots lying on the left bank. The Sub-divisional Officer, on the other hand, maintains

that the lands wiil not be submerged and that the owners of the gardens themselves
admitted that they will not suffer damage. The report of the Sub-divisional Officer
is, however, very meagre, and does not give ahy details of the levels ‘taken by him.
Apparently his report is based on that of an Overseer. Tt is necessary, therefore,
before addressing the Mysore Government, tb have the locality carefully surveyed by
a professional officer of standing and experience, aind with this view the Collector is
requested to ask the Executive Engineer to ‘inspect the place and take levels and
report how far the statements of the Sub-dividional Officer may be accepted as correct.
A sketch drawn to scale should also be furnished showing the position of the ealingula,
‘the lands said to be liable to be submerged, the height of the calingula, as it now stands
and as it would be when raised above the level of these fields, and above the left bank
‘'of the channel at different points above the calingula.

2. It should also be considered whether it would be possible to take off a new
branch channel either to the Tummidahalli or to the Gowdanakunta tank from a
point higher up the stream and thus obviate all chance of the M ysore lands being
submerged. If necessary, the lands required for the new channel might be obtained
through the Mysore Government on paymént of compensation. The present channel,
at the point of the calingula, is evidently too much silted up to carry sufficient
supply to the Gowdanakunta tank as originally designed, and the raising of the calingula
will merely tend to raise the bed of the stream still higher. = This will always be a
ground of complaint from the Mysore ryots and it is desirable therefore either to con-
struet a new channel or throw a dam higher up to regulate the supply or to build
scouring sluices in the calingula to prevent the channel silting up.

3. If possible, the Collector should ask the Deputy Commissionier of Tumkur
division to depute a professional officer to meet the Executive Engineer at the time
of his inspection,
(True Copies and Extract.)

(Signed) P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,
L Secretary.

To the Collector of Anantapnr,
with the original records returned.

Resp—again the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R.S., L.R. and
- Agri.), dated 14th November 1895, Mis. No. 6115 : —

Read—the following letter from N. 8. BRODIE, Esq., Acting Collector of Anantapur,
to the Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement, Land Records
and Agriculture, dated Anantapur, 5th October 1895, Reference on C.
Nos. 78 and 315:—
In reply to Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 6037, dated the 5th October 1894, and
in continuation of this office letter Refer-

1 Executive Engineer’s letter, No. ence on C. Nos. 78 and 315 of 1893—
4194, dated Ist September 1895. 15th September 1594, T have the honour

2 Level sections. to submit herewith the marginally-noted
1 Survey plan. tracings, memorandum, estimates, &o.,
: g::;’;ﬁl‘;l ~ prepared and forwarded by the Executive
e gt e o Engineer, Bellary division, after personal
W A LN - inspection of the Gowdanakunta supply
1 Abstract estimate. - channel in the Madakasfra taluk,

— 2. It will be observed that in order to
E . _res‘ore to the Gowdanakunta tank the

' supply which it formerly received, it will be
mecessary to raise the crest of the anicut by 1’ 6”. If this is done, however, the land
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lying between,C.8..No..&5 and contour at 5150 (shown in the snrveg plan) will be
ank from A to

flooded and; the Executive Engineer therefore proposes to construct a
B, on the left bunk of the channel, and another from C to D on the right bank, In the
circumstances reported, this seems to be the simplest solution of the difficulty. Thesug-
gestion made by the Board in the concluding portion of paragraph 1 of Board’s Pro-
ceedings, Mis. No. 6037, dated 5th October 1894, under reply, is reported to be
impracticable, and the construetion of a new branch chanuel would not obviate the
difficulty of apportiouing the supply to the Tummidahalli tank. The estimate provides:
for all the necessary repairs and improvements to the supply channel, viz.:—

(1) Raising the channel banks.

(2) Exeavating supply channel at C.S. Nos. 1 and 2.

(3) Raising the crest of anicut.

(4) Providing a pipe sluice.

(5) Removing upright stones in the dam:

(6) Amount of compensation for lands to be taken up from the Mysore ryots.
for repairs to be executed to the banks. .

3. Referring to paragraph 2 of the Board’s Proceedings: under reply, 1 have the
honour to state that the Deputy Commissioner. Tamkur district, was not addressed, as
the Executive Engineer inspected the locality without previously intimating his
intention to this office although he had been requested to do so.

4. The original records received with the Board’s Proceedings under reply are
re-submitted for the Board’s reference and return when no longer required.

Resolution—dated 14th November 1895, Mis. No. 6115..

The papers received with the letter read above will'be returned to the Collector-
of Anantapur, with the request that the Executive Engineer’s report and plan may be
forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner of Tumkur for his opinion as to whether the
proposed embankment will suffice to save the Mysore lands from submersion and thus
obviate the ebjection taken to the raising of the anicut.

(True Capy and Extract.)
(Signed) ~ P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,

Secretary.
To the Collector of Anantapur, with papers.

Reap—again Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R. 8., L. R. and Agri.), dated 5th

March 1896, Mis. No. 1141. :

: Aspstaacr — (With reference to his letter reporting that he wrote to the Deputy Commis-
gioner, Tumkur, but that that officer suggested ‘ti.e desirability of Government addressing the
Mysore Darbar) requesting the Collector of Anantapur to furnish the Board with a map showing
the boundary between Mysore and Anantapur, showing the position of the chaunels and of the
work proposed to be executed in connection with the Gowdanakunta channel.

Reap—also letter from the Collector of Anantapur, dated 20th May 1896, Ref. on C.'
T : v_]».\ios, 78 and 510.

’Am‘rncl'—Forwudmg a new map showing the boundary between Mysore and Anantapur
in connection with the Gowdanakunta supply channel dispute.

bagzaerhig 80 T4
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Rusovomion—dated 28th May 1896, No. 106. |

lA

e of Gawempmentl «'10100llol orld diir Leve U919 8 -0
JEeaEvoR To goitsurolad o601 01 LAl GRS M LR ity O
& "‘ Sy A

i 10 Fsmdya Hdd Faswyuy Ui 1091 3 ' =it i
“'Phe paper :W,m;p,,whqh’ relate to the objection taken by the officials of
M o, tain  repairs proposed to be executed to a channel supplying
8, in the Madakasira taluk of the Anautapur district, will be

N Av.~ 7

= -

L

i

Ly

Boarp 0F Revexve (Rkv. Serr., L. Rps. AND Aegl.), 28tH May 1896, No. 106. 15

2. The supply channel takes its rise in the Panagadu taluk of the Mysore Pro-
vince, and forms the main feeder of two Government tanks, in the Madakasfra taluk,
in British territory, viz., Gowdanakunta tank, in the village of that name, and another
Government tank in Tummidahalli. There is an anikat on the right bank of the
channel for regulating the supply between the two tanks referred to above. The bed
of the channel is silted up and is now almost on a level with the crest of the anikat.
The channel above the anikat breached some years ago, so that a considerable portion
of the supply which should flow into the Gowdanakunta tank finds its way into the
Tummidahalli tank. This led to constant disputes between the two villages, and, in
1891, an estimate was sanctioned for closing the breach and raising the anikat by
11 feet. Before, however, the repairs were completed, an Amildar of the Mysore Gov-
ernment, acting apparently on his own responsibility, interfered, and cansed the wok
already executed, to the extent of Rs. 279-6-0, to be summarily removed.

3. The Head Assistant Collector of the Penukonda division explains in his letter
which forms an enclosure to the Collector’s letter read in Board’s Proceedings, Mis.
No. 6037.dated 5th October 1894, the reasons under which the repair was undertaken,
without the permission of the Mysore officials. The latter, however, appear to have
held that the work was not confined to mere repairs but was new work, and, as such,
otight not to have-been commenced without the permission of the Mysore Government,
more especially as it tends to affect prejudicially the Mysore lands on the left bank
of the channel.

4. In Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 2530, dated 28th April 1893, the Board
requested the Collector fo communicate with the Superintending Engineer, and obtain
professional opinion on the point, and then make a further representation to the
Deputy Commissioner, Tumkur division, with a view to the settlement of the dispute,
if possible. In reply, the Collector of Anantapurreported that the Sub-divisional Officer
of the Public Works Department, who was deputed to inspect the locality, was of
opinion that the closing of the breaches and the raising of the anikat would not submerge
any land in Mysore territory, and that his attempts to arrange for a meeting between
the representatives of the Dritish and the Mysore Governments to settle the dispute
were unsuccessiul. He pointed out that even if a meeting had taken place, no settle-
ment could, with advantage, have been arrived at. The Board felt some hesitation
in accepting the statement of the Sub-divisional Officer regarding the submersion of
the Mysore lands, as that statement was apparently based on the report of an Overseer
and was opposed to the opinion recorded by the Public Works Officer, deputed by the
Tumkur division Deputy Commissioner, and requested the Collector (in Board’s Pro
ceedings, Mis. No. 6037, dated 4Hth October 1894), to have the locality carefully sur-
veyed by a Public Works Officer of standing and esperience, and to obtain the opinion
of the Executive Engineer on the subject. ~This was accordingly done with the result
that the Executive Engineer found, as a fact, that some lands of the Mysore ryots
will be submerged, unless an embankment was put up on the left bank also. His
proposal was to raise the crest of the anikat by 11 feet, and to construct embank-
ments both on the left and right banks of the chanmel, at an aggregate cost of
Rs. 830. The Collector of Anantapur was requested to forward the Executive Engi-
neer’s plan and report to the Deputy Commissioner, Tamkur division, for his opinion
as to whether the proposed embankments will suffice to save the Mysore lands from
submersion, and “thus ebviate the objection taken to the raising of the anikat. The
Deputy Commissioner suggests, however, that the matter be referred to the Mysore
Darbar through the Leecal Government. :

5. The Board requests, therefore, that the Mysore Government may be addressed
in view to the necessary permission being granted for the execution of the works
proposed by the Executive Engineer of Bellary division on the understanding that
arrangements will be made by this Government to prevent the submersion of lands
belonging to the ryots of the Mysore territory and that reasonable compensation be
paid to the owners of land from which earth may be taken for repairing the channel.
A plan prepared to scale and showing the position of the channels, the anikat and
embankments, &ec., received with the Collector’s letter of 20th May (Reference on Car,
Nos. 78 and 315), is submitted for the information of Government.
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[~
6. Tt is much to be regretted that the Head Assistant Collector of P‘mdmndﬂ /} ) {
sanctioned the commencement of the work without addressing the Mysore officials. At it (:Z
the same time the Board is constrained to remark that the actien of the Mysore 3
Amildar in summarily demolishing work which had been carried out to the extent of
Rs. 279, to secure the supply to which ryots in British territory had an undoubted Ad " _
vight, was most improper. : o ‘

(True Copies and Extract.)

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Dep::a:m i ; W M} oy .

to the Collector of An;nhpur. with original enclosures
il fo ki ltter, Tif, on Brt. No. 1260, | b :
dated 20th October 1893 (returned), v ; ' ;
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