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Fort Saint George, Revenue Consultation of 12th Aprzl 1859.

B O e

No. 81.  Read the following Extract from the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated '
99¢h March 1859, No. 1078.

Read letter from J. W. Dykes, Esq., on special duty, under date the 1st Ultimo, No. —,

submitting explanation of certain passages in his Report of the 11th

In Con. 8th Dec. 1858. September 1858 which were noticed as obscure in the Board’s Pro-
ceedings of the 10th December 1858. 2

(In Consultation 12th February 1859, No. 545.)

. Ordered that the foregoing letter be submitted to Goovernment
In Con. 13th Jan. 1859.  with reference to Extract Minutes Consultation of the 12th January
' 1859, para. 2, No. 51, R. D.

2. The land measure of the District of Rajahmundry is a Pooty, the extent of which
varies in different localitics. It is generally taken to comprize 8 Acres, but Colonel A. Cotton
and Captain Rundall estimate it at 10, and Mr. Bayley, who has made great researches into the
weights and measures of India, states that in some situations it contains as much as 11-52, and
12.8 Acres. Presuming that Mr. Dykes had converted it uniformly at the usual rate 8 Acres
per Pooty, the Board observed that the excess found by his actual measurements over the extent
entered in the accounts of the "Tahsildars according to his calculation of it, could not always be
just.ly called concealed caltivation the term always applied to it by Mr. Dykes.

3. For an explanation he now refers the Board to para.
From My, Dykes 5th Nov. 1858, 145 of his Kistna Report. Hereafter mentioning the varia-
 in Con. 26th Feb. 1859 tion in the extent of the Pooty, he observes as follows—f“'liut
‘ ! : « a5 regards the existing state of things and the limits of this
“enquiry, the official Pooty of 8 Acres was the only Pooty I ever alluded to in any of the
% Rajahmundry villages which were measured.  Even in discussing the lunka rates of assessment,
# the Tahsildar and village authorities took the Pooty at its official value; and the official rate
#of commutation was therefore adopted by me for the Rajahmundry District without hesita-
“tion. Light Acres is the value at which it was meant I should, and it was the value at which
sit was known by the local authorities that I did, take the Pooty in Rajahmundry. And
“ having found this result thus manifestly false, and in favor of these local authorities and the
“pyots, I entered the error as wilful on their part. I entered the area, irrigated in excess of the
““irrigation Returns, as 0 much concealed irrigation.” :
" 4. In the absence of any mention of the extent of the Pooty in the villages actually measured
by Mr. Dykes, the remarks given above do not remove from the mind of the Board an uncer-
©  tanity as to whether the excess found by actual measurement, aboye the irrigation returns caleulas
. ted by conversion of the Pooty into Acres at the rate of 8 Acres per Pooty was wilfully omitted.
For, take an example—Certain land irrigated is exhibited in the village accounts as comprising
10 Pooties. . This extent converted into Acres at 8 Acres per Pooty, as would be done by the
Tahsildar and Mr. Dykes, would be equal to 80 Acres. But the Pooty of the Village happens
to be a large one containing 10 Acres, converted at which rate the extent is equal to 100 Acres.
Mr. Dykes actually measures the tract, and finds it to comprise 98 Acres. Such being the case,
~ the village account expressed in Pooties exhibits more than the real extent; but the erroneous
estimate of the<extent of the Pooty as far as regards this village, makes it appear that there was
a concealment of 18 Acres. The Board did rw‘é’ blame Mr. Dykes for converting the Pooty at
8 Acres ; nor did they guestion the fact of the extent charged to the Water Coss being in many
ses less than the real extent irrigated, They"i;ﬂyvdbnbtedthe universal applicability of the

m * concealed cultivation” as implying wilful concealment to the extent exhibited by him

uﬂ\ ess—and the facts he now states, cmﬁh' . 'Lgloah" , this point. e
5. Inpara. 180of their Proceedings of the 10th D .mber last, the Board observed t
ould not understand the process by which Mr. Dyk ipted inguish th

es ’fﬁgméd', Statement in explanation. On _. oard see, that the sum which
‘Mr. Dykes would assume as a separate irrigat sssment is said to bear the same proportion
to the consolidated assessment made up by th nd Water Cess, as the differnce be-

“tween the demand in former years and at p:e,uﬂir d
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