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s of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
for the month of March 1860

Proceeding

No. 16. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 15th February 1860,

No. 817. . A
Read the following lettex from G. S. FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to J. D. SIM, Esq.,
: Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George, dated Chetterpiir, 1st February

1860, No. 34
1 regret to report the death, on the 22nd ultimo, of Sri Srinivdsa Réjamani Réja deo, za-
Mundasa tilug, which pays an annual Peshkash of 14,000 Rupees. His son Sri

mindér of
who has already attained his majority, and who, 1 am given to understand,

& -y Rajamani Réja deo,
T S has been managing the affairs of the estate, has succeeded the late zamindar.

Submitted for the information of Governinent.

(A true Copy and Extract.)
. (Signed) J. D. SIM, Secretary.

ORDER THEREON, 1st March 1860, No. 333.

0 Ordered to be recorded.
(Signed) T. PYCROFT, L
~ Chief Secretary. :
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/ “  ¢No. 811 -
Procmenas of the Boarp of REVENTF: dated 15th February 1860 3
Read the following detier from G D FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganj:lm,’f-’o e E Sf&[: Esq., Secre-
tary to thie Board of Revenue, Wort St. George, dated Chet tqrplllr,-'lst. Febrﬁary 1860, No. 34.
agud ultimo, of 'S Sringvasa Rajamani Raja deo, Zemindar

natt the death, on the 2
yal pesheush of 1 1-,000,1‘\111)(:'0‘\'. His son Sri Rajamani Rija deo
¥ * 3

.
am given to anderstand, has been managing the

1 regret to r¢}

P Al

of Mandasa talug, witich pays an ant
y attained his majority; and who, 1

who has alvead
has snceeeded the late Zemindar.

affairs of the cstate,

Seeretary.

To
Chief Secretary to Grovernment.

7. PYCROFT, Esq-s
Copy to Acting Collector of Ganjam,

Bxd. J. Wright.
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Proceedings of the Madras Gfwernment, Revenue Department,
for the month{of March 1860.
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No. 54 Read the following Proceedings of. the Board of Revenue, dated 4th February 1860

No. 607. 4

Read the Proceedings of Government, daj »d 16th November 1859, No. 1557, R. D.
(In Con. 17th Nover ber 1859, No. 5766.)

In the above Proceedings of Governmerft on the adjustment made by the Board, of the
-)jxtatnnding claim for jodi against the Srotriyandars of the Visvénatuna Khandrik in t,he late
(_x‘untoor district, it is observed, that in passingjan order for the reduction of the jodi, the Board
of Revenue exceeded their authority, and theyjare required to state the grounds of their opinion,

that the proper amount of the jodi is Rupees 200.
.

2. 'Fhe Board beg leave to observe that thiey are not censible of having in any way assumed
an uuth'omy not properly belonging to them, ihd they trust that the following esplanation, even
should it fail to satisfy Government of the cogrectness of the Board’s opinion that the jodi pro-
perly ehargeable is Rupees 200, will suffice tofshew that what the Board intended to do was to
a point regarding which great uncertainty prevailed,
and on which the Board considered they
rials before them, as the Collector of the

ascertain what the demand really should be,
oreat variety of practice appeared to have takeh place,
were as competent to form an opinion, from fhe mate
district, on whose ruling apparently the arrear had been declared to exist.

then Acting Collector of Guntoor,
poinfed out that the Agraharum had been attached 23

Tn Con. 13th February 1858, No. 4419. years ago in 1835 for arrears which were then small,
but had since accumulated to Rupees 2,425-4-8, and

th“‘_t tl"e point at issue between the Agraharumdars and the Government Officers as to the amount
of jodi properly claimable, on which the asserted arrear was founded, had sill to be settled.

3. Tn his letter of 3d November 1857, Nfr. E. Cotton,

4. He stated that from 1832 the demand
SIOLITYAM o es s vesrae i nae serses had been made annually at Rupees 323, com-

Additional charges on Za:ﬁi;;d.z';i'a’ rent-free . - = hick
culti(}'aliuu suce transferred to the Agraha- posed as shewn in the margi, against which
Tumuaars.
SavA I i A T e Gt | the Agraharumdars had constantly protested as
3“’;.‘"““‘ o INAmE. e o« e & excessive and unsupported by any official
Jramary NZZUT v« « 1 ? X
First R i 2 records. The difference, however, between this
Bonus for Dumbala Y {
ot 15 ’ S cted had beenre ularly charg-
Taharir, or fee to Serishtadar...... .« cvasbuirevondl s a“_d st COl'e g J g
£ ed against the village as an arrear, and thus the

existing accumulation gradually accrued.

22 yéars from Fasli 1244 to Fasli
¢ during this series of
nt, and the whole

5. He appended a statement showing éhe account for
age '_c«)llecti.ms from the villag
heen under attachme
+ behalf of the Government, wers no

1266, from which it appeared that the aver
years, throughout the whole of which the village had
assessment (not merely the favorable jodi,) epllected or

e e

"
i o e It ¥t s il

more than Rupees 232.

o e

from the statement given ahove,

6. It will pmbab\y be admitted that thefnatural inference,

L : e .
would be, that the jodi of the Srotriyam was Hot Rupees 323, but something less.

S5

are most imperfect and confused, but
aried from Rupees 40 in Fasli
o Board are disposed

The accounts according to the Collecbyis showing

em it appears that the collectiohs on this account ¥
ry year, and th

¥

|

according to th
1203, 1o Rupees 363 in Fasli 1237, the amout varying in eve
extentyfheen misundcrsmml.

to think that the entries have, to some

Irme——E

e AR
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Proceedings of the Madras Gm}temment, Levenve Department,
for the month of March 1860,
| —

s

?- For instance, Mr. Cotton states
g i . that in the Demand, Collection and Balance
smﬁyamn"d“ct' | statement for Fasli 1266, the demand is
o g ey e entered as Pagodas 118, and he seems to
633,:;1:;]:1 ,?ef?,;',‘,j’_f‘_’i sirav.. assume thz‘zt in that year the demand against
Fash ¢ Hillage Ofticiai e oo the Srotriyamdédrs reached that amount

but he immediately afterwards gives a state:

oTovo o 5 18 o whieh o oo o i the magin

S n the latter

year the demand against the Srotriyamdirs

was Rupees 307, while to the Board it appears tg P**"® that the above sum of Pagodas 118 was

not the “ Srotriyam jodi,” but the full assessm’ " claimable by the Srotriyamddrs from tllfh'

réyats, while the demand aghinst these last was R{'P®¢S 167 at most, and not Rupees 307, which
was, on the contrary, their clear profits, :

9. And here again the Board think that Pa odas.25, or Rupees 100, might without strain-
ing be assumed to represent the legitimate deman|’ “S2"St the Srotviyamdérs for « Jodi.”

10. The sannad conferring the village, whi is dated more tHan 100 years back, ¢ sho
the amount of Srotriyam,” as Mr. Cotton expreg’ it, to have been 5 Pagodas, or Iiu ées ;(:
annually. A dumbala issued in Fasli 1198, A. I} 1788-89, by a former Collecto’r ive pt 30
Pagodas, or 120 Rupees. } A e

11.  In the accounts of Fasli 1213, Pagodas | 0, or Rupees 200, is shewn under the head of
Srortriyam, with a remark that it is « independen% Of'certain items,” but of this account b
on stamped paper was furnished in 1819, under hi® S'nature, by My, Oakes, the then Col‘;l CZ’PY
to the Srotriyamdars, and in this copy the abovg 940ted remark does not appear. Mr Cec &
does not state whether it bears any appearance ofE eing an interpolation in the ori.rinall. Ot;"“
.ther in fact the duplicate examined is an originaf atall. It appears, from a subsé3 iy w -
in his letter, to be unauthenticated by any signagi'™® While the extract Pmducedq‘:}emlpassage
triyamdar, is signed by the Collector. rrg PRt

12. In a subsequent letter Mr. Wood, the i}co!lector, reported that in a stat f t}

Agraharun"*_’ in the Chilkalurpad estate f;urn({rril(EI:ltl;) tl]c

Dated 281h September, in Con. 28th Sarishtadar ™ the above year Fasli 12;3 l;hlsse '.Y“e
December 1858, No. 4436. jodi is gig™ at Pagodas 50, (Rupees 2,00 : ;‘?'“Yﬂm

: Srotriyamérs admit to be correct, and “’hich’) which the
with the extract from the accounts which they .,F SSEs s TR

0

13.  The whole estate of Chiikalurpad wag ;w nder attachment for arrears j N

released in 1834, and in 1836 was sub-divided. [ the accounts submitteq it t‘his ;: t1833, it was
the Collegto®> the “ grogs collections” fors fpeiom 1
Dated 27th July, in Con. 11th August from Faglf 1235 to Fasli 1241, are show Seven years,
1836, No. 2029. account he entry relating to the Vi“ﬂﬂ‘en; g 1r’| .tbls
, _ shows thel SUm of Rupees 323, which DIS t}r: Foise 2
which, as above pointed out, has since its anahment been assumed as the a §.pruound,
account of * Srotriyam jodi,” but the object of thi® #¢count was to ascertain what 't']‘ouut 24
each division of the estate was, and as the Board } Ve.a]ready observed, and as Mp ‘%Vre"t rf?" (?f
Jetter above quoted also remarks, it includes itemswhmh are additional to the S . o e 3 }'n,s'

this last constituting only a part of the sum itself, | rotriyam jodi,

| S TN
14. The Board trust that the foregoing renrks will serve to show that t] :
A ; Fiee Baint e, {538 el ihpees 323, w 1€ assumption of
the proper amount o orotriyam jodi eing RE ~9, was pmbably iNCOrrect B s
assumption created the arrear, that that sum was r")’ far mote than )¢ whole a"erag'e’ “ut .t v
Collections

from the village during a series of 22 years, whig Were no more thap Ru
=i 5 il ¢ . Jbd, and which boy} ‘Upees 232 annually
that Rupees 200, which the Srotriyamdérs admit@ oth Mr, Weoq and My. Cot :
| . Cotton

- S

Proceedings

long sequestration. '
15. The point was still unsettled, and a d
was not clear, but balancing probabilities, the .

P RAA R AR AR AR R S A i A S NS R AT AT R A A
f Prrnm e .

of the Madras GoiPr"ment, Revenue Depariment,

March 1860.

per amount of Srotriyam jodi, and that, at any
| the village, as evidenced by the results of the

‘foard decided, as they thought, and still think

at, in doing so, they merely, to the best of their

justly for all parties, and they beg to observe, th
. ‘the Collector, when in 1834 he attached the

judgment, rectified the decision arrived at by

From Head Assistant Collector in charge, dated
24¢h, in Con. 30th May 1859, No. 2449.

estate for an arrear based on a demand, which neif ['¢* did the Srotriyamdérs admit to be correct, the

accounts justify, mor the authorities counte-

i nance so far as any records go to show, for no

- a correspondence with the Board, relative to the

perhaps may be explained by the entire estate 3 i ST -

time. This decision, moreover, it is to be bori}€ 1 m.md, was still in 'pamal abeyance, for to

have carried it to its legitimate conclusion woul® have involved resumption of the Srotriyam, at
fat the request of the Officer in charge of the
1

a date long anterior to the Board's interference,
district.

16. Should Government feel satisfied with
Board beg to renew the application made in th
authority to the Collector to write off from the
and to refund to the Srotriyamdérs the sum of

the Rayats, in excess of the amount settled to hay

‘the explanation which has now been offered, the
ir letter of 19th October 1859, No. 4239, for
counts the fictitious arrear of Rupees 2,560-8-8,
kupees 514-7-4 collected on their account from
ve been due.from them as * Srotriyam jodi.”

(A true ' Extract.)

No. 55. ORDER THEREON, Gth

1. These Proceedings fully explain the ci

(5]',

igned) W. HUDLESTON, Sub-Secretary.

1 L____

umstances under which the Board of Revenue
he Visvarituna Khandrikd in the late Guntoor

}March 1860, No. 352.

d it right to reduce the Srotriyam jodi in t
iy b s i 'at length by the Board, and do not require

District. The particulars of the case are given

recapitulation here.

2. It may be briefly remarked that the on
subject is the account f
in 1819 ; and from this

Paragraph 11. :
Rupees 200. The Boz

and the explanation now submitted also shews

doing.

3. With reference to paragraph 16 of the
ment grant authority for writing off from the ac}
and for refunding to the Srotriyamdars the sun}
amount now settled to have been due from themg,

4

ly authenticated document which bears on the
irnished to the Srotriyamdars by Mr. Oakes
t appears that the Srotriyam was Pagodas 50 or
| therefore were correct in fixing that amount,
| that they did not exceed their authority in so

| Proceedings uader consideration, the Govern-
| bounts the fictitious arrear of Rupees 2,560-8-8,
of Rupees 514-7-4, collected in excess of the

| as Srotriyam jodi. ,

1 (Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Secretary.
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Read the Proceedings of Government, da¥

~ (In Con. 17th Nove

In the above Proceedings of Governmen

outstanding claim for jodi against the Srotriyai

Guntoor distriet, it is observed, that in passing}
of Revenue exceeded their authority, and they
that the proper amount 0

9. The Board beg leave to observe that thifh

an authority not properly belonging tc them, al
should it fail to satisfy. Government of the co ;
perly chargeable is Rupees 200, will suffice to
ascertain what the demand really should be, a
ariety of practice appeared to have take
¢y an opinion, from €
tly the arrear &

&
5

&

rreat v
were as competent to fo
district, on whose ruling apparen

3. 1In his letter of 34 November 1857,

In Con. 13th February 1858, No. 4419. yea s
but |

point at issue ‘between the Agraharum d

that the
on which the assert g

of jodi properly claimable,

Rupees..
201

MR Ll e

Spotriyam .- Ciresrasue s wace vaviee
Additionel charges on Zamindare’ rent-free
eultivation siuce transferred to the Agraha-
rumdars.

Savarums . ... <=
Quit-rent on TNAMS 2esaen « v svmven
Ordinary NUzaut.ses s seoses
First 5 Avsswenre

Bonus for Dumbala s weoe
Taharir, or fee to Serishtadaleces sseseesees
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5. He appended a statement showing. i'."
1266, from which it appeared that the average §
years, throughout the whole of which the vill

assessment (not merely the favorable jodi,) «
more than Rupees 232. 3

!

Jbly be admitted that the

6. It will prob
di of the Srotriyam Wwas n

would be, that the jo

wding to the Collect}
the collectiod
the amount

-

-« The accounts acco
according to them it appears that
1203, to Rupees 363 in Fasli 1237,

to think that the entries have, to some extent,v

f the jodi is Rupees 2§~

#:. R. Cotton,

poin out that the Agraharuni had been attached 23

1§ existing accumula

AP
- s,

1
Lernment, Revenue Department,

of March 1860.
i

.
the Board of Revenue, dated 4th February 1860,

" 16th November 1859, No. 15578 D,

ber 1859, No. 5766.)

‘on the adjustment made by the Board, of the
wd4rs of the Visvénatuna Khandriké in the late
an order for the reduction of the jodi, the Board
are reguired to state the grounds of their opinion,

y are not sensible of having in any way assﬁmed
id they trust that the following esplanation, even
bectness of the Board’s opinion that the jodi pro-

§ hew that what the Board intended to do was to

int regarding which great uncertainty prevailed,
place, and on which the Board considered they
le materials before them, as the Collector of the

ad been declared to exist.

then Acting Collector of Guntoor,

| ago in 1835 for arrears which were then small,
lated to Rupees 2,425-4-8, and

ad since accumu
s and the Government Officers as to the amount

il arrear was founded, had «ill to be settled.

4. He stated that from 1832 the demand

' had been made annually at Rupees 323, com-

| posed as shewn in the margin, against which

“the Agraharumdars'had constantly protested as

_excessive and unsupported by any official

yecords. The difference, however, between this

sum and that collected had been regularly charg-

- ed against the village as an arrear, and thus the
: tion gradually accrued.

o account for 22 years from Fasli 1244 to Fasli

bllections from the village during this series of
had been under attachment, and the whole
pehalf of the Government, were no

lected on
atural inference, from the gtatemeqt' given above,-
Rupees 323, but something less. "

ost imperfect éud confused, but

varied from Rupees 40 in Fasli
d the Board are disposed

’s showing are m
on this account
jarying in every year, an

Neen misunderstood.
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8. For instance, Mr. Cotton states
Tawls Bhist oy ) : that in the Demand, Collection and Balance
qmtﬁymmd““' 0 statement for Fasli 1266, the demand is
Savarum ... . e do dutie 1(:; entered as Pagodas 118, and he seems to
agg"rl:;? Lg eﬂ;ﬁlmsmw " 29 assume that in that year the demand against
Fees to village Officials.iw vev s 18 the Srotriyamdérs reached that amonnt,
Ea — but he immediately afterwards gives a state-

Of 'Rﬁ;le%:_':’_ 3(7)? 2(7, ment for Fasli 1232, as shewn in the margin®

——1__ from which he deduces that in the latter

i . | year the demand against the Srotriyamdars
was Rupees 307, while to the Board it appears Y prove that the above sum of Pagodas 118 was

: e
not the “ Srotriyam jodi,” but the full assessd‘em claimable by the Srotriyamdérs from the

rdyats, while the demand'against these last was R‘ppees 167 at most, and not Rupees 307, which
was, on the contrary, their clear profits.

9. And here again the Board think that Pa
ing be assumed to represent the legitimate dema

41 31

odas 25, or Rupees 100, might without strain-
against the Srotriyamddrs for “ Jodi.”

10. The sannad conferring the village, wh h is dated more than 100 years back,
the amount of Srotriyam,” as Mr. Cotton expr y

annually. A dumbala issued in Fasli 1198, A.
Pagodas, or 120 Rupees.

11. In the accounts of Fasli 1213, Pagodas

shows
es it, to have been 5 Pagodas, or Rupees 20
1. 1788-89, by a former Collector, gives it at 30

50, or Rupees 200, is shewn under the head of
rtain items,” but of this account a copy
s signature, by Mr, Oakes, the then Collecteor,
quoted remark does not appear, Mr. Cotton

aranc : . e L
sy 01 being an interpolation in the original, or whe-

ther in fact the duplicate examined is an origing o¢ a1], Tt appears, from a subsequent passage

in'his letter, to be unauthenticated by any signalure, while the extract produced by the Sro-
triyamdar, is signed by the Collector.

12. In a subsequent letter Mr. Wood, th

Srortriyam, with a remark that it is “independer o .
on stamped paper was furnished in 1819, underf‘t-

to the Srotriyamdars, and in this copy the abo
does not state whether it bears any appe

Collector, reported that in a statement of the
ns in the Chilkalurpad estate, furnished by the
ir in the above year Tasli ].‘2.1'3, the Srotriyam
en at Pagodas 50, (Rupees 200,) which the
dars admit to be correct, and which corresponds

Dated 28th September, in. Con. 28th
December 1858, No. 4436.

with the extract from the accounts which they pr

13.  The whole estate of Chiikalurpad wa
released in 1834, and in 1836 was sub-divided.

the Coll

Dated 2Tth July, in Con. 11th August from Fa

1836, No. 2029. : account

under attachment for arrears in 1833, it was
the accounts submitted on this last occasion by
tor, the “ gross collections” for seven years,
i 1235 to Iasli 1241, are shown, and in this
he entry relating to the village in question,

shows tht ¥ AL
: ; STy s th sum of Rupees 323, which is the amount,
which, as above pointed out, has since its att

‘hment been assumed as the amount due on

account of “ Srotriyam jodi,” but the object of L

g is account was to ascertain what the rent roll of
each division of the estate was, and as the Board A

b dal ks. it includes ; ave already observed, and as Mr. Wood in his
JPUCERSUT, QAU s TOMIEN Th O N | which are additional to the * Srotriyam jodi,”

this last constituting only a part of the sum itself]

14, The Board trust that the foregoing re
the proper amount of *“ Srotriyam jodi” being
assumption created the arrear, that that sum was
from the village during a series of 22 years, whi
that Rupees 200, which the Srotriyamdérs admi

harks will serve to show that the assumption of
lupees 323, was probably incorrvect, but this
ally far more than the whole average collections
h were no more than Rupees 232 annually,
ed, and which both Mr. Wood and Mr. Cotton

- -

e e e e
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Proceedings of the Madras God:?mment, Revenue Department,
for the monih { March 1860.
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oper amount of Srotriyam jodi, and that, at any

i t, W bably the
appeared iR the village, as evidenced by the results of the

rate, it was not inconsistent with the resources
s

long sequestration.

15. The point was still unsettled, and a
was not clear, but balancing probabilities, the
justly for all parties, and th‘e?' beg to observe, t
judgment, rectified the decision arrived at by
estate for an arrear based on a demand, which ne

ision had to be come to onit. The evidence
ard decided, as they thought, and still think
t, in doing so, they merely, to the best of their
he Collector, when in 1834 he attached the
er did the Srotriyamdérs admit to be correct, the
ccounts justify, nor the authorities counte-
nance so far as any records go to show, for no
* correspondence with the Board, relative to the
attachment, seems to have taken place, which
f Chilkalurpad being under attachment at the

in mind, was still in partial abeyance, for to
have involved resumption of the Srotriyam, at
at the request of the Officer in charge of the

From Head Assistant Collector in charge, date
4th, in Con. S0th May 1859, No. 2449.

s may be explained by the e}ltire estat
This decision, moreover, it is t‘o be bo
arried it to its legitimaie conclusion wou;
the Board’s interfere

perhap
time.

have ¢ .
a date long anterior to

o it i itithe explanation which has now been offered, the
d Government feel satisfied with" g :
16. S:m‘;lenew the application made in tRr letter of 19.&}} October 18.;9, No 24:;3(9), 81081-
e oh Collector to write off from the counts the fictitious arrear of Rupees 2, ; -8,
. 5 :
authontyft"; :o the Srotriyamdérs the sum of *Upees 514-7-4 collected o?‘ Lshexr 'accox{n; from
and, Joepa ess of the amount settled to WVe been due from them as * Srotriyam jodi.
Rayats, 1n eXc
e (A tr Extract.)
igned) W. HUDLESTON, Sub-Secretary.

—_—

: ] . )
No. 55. ORpER THEREON, Gth March 1860, i

: - srcumstances under which the Board of Revenue
L - the‘ the Visvandtuna Khandrik4 in the late Guntoor

bl trivam jodi in ¢
D e ;i:t;:r:;ﬁ:;:; iﬁ: :ay; a:e givel at length by the Board, and do not require
District. '

recapitulation here. |9 henticated document which bears on the
i htthe.yaut enticate . :

2. It may be briefly }:Fm:ﬂi?ctlh:a :cc ount furnished to the Srotriyamdars by Mr. Oakes

o 16(1!9 . and from thif it appears that the Srotriyam was Pagodas 50 or

L d therefore were correct in fixing that amount,

. The B d ;. : ;
Janation nols:uf::sm?::(e)d also sheys that they did not exceed their authority in so
and the explanatio s § .

Paragraph 11.

doing. : :Proceédings under consideration, the Govern-
b o, Sl counts the fictitious arrear of Rupees 2,560-8-8,

¢ authority for writing off from thg Sk 3 3 1 oxsass of the
f at:1 : tZ the Srotriyamdrs the 8 of Rugees 5}4—:7 4, collected in
and for refunding n as Srotriyam jodi.

been due from the
amount now settled to have been oy (Signed) T. PYCROFT,
f ! Chief Secretary.
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Proceeding: ' s Glbernm
edings of the Madras Gdoernment, Revenue Department
for the month Jof - March 1860 ’

i
0
ekl O : At

}

Read the following Proce dings i
No. 607. 8 edings ) the Board of Revenue, dated 4th February 1860,

i

Read the Proceedings of Government, da d 16th November 1859, No. 1557, R. D
| L No. 108 kN
(In Con. 17th Noverffber 1859, No. 5766.)

In the above Proceedings of Governmelflt on the adjustment made by the Boa d, of th
outstanding claim for jodi against the Srotriyafindsrs of the Visvinatuna Khandriké in ’ho lt :
Guntoor distriet, it is observed, that in passing®an order for the reduction of the 'odi'ntlh:: ;!3 at((;
of Revenue exceeded their authority, and theyflare required to state the rounds (;]f th,' ] ?ar
that the proper amount of the jodi is Rupees ; 0. . i
2. '1.‘116 Board beg leave to observe that Yffley are not sensible of having in any way assumed
an ﬂ\lﬂ‘f)flt)f not properly belonging to them, #hd they trust that the follov:inrr explanation, even
should it fail to satisfy Government of the coffrectness of the Board's opinio;lD that the 'od’i :
perly chargeable is Rupees 200, will suffice td shew that what the Board intended to (i]o wal;r:c;
ascertain what the demand really should be, allyqint regarding which great uncertainty prevailed,

at variety of practice appeared to have takey place, and on which the Board considered they

are
as the Collector of the

were as competent to form an opiniot fi i § :

47 l;l i pll th‘, s A e materials before them,

district, on whose ru ing apparent = al K p
! g app J arreaifhad been declared to exist.

aQ ~) .40
3. Tn his lettér of 3d November 1857, Hfr, R. Cotton, then Acting Collector of Guntoor,
poinfled out that the Agraharum had been attached 23
In Con. 13th February 1858, No. 4419 3{)“‘ ago in 1835 for arrears which were then small,
S gt . uth,d since accumulated to Rupees 2,425-4-8 and
th'a‘t tlre point at issue between th? Agraharutif, g and the Government Officers as t’o the am,ount
of jodi properly claimable, on which the asserlq arrear was founded, had still to be settled.

4. He stated that from 1832 the demand

had been made annually at Rupees 323, com-
posed as shewn in the margin, against which

g it BBt . the Agraharumdars had constantly protested as

Savarums ...« % Benieb saston o miy winies, 44 1
e e maike By S8 sE excessive and unsupported by any official

Quit-rent on In.ﬁms...... o wreN
Ordinary Nuzzar N R R AR . .
% EEOIMERRRE SR records. The difference, however, between this

First 4y
sum and that coltected had been regularly charg-

Bonus for Dumbah;...... S
Taharir, or fee to Ser vin 4 :
: - ed against the village as an arrear, and thus the

dually accrued.

Rupee

QEOLIIYAM oo aes stnisn a0t sassretess i tels™ 0 ke = 2(
Additional charges on Zamindéare’ rent-free
cultivation since transferred to the Agraha-

existing accumulation gra

t for 22 years from Fasli 1244 to Fasli

5. e appended a statement showing ‘ he accoun
1266, from which it appeated that the averagdollections from the village during this series of
throughout the whole of which the VMage had been under attachment, and the whole

years,
£ of the Government, were no

assessment (not merely the favorable jodi,) Hbllected on behal
more than Rupees 232. @ .

6. It will probably be admitted that thifnatural inference, from the statement given above,
hing less.

the jodi of the Srotriyam was fot Rupees 323, but somet

ing to the Collelllor's showing are most imperfect and confused, but
4 from Rupees 40 in Fasli

pears that the collectihs on this account varie
and the Board are disposed

would be, that

7. The accounts accord

according to them it ap
1203, 1o Rupees 363 in Fasli 1237, the amoul§ varying in every year,

to think that the entries have, to some extentiheen misunderstood.
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Proceedings of the Madras Gotynment, Revenue Department,
Jor the month of March 1860.
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8. For instance, Mr. Cotton states

o S ok A e N that in the Deman(-l, Collection and Ba]anc.e

qro"mmDed“c‘ e statement for Fasli 1266, the demand is

PRI Ll s vheri s + e - 18 D entered as Pagodas 118, and he seems to

Qﬂ.dc"r’fé'f lm‘,‘e{"nﬁ?,i”” el 2 assume that in that year the demand against

Fees to village Officials........ .. 18 the Srotriyamdérs reached that amount,

1 3 10 put he immediately afterwards gives a state-

L{; rﬂflllldc‘; 3(7,g’ 2(7) ment for Fasli 1232, as shewn in the margin®

from which he deduces that in the latter

' year the demand against the Srotriyamdars

was Rupees 307, while to the Board it appears t prove that the above sum of Pagodas 118 was

not the © Srotriyam jodi,” but the full assessnfy,y claimable by the Srotriyamdérs from the

rdyats, while the demand against these last was Rtpees 167 at most, and not Rupees 307, which
was, on the contrary, their clear profits.

9. And here again the Board think that Pajoqas 25, or Rupees 100, might without strain-
ing be assumed to represent the legitimate dema against the Srotriyamdérs for « Jodi.”

Pags.

10. The sannad conferring the village, whi

‘ is dated more than 100 years back, “ shows
the amount of Srotriyam,” as Mr. Cotton expre

: y E es it, to have been 5 Pagodas, or Rupees 20
annually. A dumbala issued in Fasli 1198, A. 1} 1788.89, by a former Collector, gives it at 30
Pagodas, or 120 Rupees.

1_1' In t.he accounts of F“-Sl.'. IQI'?’ Pagodas 0, or Rupees 200, is shewn under the head of
Srortriyam, with a remark that it is “independen} ,f certain items,” but of this account a copy

on stamped paper was furnished in 1819, under h signature, by Mr. Oakes, the then Collector,

to the Srotriyamdars, and in this copy the above quoted remark does not appear. Mr. Cotton

does not state wheth'er it bears any appearance of being an interpolation in the original, or whe-
ther in fact the duplicate examined is an origina at all

in his letter, to be unauthenticated by any signatiye
. » . . )
triyamdar, is signed by the Collector.

It appears, from a subsequent passage
while the extract produced by the Sro-

) : « My 4
12. In a subsequent letter Mr. Wood, the Collector, reported that in a statement of the

Agrabarulys in the Chilkalurpad i
; : pad estate, furnished by the
Dﬁlt;‘d 98;71 ‘?gzitgw}i}fer’z;?ggconl 28th ?arfsl}tad t in the above year Fasli 1213, the Srotriyam
R e A : -l‘Odl i gi%en at Pagodas 50, (Rupees 200,) which the
Srotriyamds s admit to be correct, and which corresponds

with the extract from the accounts which they Prof, ce.

13. The whole estate of Chiikalurpad was
released in 1834, and in 1836 was sub-divided. [

the Colle
Dated 2Tth July, in Con. 11th August from Fag

1836, NO. 2029. acecount tf 3 & 5 §
le entry relating to the village in question,
. ; shows thell um 0}' Ru yees 323, which -iﬂx the amount
which, as above pointed out, has since ‘its atta i® s | Ry ; R

account of *“ Srotriyam jodi,” but the object of th guont, been asumad a. the SRt 0E on

Eheie . was to ascertain what the ]
each division of the estate was, and as the Board b y ] kcghe-Peay r.nll (.)t
ve already observed, and as Mr. Wood in his

hich are additional to the ¢ Srotriyam jodi,”

nder attachment for arrears in 1833, it was
the accounts submitted on this last occasion by
or, the ‘“ gross collections” for seven years,
1235 to Fasli 1241, are shown, and in this

letter above quoted also remarks, it includes itemg
this last constituting only a part of the sum itself, !’

i

1

rks will serve to show that the assumption of
ees 323, was probably incorrect, but this
Ily far more than the whole average collections
were no more than Rupees 232 annually,
], and which both Mr. Wood and Mr. Cotton

14, The Board trust that the foregoing ren
the proper amount of * Srotriyam jodi” being R}
assumption created the arrear, that that sum w;xs re
from the village during a series of 22 years, whic
that Rupees 200, which the Srotriyamdérs admity

3
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Proceedings of the Madras Go«- | rnmen,:, Revenue Depariment,
for the monih o March 1860.
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- : bably the 'per amount of Srotriyam jodi, and that, at any
appeared to consider correct, was probably the /¢ ‘!' e ¥llngeitis Bridaittadl 1y O ot 8 e

rate, it was not inconsistent with the resources l
long sequestration. é

15. The point was still unsettled, and a ¢ §'
but balancing probabilities, the |

It
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o A 1

X
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ision had to be come to on it. The evidence
oard decided, as they thought, and still think
was not clear, : at, in doing so, they merely, to the best of their
justly for all parties, and they a0 chestve gy the Collector, when in 1834 he attached the

judgment, rectified the decision arrived at byggy er did the Srotriyamdérs admit to be correct, the

1 a demand, which neff Fa i
estate for an arrear based on ‘ accounts justify, mor the authorities counte-

nance so far as any records go to show, for no
™ correspondence ‘with the Board, relative to the
' attachment, seems to have taken place, which

T et of Chilkalurpad being under attachment at the
perhaps may be e?p}amed ey f)s b e in mind, was still in partial abeyance, for to
time. This decision, moreover, it 18 to be DARY have involved resumption of the Srotriyam, at

have carried it to its legitimate conclusion 'u!‘ b1 the . foquestiobiis Do it dhaspe- Shihe

a date long anterior to the Board's interferenc

!
district. ¢ feel satisBed Wil ""i; the explanation which has now been offered, the
16. Should Government fec’ Satisise WIS, 1o piar of 19th October 1859, No. 4239, for

lication made in t s .
Board beg to rege; tl:e igpwl::tel off f:om A } Bcounts the fictitious arrear of Rupees 2,560-8-8,
‘.o to the Collector 5! :
811:1}“:“2{:;; o the Srotriyamdirs the sum ol opees 514-7-4 collected on their account from
and Lo

rom them as ¢ Srotriyam jodi.”
the Rayats, in eXCess of the amount settled to ve been due from ¢ L
1 s

(At Extract.)
Pigned) W. HUDLESTON, Sub-Secretary.

From Head Assistant Collector in charge, dated!
24¢h, in Con. 30th May 1859, No. 2449.

(}

\

March 1860, No. 352.

No. 55. R lain the dfFeumstances under which the Board of Revenue
1. These Proceedings fufly expiain the Qg vice,pnsruna Khandriké inthe Jate Guntoor

deemed it right to reduce the Srottiyain dei.i at length by the Board, and do not require
District. The particulars of the case are give

recapitulation i ly authenticated document which bears on the

. Tt may be briefly remarked that the g ihed to the Srotriyamdars by Mr. Oakes

?Ubii;; 5 t:; ;:::!u:: lit appears that the Srotriyam was Pagodas 50 or
in ; a :

1 therefore were correct in fixing that amount,
Rupe;s ngd ;l;:: s};  that they did not exceed their authority in so
ow submitte i

ORDER THEREON, G6th

Paragraph 11.

and the explanation n

o h refl to paragraph 16 of th  Proceedings under COUSidEfatli{m, th; ?(;)(;/881:118-
With reference R © of Rupees 2,560-8-5,

3. Wi {1 g writin; off from the gcounts the fictitious larrea pees 2, rit

ment gran’ g ' of Rupees 514-7-4, collected in excess ol the

and for refunding to s Sﬂ:riyag] dérfs t:hel:h b as Srotriyam jodi.
n due from -
amount now settled to have bee (Signed) T. PYCROFT,
] Chief Secretary.
i

|
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: Proceedings of the Madras ":"

for the month §

No. 54 Read the following Proceedings off
No. 607. '

Read the Proceedings of Government, datf
(In Con. 17th Noveni

In the above Proceedings of Governme !
outstanding claim for jodi against the Srotriya
Guntoor district, it is observed, that in passing

of Revenue exceeded their authority, and theyfike
that the proper amount of the jodi is Rupees 2! 3
i

L are not sensible of having in any way assumed

9. The Board beg leave to observe that th

an authority not properly belonging to them, af
should it fail to satisfy Government of the ‘ tness of the Board’s opinion that the jodi pro-

perly chargeable is Rupees 200, will suffice ¢ *

ascertain what the demand really should be, a §

great variety of practice appeared to have takelf
1

were as competent to form an opinion, from !
district, on whose ruling apparently the arreary

)

3. In his letter of 3d November 1857, 1
poin

but |
that the point at issue between the Agraharumd
of jodi properly claimable, on which the asserte

SOMTIYBIN < oo ss s onens 1548 wuiskesebsvstirinn ve Sl Rup;.
Additional charges on Zamindars' rent-free
caltivation siuce transferred to the Agraha-
rumdars,

Savarnms ... caeee

Quit-rent on Indms.

Ordinary Nuzzur..

First » .

Bonus for Dumbala. ... i canees wrmenes

Taharir, or fee to Serishtadar. .o ccansssasrane

Total Rs. .32

5. He appended a statement showing
1266, from which it appeared that the average
years, throughout the whole of which the villg
t merely the favorable jodi,) €

H

assessment (no

more than Rupeeg 232. -y

6. It will probably be admitted that thel
would be, that the jodi of the Srotriyam was g

- The accounts according to the Collecft

s
according to them it appears that the collectio
1237, the amou

1903, to Rupees 363 in Fasli
to think that the entries hve, to some extents
23 .

e

13
\
1

§
i
v
4
|

‘ 16th November 1859, No. 1557,‘ R. D.

il out that the Agraharu
In Con. 13th February 1858, No. 4419. yearggligo in 1835 for arrears W

R

ernment, Revenue Department,
March 1860.

e Board of Revenue, dated 4th February 1860,

br 1859, No. 5766.)

on the adjustment made by the Board, of the
férs of the Visvénatuna Khandriks in the late
order for the reduction of the jodi, the Board
required to state the grounds of their opinion,

they trust that the following explanation, even

hew that what the Board intended to do was to
fint regarding which great uncertainty prevailed,
place, and on which the Board considered they
b materials before them, as the Collector of the

d been declared to exist.

ng Collector of Guntoor,
m had been attached 23
hich were then small,

lated to Rupees 2,425-4-8, and

d since accumu
rs and the Government Officers as to the amount
d still to be settled.

R. Cotton, then Acti

[ arrear was founded, ha

d that from 1832 the demand
ees 323, com-
gainst which

. 4, He state
had been made annually at Rup
- posed as shewn in the margin, &
 the Agraharumdars had constantly protested as
| excessive and unsupported by any official
' records. The difference, however, between this
. sum and that coltected had been regularly charg-
ed against the village as an arrear, and thus the

existing accumulation gradually accrued.

% account for 22 years from Fasli 1244 to Fasli
during this series of

lections from the village
: ment, and the whole

s had been under attach
gcted o behalf of the Government, Wers no

£ o

Ftuml inference, from the statement given above,
Rupees 323, but something less.

are most imperfect and confused, but
ount varied from Rupees 40 in Fasli
and the Board are disposed

I’s showing
on this acc
garying in every year,
cen misunderstood.
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Proceedings of the Madras Gaernment, Revenue Depariment,
. for the month Af March 1860.

8. For instance, Mr. Cotton states

: Pags. F. C. . ‘B that in the Demand, Collection and Balance

DYOWIE BHISE o s vooinn sssranissrvose ‘ 2
Dodnot: » statement for Fasli 1266, the demand is
g:?;lylixm 2':’5 P4 entered as P?,godas 118, and he seems to
0 18 _ assume that in that year the demand against

Additional demand for sirav. ..
it-rent on I e 7 22 .
B e the Srotriyamdérs reached that amount,

Fees to village Officials..uueee s in 2 18
poEea e 41 81

Remainder... 76 27 ment for Fasli 1232, as shewn in the margin®
L e from which he deduces that in the latter
§  year the demand against the Srotriyamdars
was Rupees 307, while to the Board it appearsfo prove that the above sum of Pagodas 118 was
not the « Srotriyam jodi,” but the full assesqent claimable by the Srotriyamdédrs from the
réyats, while the demand against these last was Jupees 167 at most, and not Rupees 307, which
was, on the contrary, their clear profits.

9. And here again the Board think that Hgodas 25, or Rupees 100, might without strain-

ing be assumed to represent the legitimate demd against the Srotriyamdérs for ¢ Jodi.”

10. The sannad conferring the village, wheh is dated more than 100 years back, ¢ shows
the amount of Srotriyam,” as Mr. Cotton expiges it, to have been & Pagodas, or Rupees 20
annually. A dumbala issued in Faslil198, A.D. 1788-89, by a former Collector, gives it at 30
Pagodas, or 120 Rupees.

11. In the accounts of Fasli 1213, Pagodd 50, or Rupees 200, is shewn under the head of
Srortriyam, with a remark that it is “independdg of certain items,” but of this account a copy
on stamped paper was furnished in 1819, underfjs signature, by Mr. Oakes, the then Collector,
to the Srotriyamdars, and in this copy the abge quoted remark does not appear. Mr. Cotton
does not state whether it bears any appearance being an interpolation in the original, or whe-
ther in fact the duplicate examined is an origiffj at all, It appears, from a subsequent passage
in his letter, to be unauthenticated by any signdyye, while the extract produced by the Sro-
triyamdar, is signed by the Collector.

12. In a subsequent letter Mr. Wood, th Collector, reported that in a statement of the

Agrahar ms in the Chilkalurpad estate, furnished by the
Dated 281h September, in Con. 28th Sarishta@y in the above year Fasli 1213, the Srotriyam
December 1858, No. 4436. jodi is @ven at Pagodas 50, (Rupees 200,) which the

Srotriyaflars admit to be correct, and which corresponds
with the extract from the accounts which they piiguce.

13.  The whole estate of Chiikalurpad wafunder attachment for arrears in 1883, it was
released in 1834, and in 1836 was sub-divided. & the accounts submitted on this last occasion by
‘ the Collletor, the “ gross collections” for seven years,
Dated 27th July, in Con. 11th August from Falli 1235 to Fasli 1241, are shown, and in this

1836, No. 2029, accountghe entry relating’ to the village in question,

shows th sum of Rupees 323, which is the amount,

which, as above pointed out, has since its atfbhment been assumed as the amount due on

account of *“ Srotriyam jodi,” but the objeet of thjs account was to ascertain what the rent roll of
each division of the estate was, and as the Boar

letter above quoted also remarks, it includes itenf fwhich are additional to the Srotriyam jodi,”
this last constituting only a part of the sum itsel§

ave already observed, and as Mr. Wood in his

14, The Board trust that the foregoing rel farks will serve to show that the assumption of
the proper amount of “ Srotriyam jodi” being upees 323, was probably incorrect, but this
assumption created the arrear, that that sum was ally far more than the whole average collections
from the village during a series of 22 years, whilh were no moré than Rupees 252 annually,
that Rupees 200, which the Srotriyamdérs adm‘j lod, and which both Mr. Wood and Mr. Cotton

but he immediately afterwards gives a state- .

|
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V;jﬂ'madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
for the month of March 1860.
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Proceedings

%im&!@ roper amount of Srotriyam jodi, and that, at any

appeared to consider correct, was probably S r ph - BirIyam)octy . \

PP S - stent with the segources ot the village, as evidenced by the results of the
rate, it was not inconsis E |

long sequestration. 1l unsettled, and# decision had to be come to on it. The evidence

15. The point was ?n g obabilities; the Board decided, as they thought, and still think
was not clear, but balancing P s obsert®s that, in doing so, they merely, to the best of their
justly for all parties, and they D% 8 /by the Collector, when in 1834 he attached the
judgment, rectified the decmgn and which néither did the Srotriyamdars admit to be correct, the
estate for an arrear based on & €T ~ accounts justify, nor the authorities counte-
ctor in charg® ted nance so far as any records go to show, for no

dated
Fron Head Assistont Colt No. 9449, correspondence with the Board, relative to the
e eSWL

4¢th, in Con. 30th May 1859, attachment, seems to have taken place, which

3 by the entir ; of Chi]ke{lurpad being under attachment at the
perhaps may be explainec. b ¢ is to bePorne in mind, was still in partial abeyance, for to
time. This deecision; m'o.reovel', onc usion Would have involved resumption of the Srotriyam, at
have carried it to its legmma:;:d,s interferente, at the request of the Officer in charge of the

a date long anterior to the

diStfiCt-‘t, fecl catisfied with the explanation which has now been offered, the
16. Should Grovernment etioﬁ“made‘ in fieir letter of 19th October 1859, No. 4239, for
Board beg to renew the apphc:e from thefaccounts the fictitious arrear of Rupees 2,560-8-8,
authority to the Collector - e pe sum of Rupees 514-7-4 collected on their account from
and to refund to the Srotriyat ¢ settled ©© have been due from them as  Srotriyam jodi.”

amoun

the Réyats, in excess of the (A trhe Extract.)

Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Sub-Secretary.

—

OgpEn THEREY 6h March 1860, No. 352.
No. 55. :
: lain V5
1. These Proceedin - .odiif the Visvanituna Khandrik4 in the late GuntOf):
deemst HNERE S S n at length by the Board, and do not require
District. The particulars 0 ;
recapitulation g ke at ﬂ;e only authenticated document which bears on the
2. It may be briefly l'.em&T, accopnt furnished to the Srotriyamdé.rs by Mr. Qakes
ot n frmﬂ‘th“l it appears that the Srotriyam was Pagodas 50 or
The Board therefore were correct in fixing that .amc.)unt,
Rupe§9 iztte;i also shews that they did not exceed their authority m so
: ubm .
and the explanation now § ‘
avibgs sof the Proceedings under consideration, the Govern=-

3. With reference {’afagrap wom th¢ 8ccounts the fictitious arrear of Rupees 2,560-8-8,

"ment grant authority for ;“:::igy:mdﬁrs the Sum of Rup.ees 5'14-?-4‘, collected in excess of the
and for refunding to ﬂ;:‘; v: peen due from ‘him as Srotriyam jodi. o
amount now settled 0 ; (Signed), Te PYCROFT,

Chief Secretary.

Paragraph 11.
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