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.S'pare copres

rdian of the minor proprietor, Kesanakurru estate,

Considering that the gua or 1 e nay
: ion of ne one-fifth of the ecost of all works required i1 counee-
ic Wgﬁ;t:hee ?1;:{2 &)ngaglndgsouth banks of the Polavaram island, Gédévan Genml

.téli:l;s;;ln or of paying three-fourths of the cost of all wotks reqw;, m counection
 with the south bank alone. i sl | :
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Reap—again the following paper : —

G.0., No. 899 I., dated 18th November 1898 '

—

- Read—also the following paper : —

From W. C. DEMORG 0
ML Engi(:lééf,ﬁol;si];,ri}f::tp.Ff., Exeeu‘tivc Engineer in charge, I Circle,
1890, Ny 810 Eine gation, duted Camp Vizianagram, 12th February
With reference to G.0. N
{0.; No, 89¢
%r:lmizzeto g)gflvfzrd copy of lett’er, 1(\)' 0.8:-?2031-
easg r, avart Uentral division, who

(’)f ‘;],a;fd‘ 18th November 1898, have the
3 [‘t’-)r‘uary 1899, from the Executive

was deputed to inspect and report on the

2. This report clearly shows that the estate is

dition of the south emhank principally interested in the con-

ment, il ,
» While the north embankment benefits it only in a

3. The proprietrix the
refore has re g & :
n:?ﬁrﬂd?;ﬂ:e upkeep of the north embunkrﬁi(:f?b%)itggouids = Obflec“"g s qonn.ubute
owards the upkeep of th ) n the other hand a contribution of

=i i ¢ south e . : r ;
reasonable considering the estate interests inlf«];)‘avlzal((lment is far below what is fuir and

4. 1f therefore the nehie) X
of the north emba Proprietrix objects to contribute one. ; ds
same time her cor:lti%?:gc’,;lﬁszlﬁeti’f;n might be favnur;bnl; ﬁcfcfz:sit((l‘r: :lds t%?‘: sz i}tlg
enhanced, and : rds the upkeep of t lered. B

e it M 2 e el
-quarter share

5. The tracing refe :
. 8 rred to in the report is enclosed for reference and return

—

ExcLosvre
From A. C. LANGSTON i .
rhapri o N Esq:, Executive Engineer, Gédavar ivisi
gineer, I Circle, dated 9¢h 1, TRk sotetl Division, ko the Bapter

§ bruary 1 :
With veference to G.0., N ry 1899, No. 3603,
No. 1912 G.D. s NO. 899 T, of 18¢h
of 13th December 1898 ang to ChiefN ﬁ;g:};::’slf:g& oomﬁnunipated with youlxl'
» emo., No. 1/3 G D. of 6t

January 1899, communicat i
s - 1cated with your No. 52 G.J). of 13th January 1899, I have the h
, 1 have the honour

2. I inspected a portion of the low lands of the

the 1st instant and arran i
] ged a m, i
N. Bapirazu, the representatives of eti':ll?eg e afternoon with Kambhampati Subbayya an

i s roprietri
D. Venkata Reddi, tanadar of Kesanakumrl), ‘fal:eanx, Who duly presented their vakalatnama.

3. Nothing new was elicited fro Iso present,
i . from them ; they co
o of ot b sy e il o B vy o tho ot
i oir estato ; but ¢ at what is known as
:)l::tkglllzn:sgaﬁ gl?t alffe%t bar'd partvof their estate. 1 h?a‘;'ihatever happened to the north em-
at ould bear a portion of the charge of Y acknowledged that it was reasonable
e e gt b T 78° of the upkeep of the south bank and their

4. It was then pointed out to them that ;
; : m that if the north :
?&:]‘]esgt:hf:::t f:go]qs 'czamages, 80, in like manner, the m&“"@kv:as of little use in protecting
oou]d{; S t:h 'ms)l; 8, was not of muoch use in pl'otﬁectiugfGc.:;n ankment', o VR M
pect their share of the upkeep of this bauk to remain ateg?zg‘g}:.h“”’ h » thhd tm;' t:‘lmi

-fifth. ey then pleade

Kesanakurry in the village of Tillakuppa ‘)}

>
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inability of the estate to meet a higher charge than one-fifth that the peishcush was a fixed sum
standing at two-thirds of the estimated profit and was not liable to any reduction, thatin the case
of Government villages remission was granted in cases of loss of crops which they did not have
the advantage of, and other matters which are not connected immediately with the object of this
enquiry.
' 5. In paragraph 4 of the petition, dated 14th October 1898, it is stated that the estate lands
aro high and that the Government lands are low. This is not altogether a fact. There is a very
good survey of the island with levels taken right across it, and these show that there is as much
Government high land as that owned by the estate, and that the estate owns lands which are on

quite as low a level as the Government low lands and that the proportion in each case may be

very wearly 5 to 1 as originally taken.
6. Enquiries wers made as to the nu
was constructed about twenty years ago.
r&nd one in south embankment—as follows :—
Komaragiri, about 1886
***{ Patha Injeram, about 1888
.. Kesanakurru, about 1891

of Government villages were asked whether the two

former breaches caused any appreciable damage to Kesanakurru lands and all who eould he
expected to remember it said that no damage of any consequence was done to the estate, and,
gimilarly that the breach which ocourred at Kesanakurru whilst doing slight damage to lands in
Polavaram and Kottapalli, did not affect Government villages.

7. T can readily understand that this is exactly what wguld happen though I cannot confirm
it from any records. At whatever point a breach oecurred it would flcod the high lands in the
immediate vicinity and flow towards the low lands which are all to the east, and out into the
river again throngh the gap between the ends of the bunds left on purpose. No doubt, lowlands

i lve much loss as it was intended that these low lands

1d be affected, but it would not invo
:1110;:1111 be submer:ged during flood time. So whether they are submerged by water from a breach
or whether from water backing up, it is only what must be expected. Therefore, clearly, if a

in Kesanakurru limits, it will be chiefly the high lands of the estate which will

each occurs 1 i . .
E‘:ﬁe(;, and they are far more interested in the maintenance of the south embankment than the

Government villages.

& The conclusions to be drawn, therefore, are that, as a matber of fact, the estate does not
derive much benefit from the northern embankment, but that they are much more interested in
the south embankment, and if their liability to contribute one-fifth share of the cost of all repairs

tived, they should contribute a much larger proportionate

hole embankment is nega .
zﬁ;};et:wa;)rt(;s ?:ho repairs of the south embankment, not less, I think, than three-fourths.
9. A copy of the tracing of the island showing the estate boundaries and the levels taken

s enclosed for reference.

mber of breaches which have oceurred since the bank
All admit of 3 breaches only-two in north embankment

North embankment

South 5
A number of village officers and ryots

across ib 1

Ogrper—No. 277 L, dated 18th March 1899.

Government considers that the guardian of the minor proprietor, Kesana-
3y i the option of paying one-fifth of the cost of all works

ate. be given
Fovdt ovnto; o) ° ith the whole north and south banks, or of paying three-

‘red in connection Wil ' : _ ] i
;gglrlt]lrl‘: ofmthe cost of all works required in connection with the south bank alene, that
is, the bank within the estate limits. _

(True Extract.)
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k1 Under Secretary to Government,
Irrigation Branch.
To the Chief Engineer for Irrigation. N g |
’ Superintending Engineer, 1 Circle. =~ s
" Jaxamioer, Public WorksAccounts. :

Revenue Department. 7
Guardian of the Minor

Exd, T. K. Narayana Aiyangar.

Proprictor, Kesanakurra estate.
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