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Pronings of e Moo Govrument, T Deparos,
11th June 1860, ;

No.121. Read the following letter from W. KNOX, Esq., Collector of Krishna Distri
D. F. CARMICH AEL, Esq., Private Secretary to ;.l H istrict, to
Saint George, dated Masulipatam, 3rd May 186{)‘ No?eg i :):mrable the Governor, Fort

“bs :
1. I have the honor to return herewith the Petition addressed to His Excellency by the

Dévarakotta Zaminddr, which was referred to me for report with your demi-official letter of

25th November last.
2. Their first Sanad appears to have been granted to the Dévarakotta family in 1640 by

Abdul Kulutsha, but they were not in constant possession of the Estate under subsequent Rulers.
An Istimrér Sanad was granted in Fasli 1212 to Ankinéd, the grand-father of the present
Zaminddr. The items which formed the assets upon which_the permanent Peshkash was then

fixed, are as follows :—
e R R T L R M A RS
Average collection®
Ttems. from 1776 to 1784 a®
entered in the Settle-

I
|
i ment accounts,
)

[ R. AlP,
1. Paddy sundry grains and Jounala..... ... 1,25,209 8 8%
9, Tax on measurement ground..... 3,468 4 0

3. Tax on Artificers. . . oeeem 1,652 . |-2/10%
4, Tax on Indms....c.... coconens 918 ' 810 [
19,044 9 1

" 5. Desmuk Rustms or Darbar charges.......
6. Shroff Rustims 3,008 Il 8
834 6/ 0

7. Sundry items............e bk 2

et Y

Total per annum.......... 1,54,036 )

One-third to Zamindar.. 51,345 0/ 0 [leaving the fzactional part.g

S L) [p—

Permanent Peshkash..... 1,02,690 00
3. There is nothing on the record to establish the Memorialist's assertion that Déspon-
~ dayas gave it false accounts, enhancing the resources of the Estate.

: 4. The Petitioner alludes in the accompanying Petition to some remissions having been
ue during the permanent Settlement in the case of other Zamindaris
It is true Rupees 19,300 and odd was deducted from the assets* of th;
% Vide enclosure, No. 1. Niijid Estate, but it was on account of village charges (“gramakhurch”)

¥ , in which the Zamindér had no share. Some deduction was also made
in the Peshkash of the Munagal and Lingagiri Estates; but it was expressly stated that this was
done as compensation for the inroads of Banditti from the Nizam's territories, which impoverish
the country and compelled the Zamind4r to entertain a large force for its protection. In the
f Dévarakotta, no village charges were included, and there was nothing so peculiar here as

made in the average reven

assets o
to render any remissions of the kind necessary.

5. T do not find any items remitted in the case of other Zamindaris which were not under
similar circumstances deducted from the assets of the Dévarakotta Estate.

6 From the accompanying Statement it will be observed that the Peshkash on the several
Zamind.iris and Sub-Divisions fixed by the Special Committee in Fasli 1212, was either equal
to, greater or smaller than, the calculations of the Circuit Committee. The reason was that the
‘Special Cowmittee fixed the Peshkash with reference to the average collections of Faslis 1206
to 1210, which differed from the average of the years taken by thz Circuit Committee, appointed
20 years before the Special Committee. The Dévarakotta Estate, it will be observed, is rated at -
the same figuce by both Committees. .

7. The Darbar charges and Shroff Rusiims referred to by the Memorialist were denounced
ssive by the former Revenue authorities. The former, which was the
d of all other items except land Revenue, was collected at 1§ Rupee
duce of all the wet grain, and 2 Rupees per candi on the gross
he collection of this, as well as the Shroff Rustms,

as arbitrary and oppre

scipal of the two an
per candi on the gross pro
produce of Jonuala and other dry grains. T
(which will be explained more fally hereafter) was discontinued in Fasli 1230 by Mr. Russell,
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9 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departmé%ﬂ,
‘ . ilth June 1860.

the then Collector, ¢ g tiie management of the Estate by Government, under the orders of
the Board. In 1830, the minority of the Zamind4r Durgé Prasdda Niyudu ceased, Previous]y
to the Istate being made over to him, the mothers and guardians of the minor wanted to re-impose
the Darbar charges and Shroff Rusfims on the ground of their having formed part of the assets
The then Collector, Mr, Dent, attempted to obtain the consent of the Raiyats to the re-imposh{o,;
,of the said items, but he was unsuccessful, and the zealous endeavours of his successors to
consolidate them with the demand according to the Board’s Orders, dated 20th October 1831
totally failed. 2
8. The Estate was made over to Durgsi Prasada Néyudu in October 1831 6 Cortas
conditions for the payment of the arrears and the current Peshkash, &c.; but he fel] i,nto arr ye:
and the Estate was again attached on the 8th May 1832. He died on the $rd June 1834 earfi,
was succeeded by an adopted son, the present Zaminddr, who was then a Mitior. , an
succession of unfavorable seasons, the arrears of Peshkash and the bonded debt accy
Rupees 3,17,688-7-5, upon the reports of the Collectors that the cause which gaye
heavy l.)alance _against the Estate was the kighness of Peshkash, v
calculation, admitted that the Estate had not yielded of late years wh
the time of the permanent Settlement,

Owing to a
mulated to
rise to this
the Board, from actual
at was expected upon at

- The gross value of the Estate according to Circuit Rs
Committee accounts............. Ty R 1,54 636
Deduct } for the Zamfndar..... ... 51,346
34

Peshkash.., 1,02,690

But the actual profits of the Zamind4r were much smaller, as follows :

42 years. Collections from Fasli 1210 to 1251 was T Py
Deduct Peshkash at 1,02,690 per annum fg’?g,;gg
5 # ™
Surplus... b
: or on average profit to the Zamindgr,.,..... rpus 8’311 ,2112;
instead of the sum of Rupees 51,346 in question, ¥ ’
For the first 21 years the average profits per annum
. arounted 10 s et i sids ol R R 37,046
The average of the second 21 Yearsamounted to.., 5,387

In the last years they were worse still, from Fasli 1242 to 1251 ther
10,716 a year. It appearing, therefore, that the Estate had not for a
what was expected by the Committee, and that a corresponding reductj

account of the discontinuation of the Collection of the said two items of Darbar ex d
penses an

Shroff Rustims was Jjust and equi
To Board, dated 3vd July 1838, No. 65. then Collector, recommendede?h‘::il:ee ’sﬁ{n!x‘lo?rgl 5
upees

] ’ 14,702-3-2 per o i
said two items, should be struck out from th,e’}*rmanznt a:sl:::l + SO e Of~ e

9. The Board only took up the im i ‘
tended to cause the defalcationpin the 5:11222;01::."1 fifheD ::::e:!:xfi::s’w?et e Bk
Government, who decided that the compensation on account of the said iterz ‘}‘)P’ ]to E i
recommended by the Board and Government, on the propdftion of £rds, but o’ns t}:u : T}Ot S
f’f that source of the Zamindar's Revenue, less 10 per cent,, being thblé)st’imated o = B
1t, and that the annual compensation should be raised from 12,696? iﬁARupees 17cltzlt)of o
sum was accordingly deducted fro el 174 550,
i bm)lf o m the Peshkash, i, e, 1,02,69047—*:‘140:85,550, w

10.. Besides thus reducing the Peshkash, a sum of Rupees 4-,4-‘3‘;64‘0 c':afc
R.upees. 17,140 per annum from Fasli 1220, in which the collection of Darl;q charge
dlsco‘ntmued, to 1255, in which the reduction in the Peshkash was made was ref'undedgt!3 ‘F
Zamindar as follows ; Rupees 8,96,243-7-10 was credited to the balance of ’Peshkash and bon

debt‘du,e to Government, and the remaining sum of Rupees 49,396-8-2 was refunded to th
Zaminddr in ready cash. 72

llecting
The latter
hich is the
4

ulated gt

11. Butno reductior,x was made in the Peshkash or any amount refunded to the Zamindsr on
account of the Shroff Rustims or fees in question abolished simultaneously with Darbar charges,

0
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The amount entered by the Circuit Committee and by the Special Committee on account of
this item in the assets of the Estate was Rupees 3,008-11-8; but as none of the former accounts
are extent, it is not quite certain at what rate these fees were gollected. From the accounts,
however, of a few Faslis just before the permanent Settlement was made, it appears that this
item was collected at 1§ Rupee per cent. on the gross revenues of the Estate. Out of the
amount thus collected, the Shroff was paid at the rate of 6 Annas, and the remainder was credited

to the Estate in the account as tollows :—

Collection Paid to Balance credited

Faslis. Pagodas. Shroff. to Estate.

* No detailed accounls RAOE Pagodas. P. F. <.
of this Fasli. )15 1S i ST OO R | |t T e ol B5-48
T 814 560 ....... 92 12 67 ....... 221 34 %3

LT P By U o 52 14 60 ......... 129 28 56

The Jamébandi account of Fasli 1211 is not forthcoming. From Faslis 1212 to 1228, the
Parganb was under the management of the Zamindir. From the villagewar accounts of this
time that are extant in the records, it appears that the fees were collected at the above mentioned
rate of 1} Rupee per cent. In the Jamabandi Forms and Statements of Faslis 1226 to 1229,
the fees in question were credited in the accounts at the same rate as follows :

Faslis. 3 ) | g am (Fages
DT e NER B | Ll e R R e 1 | e 1 T
o T T N R S i ket S [ P D
HOIR A il el L L R g g
20 IR S LN L 874 2 6

It does not, however, appear from these accounts how the Shroff then received his fees ; probably
they were given him separately by the villagers who thus had to pay double fees. In Fasli 1230,
the then Collector, Mr, Russell, recommended that this item also, together with Darbar charges
should be discontinued. The recommendation was sanctioned. The collection was accordingly
stopped and the item in question entirely disappeared in the accounts from Fasli 1230 or A. D.
1820-1. But in the Order, dated 6th July 1821, issued by Mr. Russell, it was stated that,
although the Government discontinued the collections of the Shroff’s fees from the Raiyats, yet
it was the duty of the latter to get the coins shroffed before it was paid into the Treasury ; and
that, therefore, the fees in question could not be considered in the lig'hvt of other charges, and
should be paid at a reduced rate of § Rupee per cent. It is not certain whether this was paid
regularly or not to the Shroff; but no complaint was apparently ever made.
12. From Fasli 1228 to Fasli 1258, (except for a short time in Fasli 1241) the Estate was
under attachment. 1n Fasli 1245 or A. D. 1835, December, when the
t1lats Télugs were established, the then authorities fixed the pay for the Shroff.
1at 4 ‘Two were employed for some time at 91 Rupees per mensem and
e v afterwards at 5 Rupees each. The salaries were paid up to 11th July
2 9 1840, and the Shroff’s fees which was fixed at Rupees 253 per annum
- was credited to the accounts as follows:
Faslis, R Pk
X240 (pwit)- o0 isan 0 184 8
Mdlowbole... o .o 253 0
1 LR RNt TN B ¢

B R 253 0
— 943 8

Deduct on account of salaries paid to Shroffs. 252 0 “
Remainder credited to the Estate... ... ... 691 8
Then the Shroffs presented Arzis to the effect that they and their forefathers were in the habit of
receiving fees from Fasli 1162, and that they might be allowed to take their usual fees, c‘erta.in.
Pettanadars and Raiyats also presented Arzis praying that these fees might not be credited in
the accounts, and that they might be permitted to give the fees

t Dated 26th September 1840. to the Shroff as wsual. An Orderf was then issued to tl?e
Tahstldar of Sallapalli, stating that the Shrofl’s fees entered in

the Circuit Committee accounts, which was abolished in Fasli 1230, and for the corresponding
deduction of which from the Peshkash, a recommendation was made on 3lst July 1838, by Mr.
Grant, the then Collector, was quite different from the fees paid by the Raiyats to the S.hroﬂ',
amounting to 250 Rupees per annum, and that, as this last item was not consequently abolished,
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‘Iment,

it sheuld be paid as usual to the Shroff, without be
salaries being stopped.

13 From this Order, it wpuld appear that the Shroff’s fees entered in the assets were quite
different from what the Shroff used to receive from the Raiyats and that the whole amount, Rupees
3,008-11-8 was carried to the Eredxt of .the Estate. But even supposing that a portion of the
fees collected by the Zamind4ir was paid, as stated above, to the Shroff at 6 Annas out of 11
Rupee per cent., it is quite glear tl)at, from Fasli 1230, in which the collection of the fees was
discontinued up to this Iasli, nothing has been credited to the Estate, though 2rds of the said

Lupees 3,008-11-8 entered in the assets has been vegularly collected from the Zamindir, A
small sum of Rupees 691-8, however, being the balan

: _ ce of the collections on aceount of Shroff’s
fees from Faslis 1246 to 1249, after deducting the salaries paid to the Shroffs, was credited ta

the Estate. Except for this short period, the Shroffs have been in the receipt of fees at the
rate fixed by Mr. Russell and the Zamindér has never paid them anything. [t is, therefore, a
clear loss to him, and in any opinion should justly be re-imbursed to the Zaminddr as follows :

R. A. P,

ing entered in the accounts, the monthly

From Fasli 1230 in which it was abolished to Fasli 1269,
being 40 years, at Rupees 2,005.13-1 (being 2ds
of Rupees 3,008-11. ) .

Deduct expenses for collecting
per cent.

Rl e e G T HUTIR0,282 R
the said amount at 10
i 8,023 4 4

————  —

: 2209 7 0
Deduct also the balance abovementioned credited to the

‘state under the head of Shroff Rustims... 691 8 0

Balance payable to Zamindar.. L6517 15 0

14. Mr, Russell, who recommended the abolition of the items in question in Fasli 1230,
gave it as his opinion that they should be temporarily discontinued until such time as the Estate
might be able to bear the full Assessment from the general improvement in its resources arising

from increased cultivation. The Estate may be now said to be in a flourishing state, the Anicut
Channels, which intersect the Pargana,

i baving increased the resources of the lands. The
Raiyats should, therefore, in future, be ¢

; ire, be called on to pay this trivial item which is collected
without any trouble in other Zaminddris ; as wel] as several other extra items.

15. 'The * Darbar charges,” which was rather 5 heavy item, having been finally abolished
by the Government of India, the Petitioner

may, in my opinion, be permitted to collect again
the Shroff’s Rustms at the same rate and on ¢ g 43

and on the same principles as were observed in collecting it
before the permanent Settlement. This wil

I not be considered anything heav i
. v g heavy on 66 villages
and no reduction, therefore, need be made in the Peshkash on account of this item. e

16. As regards any reduction from the Peshkash, which the Memorialist prays for, I ain
not prepared to support it. The lands of this Tluq are peculiarly fertile. The Punasa erops
are sown early in June as soon as the monsoon sets in, Mokkajonna or the great Millet being the
chief crop. From these, the Zemind4r reaps on average no less than 20,000 Rupees. 'i,'hen
the staple crops Jonna and black Paddy are sown in July. There is also 817 acres of irrigated
land. "From all these, he reaps Rupees 80,000 on average. Last of all the Paira crops, viz., the
different pulses fetch him about 20,000 Rupees, total 1,20,000 Rupees is the gross revenue in
round numbers. The actual collections in the Estate

from Fasli 1265 to 1267 are given in the margin. Deduct

Faslis. i Collection.

l o e Peshkaslg 8.'?,550 Rupees, and the remainder is 34,450
1265 | 1.83.190 74 or the prln_clpile of allowing the Zamind4r one-third of
1266 | 1.12.655 4. @ the collections is move than amply preserved. These
1267 | 1,19,223 \ 15 11 collections, however, include the profits of the villages

AP O(T II; 7 pled.ged .by the Zemindér to his creditorsin liquidation
| D MU L of his private debts. But Government have of course
1,21,689 | 14/ 6laverage. nothing to do with the latter :

i on the other hang, the
Estate is now relieved of a heavy expenditure gn acco;xint f)f Marfamant :vgrks, s
strengthening embarkments, &c., to keep Oit % °V§’ fowmgs of the Krishna
to which his dry villages were liable from t e inundations.

17. 'The T4luq being under the sharing system, thle value or the profits of the land is not
.xactly the same throughout, but it varies according to the goodugss of the season, _From one
A e liowever, it is easy to show that the lands of this Pargand are peculiarly fruitful, An
et of blf)*‘t‘ elsha’ua et land in some of the villages pays no less than 24 Rupees, whereas af acre
acre ot cs] e ihe adjacent Médar Pargana belong'u_xg to the Nuzid Zamind4ri pary only 18
of the E’EStT?n best Lands i thie adjacent Talugs of Divi and Bandar pay only 7 and 13 Rupees
R“ll)’::&'w,y ;fcr acre, and so well satisfied is the Zaminddr with the-outturn of Lis lands, that
res

uch as raising and
and of the danger
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Proceedings 07 the Madras Government, Revenue Department, o
11t June 1860.
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~

I lately rode over the line of Canal proposed by Lieutenant Beatty, I found the l_a"d well
when di:‘ e i’r rization and the Raiyats were in favor of the scheme ; but the Zamindar's influence
ad.aptl? o 'ntogthe other scale and it fell to the ground. :

s ‘tlgow?]:lder these circumstances and as it appears that the collections on the average do come
to t.he Peshkash, plus half of it on account of Zami?dér"s share, I feel myself unable to
up ommend any decrease in the Peshkash on the score of its highness.

rec

Statement showing the difference between the calculations made by the Circuit and Special
me ¢ b
mé‘m mittees in the late Masulipatam District in the assets of the several Zeminddries.
om

Two thirds of the gross collec-
tions on the Estate according
to the calculations of the

indari i Special Com-
Names of Zamindari, Estates, or Villages, g g ol i
Committee. | the perma-
nent Beriz.)
2 3 4
1 —_—
Pagodas, Pagogd;ss. %
29,34‘3 s
‘.E'g.*:: (| 1 |Devarakota ... .o oo eee P 10,338
8- 8 2 |Bezoarah ... ... see e eee - - 634
AR 245 3 |Vellanki Venkatakristnard o
uda 4 | Do. Ramakrishnarao... ... .. ... ke
15§€ 5 i Do, = China Raﬁmarés e
iz o Luchmarfo... waf s B ..o : o
é :.S' J g Bg. Venkammardo... sei  ce0 soe e > 5,746 0,746{ 3_:_1
8";.5 . 8 | Do. Venkatagopalards. e
2 gg 9 | Do. Tirumalrio ... 18
ﬁ"§ 0= 10 |Nevalikonijarla ... ... wov oo oe ae o055
5 ?30 g 11 |Wootkoorwar of Komera ... ... .. ...J 1.39¢
|8 £ 8 | | 12 |Varigonavar of Vissanapetta R a4 82
2 ° ®~ || 18 [Charmahal ... .. . ..
. .| 6168 60,001
-1 m"s q; r 1 Naidadavole ass wrs eoe “se e “es o 33’5z1 28’00
,E.;c:-ff’, 2 Nuzivifi' e l3r
2= £Z || 8 [Lingagitie. . v e e SOV i 1250
ES B z 4 |Munagala ... .. .. e 4176 3300
g.é‘ :3 5 [Chintalapudi ... .. i 0 e e L e 295
B Bt e Ol anubordn.. Tiie . wiv R sevy ave oo wee o 1,800
o= c-=§ 7 Jungudul‘l'l e e T | T T A ...m 6,882 6,000
R B Il ' v e e St i
ZA22 || 9 [Kalidindi. .. .. .. e 13,682
A ¢ 10 wa_ e Sy et S sk i
)
O 1 [Nandig8mf ..c i ov oo 000 eis e 4:094 5,200
553 NI TRVAPANL 100 Lonia - o s by, was . 3o . 4500
3 g2 4 i 2,20
mE5 8 Kondapalli .. ... sd e e e ee %53 740
‘55 o & (AkTlawamaunadtee, oo [ eser Svas - ass eas cane et 2,500
s 5% BB o i A ik B s
E:I?‘DE 6 ,Pedana.... v ) o “us wes oue PR e 4,:580 7,600
BSg J| TIGGdEr ..o e e e e e 2333 3,441
o S Tommid s o T R T i N e e :
R L G . e el e e ) :
[l u-'é 10 Kooval’i . 2,13,361 19,768
g;”'ié %OE T Pedapid oo . vin RS  ax - enyr ian
Zw 23 || 12 |Vasantavada ... ... .. oo e e
Bk 18 [ Malakacherls . L LAE s e e wat 840
= T4 K rattivenin. oo sl Foge = sur. e

éri i W. KNOX, Collector.
Krishna District Collector’s Kacherx,} (Signed)

Masulipatam, 3rd May 1860.

————

No. 122. ORDER THEREON, 11th June 1860, No. 964.
: Ordered to be referred to the Board of Revenue for report.

N
ioned) J. D. BOURDILLON,
G Secretary to Governmert.
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