'
"L

 DEPARTMENT.

e folded or roughly ha




R T P T

oy

N

No. 208, Read the following Px;gceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 15th

February 1885, No. 910 :— ' : :

Read the following letter from Zi. R. McDONELL, Esq., Officiating Collector of

Trichinopoly, to W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of
Revenue, dated 1st February 1865, No. 13. (

1. I do myself the honor to request that you will be so good as to solicit the
Board’s early orders on the point mooted in Mr. Puckle’s letter to my address, copy
of which I now forward. I cannot commence my Jummabundy until this important
matter is sottled. - Mr. Puckle has already distributed fair Puttahs in two Talooks, and
it is only now apparently this doubt has occurred to him. ' :

9. T observe in the Proceedings quoted in the margin, that the Board remark

. that the amount of ¢ Road Fund included
in the new assessment, &c.,”’ and in
the last paragraph of the Government
Order, number and date as per margin, it is stated that the proposed seltlement
tncludes a Road Fund of two per cent. which will be'expended under the established

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
19¢th April 1865..

ard March 1863, No, 1,270, paragraph 41.

5th April'186%, No. 577, paragraph 23.

rules.
3. TUnder these circumstances I conclude, that if the two per cent. Road Fund

has been already included in the sum fixed as a fair assessment, I cannot, in making-
my annual scttlement, add the two per cent. Road Cess in the individual Puttahs.
Again without the Board’s final instructions on the point, I do not see how I can
deduct the two per cent. from the gross collections, and if this is not done, we shall
have no Road Fund at all. :
~ 4. The Board will observe that Mr. Puckle is of opinion that in paragraph 12
of Government Proceedings No. 931, dated the 31st of May 1864, the words Road
Cess” are erroneously written for “ Emoluments of village officers ;” however I do
not think this is the case, and feel pretty sure that it is the intention of Government
that in whatever Wéy calculated (that is to say, whether included in the assessment
or not ?) the demand for ¢ Road Cess” should be shewn distinctly in each individual
Puttah as is now done in South Arcot. If I am right in my opinion it will be neces-
sary to alter the fair Puttahs Mr. Puckle has already distributed. ‘
5. Dut a further serious doubt occurs to me, it is this : do the present settle-
ment rates include two per cent. as Road Fund, independent of, and distinct from,
imperial revenue ? -My impression is that the expression made use of in the Govern- -
ment Ordér referred to by Mr. Puckle, viz., that ¢ the proposed settlement includes”
a Road Fund of two per cent. (and which he considers authorizes two per cent. of -
the Land Revenue being set aside to form a Local Road Fund) means only that the
proposed settlement provides a two per cent. cess to be levied for local roads, and if
this view be correct, all I have to do is to add the two per cent. on. this account in-

each individual Puttah when I make this year’s settlement.

Excrosure No. 1.

. From R. K. PUCKLE, Esq., Deputy Dircctor of Revenue Settlement, to . R.

McDONELL, Esq., Officiatinz- Collector of Trichinopoly, dated Camp,
Museri, 25th January 1865,> . 4. ' ‘
In the concluding paragranh o' their TW . ceedings, No. 577, dated 5th April 1804,

 passing orders on the introduction of the new Settlement of Trichinopoly, the -
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Proceedings of the Madras G overnment, Revenue Department,
= 19tk April 1865.

Government observe that ¢ the proposed Settlement includes a Road Fund of two per
¢ gent. which I have always understood to mean that two per cent. of the Land
¢ Revenue of the District, should be set aside to form a Local Road Fund,” but in
paragraph 12 of their Proceedings No. 931, dated 31st of May 1864, commenting
on certain proposed alterations’ in the forms of village accounts, the Government
. order that ¢ all demands against the Ryot of a permanent nature connected with the
¢land should be entered in the Puttah, as for instance, the Road Cess.” My impres-
sion is that in this paragraph the instance intended to be cited was “ Emoluments of
“ village officers,” and not Road cess,” but of this I cannot feel certain; and I
have, therefore, the honor to request that you will be good enough to make a reference

on the subject, and inform me whether a Road Cess is or is not to be charged in

individual Puttahs.
(True Copy.) .
. (Signed) Z.R. McDONELL,
' ’ Officiating Collector.

1. The Board observe that the whole tenor of the correspondence which has
taken place in regard to the Trichinopoly settlement goes to shew that the intention
was that the present rates ¢hould be taken to include a Road Cess of two per cent. on
the Land Revenue. Though in the original instructions of Government on the
subject it was laid down that affer the fair rates of assessment for the land had been
determined, a Road Cess of two per cent. should be added to them, and though a

Road Cess of this amount has been retained when making & reduction of assessment

in other Districts in the revised assessment of both the Godavery and the Kurnool

Districts the Road Cess was incorporated in the money rates.

9. The Collector will accordingly inform Mr. Puckle that he is correct in the
view he takes of this matter, but that he is in crror in regard to the Government
Order, dated 31st May 1864, No. 931. The Board after personal communication
with Mr. Puckle stated that the old form of Puttah would: be superseded by the per-
manent Puttah, and that an annual Memorandum would be issued for all exira cesses,
among which Road Cess was inadvertently included, (being an ezira cess in most
other Districts,) and the Government were thus lod into the remark made by them

in paragraph 12 of that Order.
3. The two per cent. deduction not being an exira Cess

" District necd not appear as a deduetion in .
be instructed, when forwarding their remittances, to credit two per cent. of the

collections under Land Revenuc proper to Toad Cess under Local Fund.

s ——————"

in the Trichinopoly

No. 209. OrpEr THEREON, 19th April 1865, No. 814.

Land Revenue

Ordered to be recorded.
(True V’I;}'fract.)
" (Signed) J. GROSE,
Meting Under Secretary to Governiment.

Exd. S. T Avgustis,
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE Borp oF REVENUE, dated 15th February 1865.

" Read the followirkg letter from . R. McDONELL, Esg., Officiating Collector of Trichinopoly,
to W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated lst February 1865, '
No. 13:— ) ‘
1. Ido myself the honor to request that you will be so good as to solicit the Board's early
orders on the point mooted in Mr. Puckle’s letter tomy address, copy of which I now forward, I
_ cannot commence my Jummahbundy until this important matter is settled, Mr. Puckle has already
_ distributed fair Puttahs in two Taluks, and it is only now gpparently this doubt has occurred to
him. -
2, I observe in the Proceedings quoted in the margin, that the Board remark that the amount
‘ of “ Road Fynd included in the new assessment,’
J &e.,” and in the last paragraph of the Government
Sth April 1864, No. 577, paragraph 23 Order, pumbeér and date as per margin, it is stated
that the proposed settlement includes a Road Fund of two per cent. which will be expended under
the established rules. ' o ‘
2 Under these circumstances T conclude, that if the twoper cent. Boad Fund has been aiready
jncluded il} the sum fixed as a fair assessment, I cannot, in making my ‘annual settlement, add the
.two per cent, road cess in the individual Puttahs. Again without the Board’s final instructions on
the point, T do not see how I can deduct the two per cent. from the gross collections, and if this is
not done, we shall have no Road Fund at all. SET T T '

E -~

N szaTbg-Bqa’g&.gill observe that Mr. Puckle is of opinion that in paragraph 12 of Govern-
ment Proceedings No. 931, dated the 31st of May 1864, the words “road cess”” are erroncously
~written for ¢ emoluments of village officers ;” however I do not think this is the case, and fgél =

_pretty sure that it is the intention of Government that in whatever way calculated (that is'to say |
iwheiner dncluded in fhe aoscssiueub Ur nubf) e demand for ivad vesy'should bs shown dig-™"

8rd March 1863, No. 1,270, paragraph 41,

.'tinctlyr in each individual Puttah as is now done in South Arcot. If Iam right in my opinion it .

will be 1.ecessary to alter the fair Pattahs Mr, Puckle has already distributed.

-5. Buta further serioug doubtoccurs {o me, it fs this :.do the present settlement rates iholude
‘two per cent. as Road Fund, independent of and distinct from imperial revenue Py inpression is
that the 'expression made use of in the .GovernmentﬂOrder referred to by Mr. Puckle, viz., that-,
¢ the proposed settlement includes” & Road Fund of gwo per cent (and which he considers autho- :

" rizes two per cent. of the Lang Revenue being set a;sida t> form & Local Road Fund) maans only

that the proposed settlement pyovides a two per cent. cess to be [evied for local roads, and if this -

view be correct, all I have to do is to add the two per gent. on this account in each individual

Puttah when I make this year’s setilement, T T
ot ] ) . R - - .-

P ——
: _— . Excrosure No. 1... » ot
From R. K. PUCKLE, Esq., Deputy Director of Revenue Settlement, to ZE. R. McDONELL,
Esq., Officiating Collector of Triphinopolfr, dated Camp Museyi, 25th Tanuary 1865, No. 24,
In the’concluding paragraph of their Proceedings, No.577, dated 5th April 1864, pa;;ing

; orders on the introduction of the new Settlement of Trichinopolyythe Government observe that
, " the pl.‘opoaod Qotilomond includos a Noad Fund vl twy por couts whivh I bave a.lwuys yuderstood to’
]

"« mean that two per cent. of the Land Revenue of the District, should be set aside to form a Local
28 gioad Fund,” but in paragrﬁpb 12 of their P;oceedingé No. 9311,' dz_)?bed 31st of May 1864, com-
- menting on certain proposed ‘alterations in the forms of village accounts, the Government order
sthat ¥ all demands against thé‘Ryot of a pernianeht nature connected “with the land should be
Lo entered in the Puttab, as for instance, the road cess.” My impression is that in this paragraph the
‘;insta"nce intended to be cited was ¢ Emoluments of‘ village officers,” and not * Road cess,” but of
jt{li{rl cannot feel certain; and I have, therefore, the honor to request that you will be good en‘ouéh
:to make a reference on the subject, and inform me whether a;road cess isoris not to b‘éichafged

in individual Puttahs, DR e } ' L S

o (True Copy.) . e

" (Sigusd) . R, McDONELL, Ofiiaing Oclleser. -
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1. The Board observe that the whole tenor of the eotrespondence which has taken place i .
tegard to the Trichinopoly setlement goes to show that the intzntion was that the present rates

'should be taken to includearoad cess of two pec cent. on the Lind Revenue.. Though in the

original instructions of Government on the subject it waslaid dowa that ter the fair rates of assess.

ment for the land had been determined, a road cess of twd per c:at, sh‘)uld b3 added to them, and

though a road cess of this amount has bsen retained when makinga ?eductzon of assessment in

other Districts in the revised assessment of both the Godavery and the Kurmoof Districts the road .
oess was incor porated in the mOney rates. - | '

<

2." The Collector will accordmgly inform Mr. Packle that he is correct in the view s takes .
of this-matter, but that he is in error in regard to the Governnant O.der, dated 31st May 1864, .
No. 981. The Board ‘after personal commaunization with Mr. Puckle stated that the old form of
Puttah would be superseded by the pgrmanent Puttah, and that an annual Memoramiaum woul 1 be
issued for all extra cesses, among which Roal cess was inadvertently includel, (being an extra
cess in most other Dlstncts,) and the Govemment were thus led into the remark made by them in
- paragraph 12 of that order.

3. The two per cent, deduction not being an eztra ceas in tha Trichinppoly Dht\'lct need
not appear as a deduction in the Putta,hs but all village officers ‘should be mstmcted when for- *
warding their remlttances, to credit two per cent, of the collecnons uuder Lmd Revenue pro‘per o
road cess under Local Fund, =~ . ' -

¢ AR ., [N

o (True Cobiés and Exbract_.)f-‘ i %/ R

- S S , et Ac}ing Secretary.
~ o Z&. R. McDonell, Esq., OFciating Callector of Trrchm&{mlj."

Copy to J. D. Sxm, E«\q , Secretary T
o ,“ “ to RVE Master, Esq., fﬁ"mtmvr Dxrector of,Revenue Settlement. o
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