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To,
Tur PRINCIPAL COLLECTOR 1N ftmE
Norraery DivisioN oF

Arcot.
Siz,

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit for your information and guid-
ance the accompanying Extract from the Proceedings of the
From the Secy. to Govt., 4th Board of Revenue under date the 3rd May 1827, and copy
Sep., 1827. of an Extract from the Minutes of Jouncil dated 4th Septem-
ber 1827, relative to the Chittoor Pollams, and to coavey to

you the following instructions in pursuance of the resolutions of Government.

2. You will observe that the Rajbundoo and Chillera Enams included in the re-

stored Pollams are to be left as at present available to the Poligars, the assessment

. thereon being limited, however, in the case of the Rajbundoo

Para 3. to %, and in the case of the Chillera Enams to 4 of the survey

valuation of fusly 1215. You will report how this arrangement

is carried into effect. The Board will prepare a form of Cowle to be issued to the Po-
ligars according to the directions of Government.

\) 2\‘ bg (‘)( 52 7 ‘ | M 1 7 ' Paras 4 and 5.» 3. You will deliver over the Pollams of Tomba and Bun-
, - -

garee to the Guardians of the Minors who are recognized by

Government as the successors to them respectively, taking care that they are duly qualified to

Manage them, and that they are in all respects fit and proper persons to have the ma-

? 7 nagement. In the case of Bungaree particularly; the Board desire that you will report fully

N concerning the individual to whom you may deliver the Pollam on behalf of the Minor,
and the manner in which it is intended to manage it.

Paras 6 and 7. N 4. In order to the adjustment of the accounts of the

¢ restored Poligars in the manner directed by Government, you
will be pleased to prepare and submit a statement shewing the amount payable to each
of them annually according to the Proclamation of 1804, at 18 per cent. of the actual revenue
of their Pollams, until fusly 1230 ; the amount actually paid to each of them in every
year until fusly 1230 ; and the difference to be repaid by instulments. If restoration of the
Pollams was promised any year previous to fusly 1230, the statement should be made up in
the same manner to that year. Kxtra payments made to any of the restored Poligars for the
expenses of marriage, &c., should be shewn in a separate column distinctly from the
stated allowances paid to them annually. You will report at the same time whether any
arrears have been kept in deposit for special reasons, on account of particular individuals
of fanilies to enable them to meet the expenses of marriages, &c.

Para 10. 5. You will observe that the Honorable the Governor

in Couucil has been pleased to authorize you to make over
to the families of Pakal and Poloor the Shotriums intended for them, as specified in the state-
ment A which accompanied your Predecessor’s letter of the 6th April 1826, provided the va-
lue of each allotment does not exceed the allowance properly payable to each of the
{)arties on the principles now laid down. In the case of the Pakal family, the aggregate va-
) ue of the Shotriums to be granted to the several individuals according to those principles should
T not exceed # of the original allowance of 18 per cent. calculated according to the terms of the
proclamation.  In the case of the Poloor family, the aggregate value of the Shotriums to be
granted to Veera Ragonath Naid and Comara Ragonath Naid should be just equivalent to 18
per ceut. of the estimated revenue of the Pollam,

6. You will explain to the parties concerned that it is left to their option either to enter
on the Shotriums allotted to them, on the conditions prescribed by the Government in respect
to the limitation of the succession, and the imposition of a jody to increase gradually as
the successivn descends, or to continue in the receipt of a pecuniary allowance subject to
similar conditidns, and will report their choice.

7. You will explain to Comara Ragonath Naid and Veera Ragonath Naid of Poloor the
determination of Government upon their case. It is highly necessary that Comara Ragonath
Nauid in particular should be wade to understand that neither the Shotrium now offered
to him, nor the pecuniary allowance which he has hitherto enjoyed will be continued to his son
if he has any, but will devolve on his death to Veera Ragonath Naid as the acknowledged,
heir of the late Poligar and the recognized Head of the family.

8. You will make the payments to the Pukal and Mograul families authorized in para 16
of the Minutes of Council, after providing for the discharge of the debts of the Pakal [amil
alluded to in para 18, ' 4
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9. The payment of the debts of the Poligars who incurred forfeiture, auth
18, should be carried into effect as soon as possible, but with due caution ,
1t is presumed that the individual creditors are well known,
You will report when the payment has been completed.

orized in para
and circumspection.
and can be readily identified.

10. You will make a special report upon the claims of the creditors of the Yadroo-
condah Poligar, and the terms upon which they are willing to compromise them. You will dis
-titctly apprize the parties concerned that the Government is not in any way pledged to

afind them relief, and that unless their terms are moderate, they will not be complied
with. -

11.  You will observe the resolution of Government in regard to the Poligar of Goodepauty
and will submit the necessary report and statements, in order to the settlement of his Pollam
on the same terms as the recently restored Pollams,

I have the honor to be,
. Sil’,

Your most obedient servant,

Forr BAINT GEORGE,
18th October 1827. }

(Signed) D. ELIOTT,

Secretary.
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Eztract froml the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue under date the 8rd May 1827.

Read again the following letter from the late Principal Collector of the Northern
Division of Arcot :—

Hero enter lotter dated 6th April 1826.

Restored Pollams, Para 1st. 1. In this para is reported the restoration of the Pollams

of Narguntee, Kulloor, and Poolecher!a and the payment to

the Poligars of the balance of collections from their Pollams from the close of fusly 1230, re-

maining after deducting the Peshcush fixed by Government, the sums advanced to the

. Poligars for their maintenance, charges of collection, &ec., and

Para 2. providing for the payment of their admitted Jebts, for the
discharge of which special sanction ie requested.

From the Secy.to Qovt., 11th 2. The orders of Government under date the 30th October

Nov. 1819, 1819 directed that the Pollams of Bungaree, Tumba, Nargun-

tee, Kulloor, and Poolecherla should be granted to the Poligars

According to the terms of the at a fixed Peshcush from the close of fusly 1230, but that they

Proclamation dated Nov. should be managed by the Collector until their debts were

1804. discharged, a suitable allowance being fixed for their sup-

port, and the surplus collections applied to the liquidation of

From the Collector of North their debts, which were to be enquired into and settled by

Arcot, 818t Murch 1818. the Collector. Mr. Greeme had already reported the amount of

the claims submitted to him by the creditors of the Poligars, and

the amount of the debts which he considered to be admissible. Mr. Cooke reported upon the

subject under date the 10th July 1823, and submitted a statement shewing the result of his

further investigation of the claims against the Poligars.  This

T'o the Sub-Collector of North rteport not being entirely satisfactory, further information was

Arcot, 10th Jan. 1825. called for which was furnished by Mr., Nisbet in a letter dated

3rd May 1825, by which it appeared that the total amount of

the claims of creditors of the restored Poligars admitted, after

Col. 11 Statement No. 1 to investigation, by Mr. Greeme and Mr. Cooke, and acknowledged

the Principal Collector’s by the Poligars, was Ks. 27,600-14-0, to meet which there was a

letter, 30th May 1825. fund in deposit from the surplus collections from the Pol-

3 lams amounting to Rs. 50,101-0- 8, leaving a net balance of

Ras. 22,500-2-8 due to the Poligars.  The Board approved of the mode in which the account

of the admissible claims had been made up, and of the proposal of the Principal Coliestor to

leave the doubtful claims to the determination of a Court of Law, and as thero appeared

then to be no obstacle to the immediate restoration of the Pollams of Narguntee, Kulloor, and

Poolecherla to the respective Poligars, who were understood to be legally competent to

manage them, they authorized the Principal Collector to put the Poligars in possession

accordingly and to pay them the balances severally due to them which, it appears, has been done.

1t was also the intention of the Board that the Principal Collector should immediately pay to

the creditors of all the restored Poligars, whose claims were

Col. 11. pllowed, the amount due to them respectively according to the

Statement No. 1 enclosed iu his'letter of the 30th May 1825.

This, however, was not distinctly stated and the Principal Col-

To the Principal Collector, lector did not consider himself a\}thorized to make the pay-

8rd May 1827, ment without special sanction, which the Board now gdirect to
be conveyed to him.

3. The Board have next to consider the draft of a Cowle proposed by Mr. Nisbet

to be delivered to the restored Poligars. It is observed by

Para 3. Mr. Nisbet that he has purposely omitted to mention in the
4. Cowle the Rajbundoo and Chillera Enams,

4. Mr. Greme; in his report dated the 31st March 1818, recommended that these
Enams should be resumed and assessed, the former at § of the survey rent of fusly 1215, the
latter at 3. The Board supported this recommendation in their Proceedings under date
the 29th April 1819, and included the proposed assessment on the Enams in their

. statement of the resources which would be available to the

Prom Govt., 30th Oct. 1819, Poligars in the event of the Pollams being restored to them.
para 1, But the Government disapproved of the measure, observing
that, if the resumption was allowed, it would be to little pur-

pose, since the Poligars would need to pension their relations and dependents who then
enjoyed the Enams. ~ At the same time they expressed their approbation of the manner in
which the Board had estimated the produce of the Pollams, inclading the proposed assessment
on the Epams, and fixed the Péshcush payable to Government with reference thereto. It ap-
pears, however, that Mr. Cooke misapprehended the intention of Government, and, proceeding
on his predecessor’s repors and the Board’s recommendation thereon, actually resumed both
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the Rajbundoo and Chillara Enams in fusly 1232 and i -
rated them with the Circar lands of the ly;ollams. Mr.nggsfo
lg;r(z;sel}ft y:porp?d lthlis circl:]umstance and Mr. Nisbet again
‘ v brought 1t particularly to the notice of the Board, in his letters
(t)lt)etr!;e 03(?:}1(13,111)(; 31]151‘: cllﬂ'a{) 1825, to which the Board replied that, such having l,wen the case,
o ol e Do oubt that the Poligars must have provided for the maintenance
Shen ot of thelr e fa ions a‘:il'%ﬁ dependents as remained alive er in their service ; that it would
octions ook 0 tmolxl'e ifficulty thfm _a@vantage for the Collector to restore the several
portions of i m to the Enamdars individually, and that it should therefore be left to
appcas xgost a,?i qssi)gin fo&-‘ their future maintenance either land or pay as to them might
appear most & visa eii thoa;d on this occasion observed that the Enams in question
e rer x:;ewe as alienations of the revenue of the estate, but as allowances out
o b rents and }Foﬁts of the Poligars themselves, made according to the cuStom of
suek Ig] sons ges (11n leu of money stipends. On further consideration and referring ‘to the
modern th§ and the persinal nature of the grants by which they were held, the Board
ndhere gn 13 opioion; they think therefore that the Peshcush of the Poligars was rightly
fixe forpt,h' an estimate of the produce of their Pollams including the Enams in question,
and for _1; reason they conceive that the Poligars ought not to be bound to continue
the < afcacl rgx}tlcul Enams to the same mdlv.ndna s, but generally to provide for their re-
e (;. 1ng to Hindu law or usage. It is resolved, however, to solicit a communication
. .'e sentiments of Government on a -re-cousideration of this point, before proceeding to
vevise the draft of Cowle submitted by Mr. Nisbet. )

. 9. In the event of resumption of these Enams being approved, it appears by Mr. Nis-
hei’s letter of the 31st May 1825 that it will be necessar;g topge-asse,ss th:l?l accorging to the
original proposition of Mr. Greeme, the Rajbundoo at § and the Chillera Enams at 3 of the
survey valuation of fusly 1215, at which rates of assessment they were included in the valu-
ation of the Pollams upon which the Peshcush was fixed, Mr: Cooke having assessed them on
much mere favorable terms from a mistake as to the sarvey valuation, which he assumed to
be the amount shewn in the statement contained in para 16 of the Board’s Proceedings under
date 29th April 1819.

6. Observing that the Poligars of Bungaree and Tumba were minors, the Board di-
rectel the Principal Collector to report their ages respectively, and to state whether he
considered it desirable, and whether it was also the wish of their families that the
should be taken under the Court of Wards. It here appears that the Poligar of Bungsre wa‘:
eight years old and the Poligar of Tomba three years old in 1826 and the opinion of
the Principal Collector is stated that they should both be taken under the Court o}f) Wards
No particular reasen is giv;m ;or t,hiil1 opinion in respect to the latter, and adverting,;

o the small value of the Pollam, it appears to
Annual Peshcush Rs. 1,867, j1_nor§al expedient that it should be left Eg) the mar::.l;egzzx;dotfotﬁz
amily.

From Mr. Cooke, 10th July
1823, Para 33.

7. Bpecial reasons are stated by the Principal Collector for takin i
| the Pol n-
garze under the charge of the ?}?urg of YVards. These reasons have refe: gnceeto t(ixlaggil;;:t?su?n
) o family regarding the successi hicl -
From Govt., 10th March 1826 quently brought under the notice ofltol:; GZVLZAI;‘::: alx)xlderc:f?i?e
and 10th April 1827, Board by petitions from one of the claimants, Venkatappa Nai-
doo. The claimants are this person, who is the 1st-born son

of the late Poligar, another son R Naid, i i
O on ot onigar, st angapa Naidoo, ‘and the Minor Ramadassapa Naidoo, a

8. The grounds on which the sevoral parties claim are very clearly sta i
.3 Y f| M s . t > -
cipal Collector.  The Board concar with bim in thinking that tl{e Mino{- has ;gi}r)r{atj}':zeciz rtll[:e
» besthtlt;le, his father having been declared by the Poligar to be his heir in virtue of his
},}110t elx; 8 nia.rrmge contract, and his right having been recogunized by the Collector on
% :hac’ ugw odgment of it by the elder brother, Vencatappa, both on the occasion of their
father’s eath, and on a previous occasion when they joint y sued him in the Zillah Court for
a maintenance; they recommend therefore that Ramadassapa Naidoo may now be formally re-
cqtglxlmvﬁd by the Government as the rightful successor to the Pollam ; and further, concurring
(viv'n ; r. N;ixbeb that the best means for the preservation of the property, {)endiug the
: 1s€)1{( es 1n the family which will probably come under litigation in the Courts of Adawlut, is
o take it under their own control as Court of Wards, they request the authority of Govern-
mfmt to procexd accordingly under Regulation V of 1804. y
Para 9. the i? Mr% gisbsti in his ;'e]};ort of the 30th May 1825, noticed
claims of the Poligars of Bungaree, K . icherl:
to large sums on account of arrears of the allowa,ncg granted fgr their ::ll;);gt::i l:‘:ml«li( hwe:‘t]ld:
» his present report, he has submitted detailed accounts thereof
3 . according to instructions from the Board, shewing the amount
» 3. claimed by the Poligar of Bungaree to be Rupees 39,953 :
R A by the Poligar of Kulloor to be Rupees 1,774; and b_)j tLo
Poligar of Pulicherla Rupees 2,722, e

5 -

10. By the proclamation of 24th November 1804, the Poligars, who accepted the terms

of Cowle thereby offered, were promised an allowance for their subsistenco of 18 per cent. of
the actual annual revonuse of their Pollams, but the Government

From the Secy. to Gout., 15th - afterwards on a representation from the Collector and the Board.
Feb. 1806. authorized their allowance to be calcalated, in.the same manner

+ Do. 2nd April 1807. as that of the Poligars who had continued in rebellion, upen
the estimated revenue of their Pollams as shewn in a Statement

- From Mr. Graeme, 22nd June furnished by the Poligars themselves to Mr. Stratton.  On the

1812. 92nd June 1812 Mr. Graeme, in reporting the deaths of the Po-
C ligars of Bungaree and Pulicherla, recommended that the allow-

ances whighhad hitherto been paid to them, and also to the Poligar of Kulloor, at the above
rate, shdwld be reduced. The Board in reply on the 29th June 1812, while they authorized
the reduced allowances proposed by Mr. Greme, desired him to

To Mr. Greme, 29th June consider whether it would not be advisable again to raise
1812, them, expressed a doubt whether the faith of Government was
not pledged to continue the full allowance of 18 per cent.

to the descendants of the Poligars who had surrendered under the proclamation of 1804, Mr.
' Groeme further explained his sentiments on the sabject ina

From Mr. Grame, 13th July letter dated 9th July 1812, which not having been veplied to,
1812. the allowances were continued on the reduced scale proposed
by him (extra sums being paid occasionally for marriage ex-

From Mr. Nisbet, 30th May penses, &c.) and no alteration took place until 1820 when Mr.
1825, parall. Hutt, then Acting Collector, raised the allowance of the Poligar
of Kulloor to its original amount. The allowance of the Po-

ligar of Poolicherla was also raised in a similar manner ia 1821 by Mr. Cooke, but that of
the Poligar of Bungaree has always remained on the reduced scale. The difference between
the reduced scale of allowance fixed by Mr. Greome and that originally fixed, constitutes the
arwoar entered in the accounts alluded to above.  Mr. Nisbet has stated his opinion that the
allowance should have been continued to the descendants of the

Para 14, letter dated 20th late Poligars at the full rate from the first. Mr. Cooke appears
July 1823. to have held the same opinion. And Mr. Grame also observed,
in his letter dated 9th July 1812, that the proportion of the re-

venues guaranteed to the Poligars, who returned to their allegiance under the proclamation of
Government, must certainly by a liberal interpretation be considered to be pledged also to
their descendants, but, he considered, tho proportion of 18 per cent. was to be calculated ac-
cording to the proclamation upon the actual revenues of their Pollaws, whereas, by the Go-
vernment allowing it to be calculated upon estimation, they had obtained more than by tha
roclamation they were entitled to receive; there was jlwefore “Hethought, no hardship or
violation of faith in reducing the dllowances to maked b o stfvpludqverdrawn, particu-
larly as it had been notified to the Poligars that the ﬁ.‘ foninl allowance Was to be consider~
ed in the light of an advance repayable at a futuyll t R

11. Mr. Greeme in recommending a redu, ‘
Bungaree, Poolichdklad®4nd Kulloor referred t# e case of the
From Goot., 22nd Aug. sons of the Poligariof Pakal, whose allowance #d been reduced
1807. by order of Governinght, on the death of ti®irfather, but, aa
the Board observed *in¥their reply, the PeMgar of Pakal was
one of those who had forfeited his Pollam by continuig¥in rebellion, wig®# the others it was
always intended to restore their Pollams, from whic £y wgld mififiately derive a muck
larger revenue than the allowance granted to them for s - pe"in the mean time. Con-
sidering this wide distinction between the cases of the Poligars who surrendered under the
proclamation of Government, and of those who incarred forfeiture by persisting in rebellion,
the Board do not suppose that it was ever the intention of Government to apply the same
rule to both, and they cannot but think that, under the proclamation, the Poligars and their
heirs wore entitled to receive at least tho fall allowance thercin guaranteed to them, that is
18 per cent. of the actual revenue of their Pollams, until such time as those Pollams shonld
be restored to them. . Then comes the question whether the addition made to that allowance
by its being calculated upon the estimated and not the actual revenue of the Pollam was not
to be considered as an advance rcpayable at the pleasure of Government. The Collector
geems to have explained to the Poligars that this was the intention of Government and there-
fore, perhaps, there would be no breach of faith in deciding accordingly. But it does not ap-
ear to tho Board from a review of the correspondence that the intention of Government waas
really what the Collector conceived it to be. On the contrary they think it clear that the
purpose was to grant a boon to theso Poligars witlythe view of improving their situation, pend-
ing the temporary sequestration of their Pollams, or more correctly, to prevent them from
being in & worse situation than the Poligars who, from their continued rebellion, did not de-
gerve 50 well of the Government ; but it is obvious that this purpose weould not be fulfilled if
the Poligars were to be called upen to refund the additional allowance, or if the stoppage
made from their pensious, after a certain peried, in order to recover the amount previously
paid to them over and above what was due to them under the proclamation, were now to be
confirmed and carried to the credit of Government, In considering this question it is to be

= e
fof the allowances oi& Poligars of
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remembered also that the full allowance was very considerably less than what the Poligars
would have enjoyed if they had been in pessession of their Pollams, which it was originaily
intended to restore at a much earlier period thau they were actually restored, and that, in the
mean time, the difference after deducting charges was added to the revenue of Government.

12.  With these observations the Board submit for the determination of Government the
questions whether the difference between the full allowance of 18 per cent. upon the esti-
mated revenue of the Pollams of Bungaree, Kulloor, and Poolicherla, and the allowance actu-
ally paid to the Poligars shall now be carried to their account, or credited to Government,
and whether, in the latter case, any adjustment is to be made of the accounts of the restored
Poligars generally, for the purpose of balancing their actual receipts until the end of fus-
ly 1230, when their Pollams were restored, with the allowance guaranteed to theim by the
proclamation. Without some such arrangement in this case, it is proper to observe that
the Poligars of Narguntee and Tomba, who, it would appear, have all along recoived the
full allowance, will have benefited more than the Poligars of Bungaree, Kullaor, and Pooli-
cherla and of the latter the Poligars of Kulloor and Poolicherla more than the Poligar of
Bungari.
Forfeited Pollames. 13. Under date the 80th October 1819 the Government
' were pleased to order that the pecuniary subsistence which

Para 13. had been previously allowed to the ejected Poligars of Mogral,

Pakal, acd Polpor should be commuted for a Shotrium of

equal value. Accounts are now submitted of the Villages proposed to ‘be assigned in lien of

the money payments to the families of these Poligars. The accounts are prepared so as to

allow osa separate assignment to each member of the respective families, who has hitherto

received a separate allowance, an arrangement which is strongly recommended by Mr. Nis-
bet and which the Board consider advisable.

14. The Chillera Enams are included in these assignments, and they have also been
resumed in the remaining parts of the Pollams which have been incorporated with the Circar
lands which the Board entirely approve of, as there can be no doubt, from the dependency of
the Enamdars, that they must have adhered to the Poligars in their rebellion, and since the
Enams were in fact in lieu of money payments for personal services no longer required.

15. Mr. Nisbet has proposed in favor of the Rajbundoo Knamdars that they shall be
continued in the possession of their Enams on the casy terms allowed by Mr. Cooke, that
is, on payment of a quit rent of 40 per cent. on the reduced valuation shewn in the statement
contained in the 16th para of the Board’s Proceedings of the 29th April 1819, The Board
see no reason for this great distinction, as it must be supposed that the Rajbundoo Enamdars,
from their gose connection with the Poligars, were to the full as deeply implicated in their
rebellion, as the others : considering, however, the rank of these Enamd);rs and the relation-
ship of most of them to the Poligars; that they have hitherto derived their subsistence
from the Enams; and that the Poligars themselves have not the means of providing for
them, as the restored Poligars may be expected and required to provide for their relations,
it may be thought advisable to continue thgm in possession at a light assessment, those
at least whose relationship to the Poligars is undoubted. With respect to the others,
who appear to have obtained their Enams from personal favor, the case is different, and it

seems hardly necessary to provide for them. It appears that

Para 8 Report dateg 3lst Mr. Greeme considered § of the survey assessment of fusly 1215

March 1818. ' “as much as, were the lands resumed, they would actualiy pro-

' duce.” Taking this therefore as their actual value, the Board

would propose that instead of 60 per cent. as settled by Mr. Cooke a remission of 40 per cent.

‘be allowed to the Enamdars who are related to the Poligars, G0 per cent. being reserved to Go
rverument,

Para 19, 16.  The question regarding the adoption of Appasawmy
Naidoo, 2nd son of the late Poligar of Pakal, into the family of

Mogral, not having been decided, the Principal Collector has “marked out the Shotriums’ ac-
cording to existing circumstances, that is, one to the widow of

Fized at 3rds of her late  the late Poligar equivalent to her present allowarcs and one to
husband’s allowance or  Appaswamy as still belonging to Pakal’” “The question here
Rs. 8,229-5-0 by order of alluded to was referred to Government under date 9th March
Govt., dated 7th Feby. 1820. The Board resolve to solicit the orders of Government
upon this reference. The main point in it is whether, consider

ing it to have been the intention of Government in their orders of the 30th October 1819
to grant hereditary Shotriums to the ejeoted Poligars in lieu of their pecuniary stipends,
the reduction of the allowance of the widow of the Poligar of Mogral was not at vari-
ance with the spirit of those orders, and whether, in that view of the case, she is not en
-titled to receive an hoeredita.ry Shotrinm equivalent to the full allowance of the late Po-
.ligar. It is proper to observe that, althongh the Board have always agsumed it to have
been the intention of Government to make the Shotriums of the ejected Poligars heredi-
tary, it does not appear that the Government have ever expressly pledged themselves to
that coudition; and it sgems to be open to them to limit the succossion in any mode that

7

may be deemed advisable. The present case suggests a question, whether it would not
be expedient to limit the succession to lineal descendants only,
From Mr. Ross, 2nd Oct. as proposed by Mr. Ross, with respect to the Poligars, &c.
1813, para 5. in the Cuddapah District whose lands, offices and privileges
it was thought fit to resume. The Board think it may be
inferred that it was the purpose of Government, in ordering the pecuniary allowances
of these ejected Poligars to be commuted for Shotriums, to continne them at least to
their issue, otherwise the commutation would be in vain; but they see no reason to sup-
pose that it was their intention to extend the succession further than to the natural beirs.
Should the Government resolve to limit the succession to Shotriums to lineal descendants only,
the pretensions of Appasawmy in respect to Mogral will of course be rejected, and he will
be left te his inheritance as a son of the Poligar of Pakal. It will then only remain for the
Government to decide, whether the pension of the widow of the Mogral Poligar shall be con-
tinued to her, or shall be commuted for a Shotiium, and, whether the pension or the Shotri-
um, as the case may be determined, shall be made equivalent to the full allowance of the Po-
ligar, or be fixed at the present rate.

17. Another question not discussed by the Principal Collector, but brought before the
Board by petition, must be decided before sanction can be given to the Shotriums proposed
to be granted to the individual members of the families of the ejected Poligars who have hi-
therto received separate pensions. The question relates to the Poloor family. The Petitioner

is Veera Ragoonath Naidoo who at present receives a separate
Petition No. I35 of 1826. %ension of 840 Rupees per annum on account of Poloor, whils
omara Ragoonath Naidoo as the representative of the family
receives a pension of Rupees 2,554-3 per annum. A separate Shotrium is proposed to be
granted to each of them equivalent to their respective pensiona.
From Mr. Greeme, 14th Oct. The correspondence which has passed relative to the claims of
1805, Para 52 and Seq. these persons is noted in the margin. Veera Ragoonath Nai-
To Qovt., 23rd Dec. 1805, doo is the legitimate son of the last Poligar of Poloor born
Paras 33 and 34. after his death. Komara Ragoonath Naidoo is his son by adoption.
From do. 15th Feb. 1806. It appears that the last Poligar adopted him on his death-bed
From Mr. Cooke, 10th July under a provision “that if a son should be born of his wife,
1823, Para 22. who was then pregnant, that son should succeed him in the Pol-
o lam.” Notwithstanding, however, that a son was born, Koma-
ra Ragoonath Naidoo assumed and kept possession of the Poliam on his own account, and,
having joined in the rebellion of 1804, incurred forfeiture. Still, as the person who was
found in possession, he was treated with asthe head of the family and was pensioned ac- °
cordingly; while to the legitimate heir, Veera Ragoonath Naidoo, who, being a boy at the )
time, was not implicatod in the rebellion, there was subsequently assigned an allowance
of oaly 20 Pagodas a month. In granting this allowance the Government observed that
the dispute regarding the succession should be left to the determination of the Courts.
It was not, however, brought to issue in that manner, but Veera Ragoonath Naidoo has
lately urged his pretensions anew, claiming either the full allowance of 18 per cent. on
the estimated revenue of the Pollam with arrears, or the restoration of the Pollam itself.
The Board conceive that the dispute as to the rights of the two parties in this case is
not of a nature proper to be tried in the Courts, with reference to the political circum-
stances counected with it, which appear to take it out of legal jurisdiction, and render it &
subject for the cognizance of the ruling anthority alone. It may not be @eemed expedient at
resent to alter the respective allowances of Komara Ragoonath Naidoo and Veera Kagoonath
g]aidoo, which were fixed so long ago, but, as there seems to be no doubt of the legitimacy of
the latter, it may be thought proper to promise to him and his heirs, (lineal or general, as may
be determined) the reversion of the full pension on the death ot his brother by adoption. Ja
the mean tiwe, it appears advisable to suspend the proposed commnutation of the present allow-
ances of the parties for Shatriums. Tt is necessary that the Principal Collector should explain,
whether the nggregate of the allowances of these parties is equivalent to 18 per cent. of the
estimated revenue of the Pollam, or, whether the allowance of Vecra Ragoonath Naidoo is an
addition to that proportion. It was tho intention of Govern-
From Govt., 15th Feb. 1806. ment that the total amount of the allowances granted to indivi-
duals of the families of the ejected Poligars should not exceed
the proportion of 18 per cent. This intention was expressed specially with reference to the
Poloor case.

18. Should tke Government think it proper, under the circumstances stated, to conti-
nue money pensions instead of Shotrinms to Komara Ragoonath Naidoo and Veera Ragoonath
Naidoo of Poloor, and to the widow of the Mogral Poligar, there will only remain three Sho-
trinms to be sanctioned, according to the Statement A enclosed in the Principal Collector’s
Jetter, viz. to Moodoo Ramapah Nuidoo and Appaswami Naidoo, sons of the Poligar of Pakal, .
and to Moodoo Ramapah Naidoo, son of Poalapah Naidoo of the same family. ‘

19. The Principal Collector has submitted accounts shew
-ing balances to be due to the families of Pakal and Mogral on

Paras 22 and 28,
account of the pensions allowed to them, . A balance of
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Rs. 485-14-9 appears to have been due to the late Poligar of Pakal at the time of his death,
and a balance of Rs. 83-1-0, to the late Poolapah Naidoo. The remainder amounting to the
large sum of Rs. 20,948-11-2 has accrued from stoppages from the reduced allowances of the
sons of the Poligar of Pakal, intended to be paid to them in arrears on their coming of age.
This event, according to Mr. Nisbet’s report, has in both instances occurred, but by some
oversight Appasawmy 1s still receiving the diminished share, and his brother is yet a creditor
for a part. The total amount due to tho Pakal family is Rs. 21,517-0-0, and the Board recom-
mend that sanction may be given for passing this sum to the
No. 4. credit of the family according to the Account Current submit-
ted by the Principal Coullector.

20. The Board likewise recommend that sanction may be given for passing the sum of

Rupees 190-0-6 to the credit of the widow of the late Poligar of

No. 5. Mogral, being the- balance due to him at the time of his death
: for a broken period, as per Account Current.

21. The Board, having lately received urgent application
From Govt., 17th Nov. 1826, from creditors of the late Poligar of Mogral for the settlement
Petn. No. 890 of 1826, of the debts due to them by that personage, is resolved to take
No. 172 of 1827. this occasion to submit the gencral subject of the debts of the
ejected Poligars for the consideration of Government.  Mr.
Grazme reported upon these debts, together with the dcbts of the restored Poligars, in his
letter dated S1st March 1813. The amount claimed exclusive
of interest he stated to be Star Pagodas 21,107-21-57 of which,
he recommended Star Pagodas 4,078-26-11 to be paid to the cre
Para 55. -ditors, and Star Pagodas 16,803-40-46 to be further inquired
into, and suggested that 20 per cent. should be deducted from
the allowances of the Ex-Poligars to provide a fund for the liquidation of the admitted
" claims, The Board in their Proceedings upon Mr. Greeme’s re-
Proc., 29th April 1819, Para port “proposed that the Government should take upon them-
25. selves the whole of the debts in question as specified in the
Statements forwarded by Mr. Greeme, that the amount as-
certained to be justly due should at once be paid ; and that a further special inquiry should
be instituted into the remainder, with the view of ascertaining what ought to be liquidated,
and what left to the parties to prosecuto in Court”. In consideration of this arrangement,
loor. Pak they proposed that the four forfeited Pollams be permanently in-
Mogral, 1_30 oo;b, akal and corporated with the Sirkar lands, and that out of them, a single
Yaderkondah. Village be granted in Shotrium to the ousted Poligars who are
alive, or their heirs, equivalent in value merely to the present percentage from the col-
lections paid to them as a subsistence.”  The Government a-
From Govt., 30th Oct. 1819, dopted the Board’s proposition for the grant of Shotriums to
Para 13. the ejected Poligars in lieu of their money stipends but did
not notice in their reply the scheme which had been sug-
gested for the liquidation of their debts.  Mr. Cooke reported further on the debts of
the Poligars generally under date the 10th July 1823 and stated the amount proved and
admitted by the Poligars on further enquiry, together with the amount formerly recom-
mended by Mr. Greme for payment, to be Star Pago-
das 8,166-0-53, and the amount objected to by the Poligars, but
: supported by Vouchers or evidence Star Pagedas 12,022-16-23,
total Star Pagodas 20,188-16-76. “The Creditors of the confiscated Pollams”, he observed,
“exhibited the different claims against them at no less than Pa-
Para 11. : “godas 20,188-16-76. From the present circumstances of these
“Poligars there is a very distant prospect of these being li-
“quidated from their allowances, and the forfeiture of these Pollams consequent wpon the
“‘robellion of their former possessors, cannot give these creditors any legal cIPim ug;o_n tl‘w
“Government for the discharge of the debts of the former incumbents; thus situate it m}l
“remain for the liberality of Government to decide how far they may comsider it expedi-
“‘ent to extend their bounty to these creditors, and, from the little prospect they have of
“obtaining payment from the Poligars, I have no doubt they would consent to receive a
“very small portion of the debts and to grant releases in preference to waiting longer for
“the precarious realization of their demands.” He added,
Para 12. “whether Government may consider even this bounty expedi-
‘“‘ent, or to make any advances subject to stoppages from the
“allowances of the Poligars, I have not prepared them to expect, but it may be for con-
“‘gideration that, if no settloment of these demands be now effected, the claimants, by seekin
“redress from these pensioned Poligars in the Courts, would subject them to much loss ang
“‘vexation.”

Statement No. 10,

Statement No. 7.

[

93, The sum of Star Pagodas 8,166.0-53 being the amount of debts proved and admitted
by the Poligars, and which, according to the principle upon which the Board proceeded in
the case of the restqred Poligars, it is alone necessury to consider at present, is thus distributed

9
among the several Poligars:—
Mogral. Poloor. Pakal. Yadroocondah.
Str. Pags. Str. Pags. Str. Pags. Str. Pags.
5851 2 7 381 12 52 604 21 45 1820 9 29
or Rs. 20,478 10 7 1,338 7 9 2,115 10 10 4,652 3 8

For the liquidation of the debts due by the Pakal Poligar according to this statement there is
a sufficient fund in the arrears of pension due to the two sons, from which the requisite
sum ought to be reserved by the Principal Collector for the purpose. In the case of Mogral,
it may perhaps be thought expedient by the Government to devote to the payment of the debts
of the Poligar the portion of his allowance which has been stopped since his death, and to con-
tinue the assignment until the whole of the admitted claims are liquidated, or until the
widow’s decease, if this event should occur in the mean time, which the Board conceive would
be an equitable arrangement. In the casé of Poloor, the Board conceive that it would be fair
to make a doduction of 20 per cent. from the allowance of Komara Ragoonath, if this should
be continued to him, for the discharge of the debts due by the late Poligar.

23. Respecting the Yadroocondsh Poligar’s debts, Mr. Gr@me observed that the ques-
tion was distinct from that concerning the others.  The Poli-

Pura 39. gar himself who was capitally punished, he said, has left no

family of his own. His father was the Poligar of the Bungari
Polliam, There is no per<on bolonging to the late Poligar to confirm or disprove the debt

satisfactorily. The claims rest upon assertions, It is probable that the creditors would

agree to a compromise, and agree to receive 1,000 for the amount claimed, that is, if Go-
v-rnment conceive themselves under obligation to discharge these debts”. It will be observ-
ed that, of the claims against the Poligar amounting to Star Pagodas 2,400, only Star Pago-
das 1,329 were considered admissible by Mr., Cooke on his subsequont enquiry, and these

.would probably be easily compromised if the Government should consider it desirable.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. ELIOTT,
Secretary.
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No. 681.
BExtract from the Minutes of Consultation under date the 4th Scptember 1827,

Read the following letters from the Secretary to the Board of Revenue.

(Here enter 21st June 1827.)
(Here enter 20th August 1827.)
(Here enter 9th March 1828.)

1. The Governor ir. Council proceeds to the consideration of the subject of the Chittoor
Pollams discussed in the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue of the 3rd May last.

9. The Governor in Council sanctions the payment to the Poligars of Bungaree, Tumbah,
Narguntee, Kulloor and Pulicherla of Rupees 22,500-2-3, being the surplus funds in deposit
after discharging the Peishcush, the sums advanced for the.mamt.enance of the Pol.lgars,
charges, collection, &c. and providing for the payment of their admitted debts according to
the statement No. 1 enclesed in the Principal Collector’s letter of the 80th May 1823. Pay-
ment of those debts amounting to Rs. 27,000-14-5, as stated in column 11 of the statement in
question is also sanctioned. o

8. The Rajbundoo and Chillara Enaws having been resumed by the €ollector in fusly
1232, and the Peishcush of the Poligars having been ﬁx_ed upon an estimate of the pro-
duce of their Pollams including these Enams, the Governor in Cpuncil does not consider it ex-
pedient now to disturb the arrangement, further than to direct that the assessmeut on
them be fixed in the manner originally proposed, namely, the Rajbundoo at  and the
Chillera at 4 of the survey valuation of fusly 1215. The Poligars should be bouud by the
Cowle to provide for their relations according to Hindoo Law or usage.

4. The Governor in Council concurs in the opinion of the Board of Revenue that the
Tumbah Polliam should be left to the management of the family.

5. For the reasons stated by the Board of Revenue, the Governor in Council is pleased
to resolve that Ramadassapah Naick, grandson of the late Poligar of Bungaree, shall be re-
cognized as the rightful successor to that Pollam{ but do.es not consxder‘lt expedient to au-
thorize the Court of Wards to take it under their superintendence. The management of
an estate is necessarily conducted at a greater expense by the Court of Wards t.ha.x‘l by
the family to whom it belongs, and is not always §a.t1sfactory_ to the parties concerned, "Ihex:e
is o reason to expeot inconvenience from the disputes which have hitherto 9ccurre§1 in this
family, as the cause which gave rise to them, namely, t}}e want of a recognized heir to the
estate, will now cease to operate. The Governor in Council therefure directs that the Polliam
be given up to the minor to be managed in such manner as he or his Guardians may think

proper.

6. There appears to be no doubt that an adjustment of accounts with the Poliga.rs should
take place in order to balance their actual receipts with those guaranteed to them by the
Proclamation of 1804. At the time avhen the alteration in favor of the Poligars (whose lands

had not been foifeited) from 18 perocenlt)' on téle actual co]lect:ions
t of Mr. Greme’s to 18 percent on an estimate of 60,000 Pagodas was proposed, it
Sefetzt):: ao# thg 14th October was ugderstood that the revenues of the Polliams had been from
1805, unfavorable seasons falling off year by year for three or fpur
years before ; aud the object of the Board appears at tle time
Para 31 of letter from the to have been to‘‘ameliorate the present copdltlon of the Poligars
Board of Revenue to Go- in question,” and, from the 5th para of theirletter to Governmgnt
vernment, dated 23rd De- of the 16th March 1807, it would seem that when a great falling
cember 1809, off in the reveunue from the Pollams was expected, the Board,
altho’ they were unwilling to propose a corresponding reduction
in the allowances of these Poligars, did not think * there could be any impropriety in 1ne
“demnifying Government from the collecnions.of future years for the loss which it must, ,other-
“wise sustain under the circumstances occasioned by the present unfavorable season. Go-
vernment in reply considered it « proper that the subject should be determined when the
<Poligars shall be re-instated in their Polliams”, the period at which we are now arrived, The
Collector from the beginning informed the Poligars that the indulgence was to be regarded
in the light of an advance to be subsequently repaid, and it does not appear therefore that
there can be any misunderstanding on the subject. Neither can it be contended that in
confirming the receipts of the restored Poligars to the amount guaranteed to them as a te!ll:-
porary subsistence by the Proclamation, a just distinction has not been made between the
cases of the restored and the ejected Pohgars.‘That dlstmotxoq is now ;nade wheretxt ;vaa
originally intended to be made in the restoration of the Polliams and in the gran ltl) w?
considerable revenue. The loan made to the Poligars by a temporary addition to their t_Le Ot l
ances was an indulgence which Government was not bound to grant, and whug; sqﬁicl ntly
evinced a favorable disposition towards the parties for whose benefit it was intended.

i j i imato and the reduced allow-
7. Tn making the adjustment, the surplus received by estima 4
paces should be ta%exi into account ; and if restoration of the Pollipms wes promised any year
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previous to fasli 1230, the deduction of the excess paid above 18 per cent. should be made
only till that year, whatever balance may on final adjustment be due by the Poligars may be
discharged by anuual instalments of 20 per cent. of their revenues, leaving them 40 per cent.
until the advance is repaid, but any arrears, which may have been kept in deposit for special
reasons on account of particular individuals of families, should be paid to those individuals to
enable them to meet the expenses of marriage, &c. for which the arrears may have been re-
served.

8. With regard to the Shotrinms which it is proposed to grant in lien of the pecuniary
subsistence at present allowed to the ejected Poligars of Mogral, Pakal, and Poloor, the Gover-
nor in Council cbserves that it was never intended that they should be hereditary. The Poli-
gars of the forfeited Polliams surrendered under a pledge of personal safety and freedom from
restraint, and their pensions were afterwards granted as an indulgence, and not as a matter
of right. The reductions that have been made in them from time to time shew that they have
never boen regarded as hereditary, and the Governor in Council sees no reason for departing
from the principle observed on the occasion referred to in the letter to the Board of Revenue
of the 22nd August 1807, wherein, after ordering a reduction of the pension of the Pakal fa-
mily, it was stated to be “desirable in all cases that pensions of that nature should be gradual-
ly diminished.” The resolution of Government that Shotriums shall be granted in lieu of the
pecuniary allowances need not prevent the observance of this principle, as, on the death of in-
cumbents, such addition as may be thought proper may be made to the Jodee or Quit-rent pay
-able for the Villages, until they gradually become liable to the full assessment, and accord-
ing to this rule the value of the Shotriums will not in the first instance be the saumne to all. It
will vary from 18 to 12 and perhaps 9 per cent, according to the casualties that have nccurred
in each family, and the consequent reductions that have been made in the allowance since it
was first granted, the commutation being for the allowance that remains after these reduc
-tions, and not for the original amount granted.

9. Although in proposing the commutation, the Board, in the 26th paragraph of their
Proceedings of the 20th April 1819, recommended that Shotriums should be granted to “the
ousted Poligars who are alive or to their heirs,” it is evident that they only meant by these
words to designate the existing incumbents on the peunsions, not the nature of the Shotriums,
for, in recommending in & subsequent para [Paragraph 28] a new negociation with the Poli-
gars of the non-forfeited Polliams, they recommended the grant to them “of Shotrium Villagcs
to be for ever hereditary in their families,” a definition which it is presumed would have been
applied to the Shotriums of the ejected Poligars also, if they were intended to be of a similar
description.

10. Understanding the selection of the Villages named in the Statement A, which ac-
companied the Principal Collector’s letter of the 6th April 1826, to have been regulated, as
regards their value, with reference to the rule prescribed in the concluding gart of paragraph
8 of these Procecdings, the Governor in Council authorizes the Principal Collector to muke
over those intended for the Poligars of Pakal and Poloor.

11. Thearrangement referred to in paragraph 14 of the Board’s Proceedings appears to
be very proper; but the Governor in Council doubts the propriety of allowing the reduction in
favor of the Rajbundoo proposed in paragraph 15 and is of opinion that the Poligars should
provido for them. So far back, indeed, as the 15th February 1806 the Board were informed
that their “interpretation of the orders of Government respecting the allowance to the deposed
“and ejected Poligars, in supposing that it was intended to include the provision necessary for
“the support of the relations of the Poligars, was conformible to the sentiments of the Governor
“‘in Council,” who at the same time desired ‘‘that any separate provision which might have been
“made for persons of this description might be deducted from the portion of 18 per cent. on
“the revenue of the Polliam which had been sllotted to the Poligar.” It does not appear that
the principle upon which this resolution was adopted would be at all affected in the event of a
Shotrium being given to the Poligars in lieu of the 18 per cent. which they hefore received.

12. It is not considered expedient that any alteration should take place in the arrange-
ment respecting the allowance of the widow of Mogral, which was sanctioned on the 7th Feb-
ruary 1820, namely, that instead of a Shotrium Village equal in value to the stipend drawn by
the decensed Poligar, the widow should be allowed two-thirds of thas stipend annually during
her life; and it is not deemed necessary to recognize the alleged adoption of Appasawmy Naid
as son of the Poligan of Mogral, both because the succession is to be confined to lineal des-
cendunts, and because the widow, in a petition to Government dated 3rd September 1827, has
expressly denied that the adoption ever took place. Appasawmy Naid will accordingly be re-
garded as belonging to the Pakal family as heretofore.

13.  The Governor in Council is pleased to resolve that the suecession to the Shotrinms
granted to the Pakal and Poloor families, subject to an increase of assessment on the death
of incumbents as hefore explained, shall be limited to lineal descendantg only,

14. The Governor in Council concurs in the opinion of the Board of Revenue. that the
Government and not the Courts should decide the succession to the forfeited Polliams, and

* i8 pleased to determine that Veera Ragonath Naidoo, the legitimate son of the Poligar of Po-

loor, shall be recognized as the hejr and head of the family; the Governor iu Council, however,
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does not deem it expedient 6o make any alteration in the allowances enjoyed by the two sons
for so many years past, bub is pleased to resolve that Veera Ragonath Naidoo aud his heirs
shall be entitled to the reversion of the Shotrinm enjoyed by Komara Ragonath Naidoo on
his death, subject to tho rule laid down in regard to an increase of assessment.

15. Iu the case of the Poloor and Pakal families it may be left to the option of the
parties concerned either to enter on the Shotrinms propesed to be allotted to them, or to con-
tinue in tho veceipt of a pecuniary allowance, but whatever arrangement may be adopted,
the total grant to each family is not to exceed 18 per cent. of the revenue of the Polliam.

16. The Governor in Council authorizes the Principal Collector to discharge the ba-
Jances duo to the Pakal family amounting to Rs. 21,5617, and to tho widow of the Boligar of
Mogral Rupees 190-0-6 as per Accounts Current Nos. 4 and 5 in the Principal Collector’s
letter of the Gth April 1826.

17. The claim of Timapah Naick to be recognized as heir to the late Po]igar of Yadra-
condah is shewn in the letter from the Principal Collector of the No_rthern Division of Arcot
which accompanied the letter from the Board of Revenue of the 21st June 1827, to be entirely
futile, and is rejected accordingly.

18. The creditors of the Poligars, whose Pollams have been forfeited, are not considered

to have any claim of right to the payment of their debts by means of any assistance or inter-
ference on the part of Government, nor are the Poligars entitled to expect that any assistance

would be afforded to them with a view to relicve them from their embarrassments ; but as the -

whole of the lands of the Poligars, with tho exception of the few which have now been as-
signed for their subsistence and declared subject to ultimate reversion to Goverument, have
already been, or are to be, incorporated with the Circar lands, the Honorable the Governor in
Council js-disposed te.affprd relict to the creditors, to the extent of the proved and admitted
del)b}tfue by the Poligars of Mogral and Poloor,. for the paymen_t'of which it does not appear
tj@st there are any adequate funds in the possession of those famtlies. The Principal Collect-

¢ g 2ccordingly authorized to discharge the sum of Rupees 20,478-10-7 on account of Mog-
and Rupees 1,334-7-9 on account of Poloor. A very considerable fund being in deposit

the Collector on account of the sons of the Pakal Poligar, and the admitted debts

from the amount whigh he is authorized in the 16th paragraph of these Proceed-

s E;unting to Rupees 2,115’%}}-10 only, the Principal Collector will be instructed to deduct the
1

.“és to pay to the Pakal fapily, and to transfer it to the creditors to whom it is due. The

H-'bors of the Yadracofrduh Poligar are in a different situation from those of the abovemen-
h oligars. Th%&?,‘)“gar has left no heir or successor from whom they could recover
Tageddn a Cowt of Taw, and thére is no one to admit or disprove the debts. The Go-
orow Gg,ﬁﬁfot, however, altogether decline affording relief to these creditors also,
provided they are willing to come to such a compromise as may be deemed moderate and
satisfactory. The Principal Collector will therefore report through the Board of Revenue the
terms to which they are willing to accede, when the Governor in Council will either admit or
reject thom, as he may think proper.

19. The case of the Poligar of Goodipaty was brought to notice by the Collector of the
Northern Division of Arcot in his report to the Board of Revenue dated 81st March 1518,
and the Board in their Proceedings of the 29th April 1819,
Para 32. solicited the sanction of Government for the scttloment of this
Polliam on the Zemindary tenure, having previously observed
(in paragraph 4) that “the Polliam of Goodipauty has, 1n consequence of the good conduct of
““its Poligar, always remained under his own management; but the five first mentioned Polli-
“ams (Bungari, Tomba, Narguntee, Calloor and Poolicherla) were temporarily resumed
“and together with Goodipaunty were intended to be conferred in permanency, on the Zemin-
“dary tenure upon their respective Poligars.”” The Government did not at the time adopt
the recommendation of the Board, but no reason was given for the resolution, and it seems
probable that if a more detailed explanation of the circumstances under which the Poligar
sought to be placed merely on an equal footing with those who had not a similar claim to
favor, a different decision would have been passed.  If this Poligar had rebelled as the
others did, and had, like them, come in under the Proclamation of 1804, he would have
been entitled to the same lerms on the restoration of the Polliams; but he continued his al-
legiance to the Company, and has in consequence remained on a worse footing than those have
now been placed on who resisted their orders. It was stated by the Board of Revenue to
have been the intention to settle this Polliam on the same terms as the five abovementioned,
and it seems just that this should now be done. Resolved accordingly that the Board of Re-
venne he instructed to direct the Collector to allow the same terms to the Poligar. of Gudi-
paty as are fixed for those of the restored Polliams,

(A True Extract.)

el

(Signed) D. ELIOTT,
Secretary,
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