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Reveynve DErArTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., NO. 594, REVEN
SEPTEMBER 1899,

—— A

UE, DATED 6TH

Read letter from the Political Agent for Pudubksitas,

Bef. No. 176 0., dated 41h =
February 1898. poan ' SR

T o - > A
- (Dispute regarding the water of a channel between the Sivagan Zamindari and the
o S Pudukkdttai State,) o
A 2]

 To the Under .S’earetary—

Please see G.0., No. 661, Revenue, dated 3rd October 1895, which embodies the
papers connected with, and the orders passed on, the appeal preferred by the Puduk.
kéttai state against two awards of Mr, Pope of the Mad :‘as Survey Department
delivered as arbitratgr for the settlement of the boundary dispute between the Karun-
galur village of the/ Pudukkdttai state on one side and the Aramanavayal village of
the Sivaganga zamindari on the other, Board’s Proceedings, No. 227, dated 9th duly o
1895, printed in the above Goyernment Order, gives a clear account of the dmputes, SRl
and the map stiteched with G.0., No. 8, dated 7th January 1896, shows the

i boundary as decided on by the Madras ‘
- *G.0, No. 609, dated 21st August 1883. Government to which an appeal was pro-

9 vided, in the agreement * to arbltmtm!::o' o~

2. The present communieation from the Politieal Agent relates to theright to the

vari (channel) marked T, T, T, T, on the map, which formed one of the subject matters |

of one of the awards, and which is shown on the map as feeding the Aramanavayal

T, ARRAC 1 , Sivaganga) tank. The contention of the

- Last sentence of paragraph 27 of Board’s Pro- Kar galur (Pndnkkdttal) ryots ap -
ceedings, No. 227, dsted 9th July 1895. to have bee hi:

P
oy

hand, the Aramanavayal ryots claimed a boundary line much to the south of the vari,
: , ““ Mr. Pope_ not finding any ‘material
Paragraph 3 of Board’s Proceedings, No. 227, © assistance in the documentary and other
dated 9th July 1895. : * evidence adduced on either side, dicided
“to divide the disputed ground into almost

“equal portions giving to Aramanavayal the portion which y claimed to have

“cultivated, and the remainder to Karungalur,” but added a rider that “ it must be Fibgh

“ understood that this decision does not affect the right of the villagers of Karungaluor
“to the supply channel or vari, through which the surplus water of the Mel =
Paragraph 18 ibid. . ;Ka;;ung;lgyﬁnk 3‘}0 ::v _‘_‘“Ju MO
it 0, No. ope’s rider appears to have b
Pr;z;d Oo?o bg:gle:()g?.? of G.O., No 66‘1. dated m;aht mfemgnm@e ‘famaxﬁ f
“ between the villages of Karungalur and Aramanavayal” 6, althoug

considered that award to be inadmissible as evid

graph 12 of Board’s Procecdin No. ,
ted 9th J'&J’ 1895 m’ / 227’

P S Ay ¥ ¢ T
R A T PP T . T, e
.

-

oS Q

portions of the award relating to the poi
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REVENTE DEPARTMENT.

\ : . g e e 1 \ Syt ,‘ ‘ : ] } ¥
V\ 5o ; '_ 3" o B " 8 ."‘ l||v d LE‘-}; d‘“ .l
; H ' p “ ]‘:_i'_ R il 1( ki ¢1Eﬂ" i T AI’ (‘ W U B
: SRt bkt ' A4 T e rwtﬂu(i;,‘i# e
Rean—the following letter from R. H. SHIPLEY,Esq., 1.C.8,, Politi e gmient F B T At L Lo Wk sl Bt prasidi
Pudukkéttai, to the Chief Secretary to Govemmmt,q’ daiaa Tmmmbﬁ? 5&: o 1‘-"‘”1”.7“ i et 'Ii ks %ﬂ MM .”? nm{
TFebruary 1899, Ref. on Cur. No. 176-0. ~— ; f]v L A S
e i report o g mﬂpeeted o m% g nnau ,; i { ; I f‘-‘.ﬁm 4 5‘1 AL IS .: |1n: o ﬁrmlec; . ;’L&. h;‘:,g;‘:p
Aramanavayal boundary dispute’in company with Mr. Mae : mni* ik ML odang pnoA A B Re 3/ SO QB (e ‘ﬂ Gl
Madura) and with representatives of the Pudukkéttai S’tahm'“ ¥ Gty - fha fE 0SS w:., o u;h}*b Emg m»:: '
g Taa ok WA s S L s»~usm~9 A

9. In Government Order, No. 736, Political, dnwd

5 qjﬁeﬁﬁﬂﬁi"xr ,«.,! sod (e0as HM‘} e
L 3 I

ﬁl'{‘ If‘;")*]’_ '})( ¢

laid down that Mr, Miller’s line should-be acee pted by both part teve | .
exception that the Pudukkéttai boundary shonld B’% sk ot o s e wptiEl rtﬂnpr:"j:;:f“:;“ f'J
said to run from the oldandabandonedMehmmamny;t n : e g \m cape 1. 20 Biom SR t S
This ¢ vari” Mr. Miller has identified and 1tmmmwn-r”i7 %ﬁ' il k2 ] s ‘Jw’ alyiieia ‘s otnich adds ,‘L':ff.j,f ivl i
3. The dispute between the State and zamindari ryots is it '3! 7 SRR _'lf' ’ N D TG Al T "“:"’1 .
“ 3.7 Y HY SRR R ‘»H |. (v‘y‘._l, Ly Bl SO 14 EI o :’.
The lutir leme B P hileh W&M ‘ Al ki o pant? SRS L .ly\ S; ol lwu x.w- S

e T ‘:"[“t*""'- MR 1.,H1“{n Vo L M‘f_l 1 Ju. ‘

;l\'nr i "t.l ?ﬁ;]“‘_'ﬁ : -.H!R;;f}{' ot nb”il "”’ TTianE o 4 m E\Lﬂfl

i g ' ) ‘I[.M i wn.r‘ '?s*iwmw*‘f “-"""“ “_‘h'l_

44 ““"' m.{!&i'q;}ﬂ: i'q’:d q;ts ,‘t 'i*,u, rrﬁ‘.ﬂ', w"HJ A% Rt i

v .I 1 ! ¥ v” ;s o T
- A

while the former deny that the zamindari ryots have any
assert that it should ﬂow unmtermpted into the Klmm
doubt that this latter view is the correct one. Tt is m
panchayat award in 1848 that the Kurungalir ryo@s»h;
although the channel itself is not within then' Iimg;tg, T tak
has, by implication, accepted this view, although xg haa m

words. »
4. Proceeding on this assumption, I would “kﬂmt e;‘.ﬁ‘_‘,, ke ;:
Collector of Madura to order the channel of the ¢ vari” to be replaced 4
the Sivaganga ryots who have diverted it into them e
either by removing the new tank bund, or by a fresh .
another bund to prevent the channel wam from oniar

SRS
1_(“--

=1

A dEt 1 DM T

L.wr"f d}u..mwmwﬂ il
: .v;o-mm lm,a uf‘“vm'%-m
FTe '

i’"‘uw ﬁ‘ 3&;" gt "‘. ”'i I rmf
T n'-r‘.qﬁ -»‘3".-' Tl E wf e ”'! iy “guj L
{45, g1

B !(‘

‘5\‘;‘ Ly ‘5 ’”l yl ”r)‘!‘-n.“n.: d
LT ..W”"J‘ ., ..1 7 s
3 sy gl iR 62 U E m;u*a .hm-ni ""“‘ m l 3 e

oo ‘
0% h'.' A Lag IL ‘J‘i‘f’l w u: ”i ’s“ﬂﬁ? :&3}1‘\”‘15” ,’H' 1.".,4'5}.4 (rwd
"

Al s siy i hAN

4

H wﬂ‘ T S .‘-:':f’ ‘.M?' s

s
Sy 1

T

rH\ \w“ 1'. fl‘:%:l;‘";‘{.éi,v

TR 'lh 1 {;‘-w

tank J £‘| 7
TR B ) L e ey W
5. The modus operandi may be leﬂs toﬁemmga v ;” m»ﬂ jou ‘ﬂu,,@ o ,q,,,m saiinihe
e ] "" :f iy

officials ; what is wanted now is a distinet order of Govers
ryots have the exclusive right to the “ vari” water and that
to ensure the uninterrupted flow of that water to their tank.
8. 1 may mention that in my opinion notﬁ% ]W mam- a ¢
effect will end the dispute. » et

J

s o *ru‘ e o 0 Lest ol

Endt. No. 422.
Tvansfermd to the Revenne ﬁepaﬂmmt

3 %
101h February 1899, i | (5‘5’”“
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(Translation appended to Board’s Proceedings, No. 227, dated 9th July 1595.)

(8) ¢ Therain water that |falls from where
: i ‘ ‘“the Anjanavayal escape is situated and th
Procostings, No, Bifs i 4 tor - Water g)f the feeder cpl;aunels to the west o';
« The drainage from Anjanavoyal flelds, the rain Waler . g oo 1ng weir which lies to th h
« falling into the same, and the water in the feeder rp 3 C e north of the
« ghannel north and west of the lfnlrungak;r t.ar(xik&aha:il “ Karungalur tank should be made to flow
« he directed along the cha.unp ast referred to an « yeadily int 2’
“made to flow easily glee}‘)’eumg the channel where anid gh:::l I(;elthe gt}l;ove tankt!)y deep?nlng .the
« necessary with mamooties. h i - g b < (wer Qar’sg ,
‘Qal W Jdartiw ).
(11) “ As Karungalur boundary lies to the south of the feeder channel which is to the
- »
porth of the Karungalur kanmai . . .

3. In appealing against Mr. Pope’s award, the Pundukkéttai State urged that

(‘Translation of clause 3 as given at paragraph 17 of Board’s

not only the channel mentioned in his s

Paragraph 3 of Board’s Proccodings, No, 227, rider but its site also belonged to it, and
Ttk July 1895. Mr. Miller, who as Political Agent,
wspected the locality and submitted an

Paragraph 11 of Board's Proccedings ibid.  exhaustive memorandum relative to the

. claims of the parties, recommended the

adoption of a line of boundary which threw the site of the channel on the Pudukkéttai
side ; while Mr. l{ajago_paluchan, then Head Assistant, Madura, suggested the
adoption of Mr. Miller’s line, except that he would draw the Pudukkdéttai line south
of the channel instead of north of it. ~The
Board of Revenue recommended the
. 17 adoption of Mr. Miller’s line which it
considered involved “a prohibition of the diversion of the feeder T, T, T. T, into
« the Aramanavayal tank.”” The Board’s recommendation appears to h;wes b:en‘made

with reference to the third clause of
Paragraphs 17 and 18 of Board’s Proceedings panchayat award which it interpret,edﬂr;

ihid. exclusively appropriating the feeder

: channel to the Karungal
however, clause 11 of the said award specifically stated that the Kaga ur tank. As,

rungal a
kéttai) boundary lay to the south of the feeder channel, the Gowmm%gtadl;ziil Egdt‘;ll;t
the boundary should run south of the channel marked T, T, T, T, on the map, thus

, tht

throwing the site of the channel on the Sivaganga side. In uoting to this effect
oy

the late Hon’ble Mr. Grose (Hi :
Vide notes nnder G.0,, No. 661, dated 3rd lency Tord Wenlock concurr(mﬂgl; w%;izl~

October 1895. “The papers. conivitee me- that th’ true

i 5 oariag e B S

« ghows that T is in Sivaganga territory. Moreover, if it is placed ,11}1) U{)&gikivgard:
« territory, it will entirely cease to give a supply to the Aramanavayal (Siva, a;
“tapk. I think,_tberefore, that the boundary should be fixed south of it,” Thegf)r:-ﬁa
of Government did not contain any instructions relative to the use of i;he ehannel g:
one party or the other (the draft put up by Under Secretary, Mr. Ayling contained a
para%‘aph = ('11}0 g B ?ed%vfmm‘f“t declined to pass any specific order
recarding the diversion of the feeder ehannel, but it was qhe.
th%n Regenue Secretary). g scored out by Mr. Gibson,

4. The Political Agent for Pudukkdttai now reports in his letter of the 4th

February read above that he has inspected the boundary between the two vil :
" company with Mr. MacIver (Head Assistant, Madura) and with reprenentZﬁQelsa%gsﬂl;

Pudukkéttai state and the Sivaganga zamindari. He says that the dis

the state and the zamindari ryots is entirely one relative to the use ofp‘:flee ?vitt:fi!%
the feeder channel referred to above, which each party claim to be the supply channel
to their own tank. He says:—

« Tt is apparent from the terms of the panchayat award in 1846 that the K

“have the riglﬁato thewater although the channel itself is not within their limits. mﬁ?lltiaﬁ%h
« (Government has, by implication, accepted this view, although it has not actually been 82
« stated in words.

« 4, Proceeding on this assumption, I would ask that Government instruct the Collector
« of Madura to order the channel of the ¢ vari’ to be replaced in statu guo hy the Sivaganga ryots
« who have diverted it into their own tank. This may be done either by removing the new fank
« hund, or by a fresh entting, or by putting up another bund to prevent the channel water from
+flowing into the Aramanavayal tank.

Paragraph 27 of Board’s Proceedings ibid,

-

3

‘ prandi may be left to be settled by the State and zamindari officials ;
; ‘.5' Thfedm;(fx oip; a distinctyorder of Government that the Karungalur ryots have the
5 Wh?ﬁm‘mvew:ght to the ¢ vari’ water, and that immeldiate steps be taken to ensure the uninter-
“ axe

d ter to their tank. . I
« rupmi govf zfa;hﬁ:;io; that, in my opinion, nothing less than a distinct order to this effect

« will end the dispute.”
5 Ttis presumably intended by Mr. Shipley that the order that he pgoposes
sk DY Government iv explanation of its decision as appellate authority
§hould g. tl tion. Butit will be seen from the late Hon’ble Mr. Grose’s note extracted
in the i I Government did not, in passing G.0., No. 661, dated 3rd October
above tha ¢ by implication, as stated by Mr. Shipley, the view that the use of the
1_}?331,1 :lc?fter t):el onged to the Karungalur (Pudukkdttai) people, but on the contrary

~futended by placing ‘he channel within British territory to preserve any rights which

ivacanga) ryots might possess therein. Kven on the merits of

the Aramauavayal (Sivaganga) Iy % tlI:e case, it is not at all clear that the

* No. _ third clause of the panchayat award gives

G. 8. Fornus. to the harungalur ryots the exclusive *

right o the use of the water in the channel, though the Board of Revenue interpreted
it to be so. i : .

6. Reference is solicited in this connection to the potition, specially paragraph 8,

S o G.0., No. 700, dated 11th Febrnary 1898, protesting against a reconsideration

uf the decision in regard to the boundary between the two villages. The petitioner

y aﬁ informed in this order that his representation will be considered when any

;vpplieation was received from the Pudukkdttai State for a reconsideration of the

decision.

R.S.
9-3-99.

Secretary—

The Government have all along striven to regard the dispute as a boundary
dispute only. The real dispute of course has very little to do with the boundary,
but is as to the water flowing in the channel or vari marked T, T, T, ete., on the
mgiﬁ. The Aramanavayal (British) ryots want all the water for their tank, the

Aramanavayal tank ; and the Karungalur (Pudukkéttai) ryots want all the water for
their tank, the Karungalur tank, Whatever may be the meaning of the award of 1846
on which the decision in G.0., No. 661, dated 3rd October 1895, was based, it seems
clear that, at the time of Mr. Pope's award in 1885, the Aramanavayal (British) ryots
had managed to utilize the water flowing in the channel for filling their tank ; and
G.0., No. 661, Revenue, dated 3rd October 1895, in fixing the boundary on the
Pudukkéttai side of the channel naturally strengthened the position of the Aramana-
vayal ryots, though the iutention seems to have been to make no pronouncement as
to the water dispute. 3 o
1f Government is going to make a decision as regards the water dispute, 1t 1s
submitted that there is only one practical ground on which to base a decision and
that is, to divide the water between the two tanks in proportion to the actual ayakat
under each at the time of Mr. Pope’s
A “morai " for an intermittent stream, which award in 1885. If this ean be ascer-
probably only fl .ws for a few hours after tained, the .Publie Works Department
:ﬁ;ﬁiﬁ vgll:fn the tauk above surpluses, 18 may R ed Al ?m)rai (or ¢ turn ”y
H.M. W, in the channel between the two tanks,
This might do. 80y necessary regulating dam being put
.M. W. up at the joint expeuse of the ryots
, ) el 0 SRR BB G
1f we give the whole of the water to the Pudukkéttai ryots on the strength s SRR
what may have been the arrangement in 1846, we do, I subumit, a grave injustice
to the British ryots; for channels and tanks are continually ‘gradually silting up.

or perhaps being deepened, levels thus change; and ﬁh“eﬁm@mmﬁm,m; ‘
in taking water from the channel at a time now many ymﬁsﬁgemfghtlvery Imﬁsxﬂy ‘

have been due to sume such changes and not to pure agression.




4

A simpler course than that suggested would g Wicsr
; perhaps, be to inform the Political
Agent that the Government declines to re-open the matter o miorm the Political
digpute. P ter or to discuss the ho‘M
But the Pudukkéttai ryots cannot sue th | The parties jeved WA
Madura ryots for an easement affecting : I doubt betake thagl § zfmtqm m \
British channel, could they ? in British terri ' & :

G, 8. F. action arises in British ‘

Honourable Member— Y

T think if the decision is to be re-opened at all, the solution e,
Under Secretary, to, fix a morai, would be the b’e::w p:o“ln?%:ln m&?
something is definitely settled as to the user of the water. we shall haj‘
quarrels. i R fa ve

I have mnot seen these two tanks, but I know the °
perfectly flat and a network of small rain-fed tanks,
another by shallow ill-defined channels in which there js
hours after rain, and when the tank above is surplusing,
The proposal that the dispute might be settle
T, to T, is, I am certain, quite impracticable.
Possibly, a masonry regulator might answer, but
that a few cuts with a mamonty are enough to breach the
and this would be constantly taking place on one side or the v :
2. The Board has given two widely different translations of clause 3 of the
Panchayat award of 1846 ; and it is not at all elear what is the me: th:fsﬂ?mm;
under which the Bivaganga ryots have the right to take water to the Araman a“y“d
fields through a sluice in the northern bund of Karungalur tank. It would not }
safe to decide the water dispute on this award without seeing the original, or getting
the translation verified ; and the effect of clauses 6 and 7 would then have mm&& .

¥

considered. ; ST o g ‘ » .
3. But it has been decided that the channel T. to T. is within Mot '1;_
district, and not within Pudukkéttai, and, in my opinion, Gove tmsttll::s l::taut{:

power to decide further who has the right to the water. The questi i3
legally decided by the civil courts. In answer to the Political Agﬁ‘?ﬁ;ﬁ'ﬂgﬂi@
“ The boundary line was laid down by wa«wm s s
there any ground to question the cnmctnmofmg ecisio) It%zﬁml::yt’h:m
or channel, marked T, T, Ty T, in the sketch, is within the limits of the Madura
¥ district, and within the jurisdiction of the Madura Civil Courts, =~
h It is not the province of Government to adjudicate on rival claims to ﬁ“ :
tsko st aifndiiation

water of the chanvel, and it must decline to under.

As a Native state is coneerned in the dupnmm, R Shald ol e
before it issues. ‘ RIS my‘hdﬂwmw ﬂﬁl i

ﬁ M W[mmnwmm] ‘
o A S R e
To Political Department wo.

Put up the papers in Political of a few weeks ago in which this question
arbitration in disputes about boundaries, ete., was dealt with. R
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