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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
13th June 1862.
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185. Read the following letter from W. T. BLAIR, Esq,, Acting Indm Commissioner,
10 J D SIM, Esq., Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort Saint George,

dated Vellore, 5th Fune 1862, No. 33 :—

e
he accompanying copy of Instructions issued by me to my Deputy Collectors, though
aceordance with the practice hitherto pursued in the Department, involves a question of some
importance, and 1 havesthe honor; therefore, to submit it for the appro¥al of Government. Itis
rovided that every eatire Inam village being jointly responsible for any J6di charged upon it
. should be treated as a single case, and enfranchised upon one and the same rate. It appears to
" me, however, that an e;_;cegt.ion to this rule may be properly made where the different shares
~of a village are held by families totally unconnected with each other, in which case I see no
reason why the righ(‘."ﬁ of Government to the reversion of shares which may now lapse, or to a
righer quit-rent upon shares held by “heirless widows should be foregone, the other sharers
~belonging to different families having no claims to succeed to them. At the same time I do
. stion the rights of parties who may have come into the possession of
" ghares before the rules of 1848 in accordance with the then prevailing usage, under which
' Agraharam shares were to some extent considered as saleable and transferable property, and
 there was little interference with the appropriation of the shares on the part of Government 50

long as the whole village was hield upou a valid title.

P

" not propose to call into que

Proceedings of the Indm Cominissioner, dated Vellore, 27th May 1862, No. 32.

1. The Acting Commissioner has had under review a number of Agraharam Registers in
which the Deputy Collector has made a separate settlement with, and recommended a separate
Title Decd to be given to each sharer. This Leing contrary to the uswal course, the Acting .
Commissioner desires to lay dowa the following itistructions on the subject.

-2, Indm grants of entire villages may be divided into two classes ; those made to a single
individual known as  [o&miti” or ¢ Shrotriem” villages, and those called “ Agraharamsh
- conferred on a community of Brahmins consisting of several distinct families and held in a
umber of divided shares or Vrittis, The former classes of villages, however, have not unfre-
-~ quently been divided among the descendants of the grantee and held in separate shares; while
the  Vrittis in’” the Agraharams bave likewise undergone many sub-divisions and changes have

‘been made in the allotment of thelands. But in neither case has the Government recognized

" the divided shares absolutely as_separate property: On the contrary, the whole body of sharers

n each Agraharam or Shrotricm, has been held to be jointly responsible for the Jddi to which

e village is liable. There ave ge,nerailly no recordsof the fields. attached to each share, and
Gg,’,e}nmem have néver been' a party to the sub-divisions and alterations of the shares which
‘may have from time to time. aken place. Even where the cultivated fields have been from the
ate of the grant held in divided shaves as in Agraharams, the waste Poremboke and other
ommon property in the village ar  held jointly. 1n consequence of the joint rights and joint
responsibilities which, as- abovs described, more or léss exist in all these cases, it becomes
G necessary that a sin le settle ent should be made for each village, and the Acting Cor . :
" directs that this course be invariably followed, * : o o
8. Next as regards ‘the terms of enfranchi i
one: ected that whe

of the same | i igma};-grmtég though in divided shares, it will be
‘properly treated and enfranchised as one Wstate being, however, held jointly answerable for

he J4di.  But where the shares are held by families tolally. unconnected with each other, the

~ members of one family cannot be regarded as rightful claimants of the share held by another
and such share in default of heirs ought to lapse to Government though there may have existed
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$ :Gavemment, Revenuye Department,
June 1862,

rever mnfﬁnd resunied shares of Inim villages though they;_%}‘
living, These resumptions being made 4 pou grounds which
10t he now disturbed, :

“Y'ﬂ:‘r’e are laid down ¢

r of any othey

ssment, if they lapse
hole village, though

ently enfranchised will be.
Shares whie

rent of the village.

ation of the separate

otofore, which is an

£ great value to the

eollection of quit-rent and the

H0we to the proposal of one of the Deputy
gach sharer in an Agraharam, (he

Acting Commissioner
en than Tiye Deeds, The shareholdeps are at liberty
GiSter on Stampt papey. which will give them all the
i interests in yhe village.
ner desires ¢ Notice. - Agraharams
transferabq Property, Shares have.
ations anq others who cannot be
S MBout any conscionsness of
035¢ssion of by the other share-
to the hands of strangers with
mmissioner that the past title -
“ €amnot be pow fairly questioned. v
Clised with Yoference to the Pposition of the alieneos g

o

 (Signed) W. 1, BLAIR,

~ Acting Iné@, Qmi'nivmr.
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