C.F, 73,

Dato R WHAT PURPOSE, Initials of

taken |T—————————| lark taking Initials of

of attender,

o
out, Department, [0, No.| Year, | he Paper or g attender,




!
&

T TR b s ™) - I

S

GG

Ny e

s
s T
o

s

e e
CRNEIE P
.=v‘ s - -

L e ‘_.:
L)

L G e~ o S e

s of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
15th August 1862.

e

Proceeding

R

-
— e e R R e ST T

Read the following letters :—

From W.HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to
7. D. SIM, Esq., Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, dated Madras, 30th

May 1862, No. 3,491,

No. 196.

Sig, .
1. 1am directed by the Board of Revenue to submit their reply to the Proceedings of

Government, dated 5th April 1862, No. 760, Revenue Department, referring to them the ques-

tion of the Mukhasa tenures in the ancient Zamindéris of Ganjam.
Ily conferred with the Indm Commissioner on the subject, and

9, The Board have persona
nnected with the permanent. Settlement of the Peshkush on

have perused the correspondence Co
rrived at the following conclusions on the particular subject referred

these Estates, and they havea

to them.
3. The Mukhasa grants were certainly no where permanent alienations of public revenue,

2nd are thus not disposed of by the clause in the Istimrar Sunnud, which excluded from the assets

left at the disposal of the Zamindérs:, the * Lakhiraj lands (lands exempt from the payment of
« public revenue) and all other alienated lands paying a small quit-rent.”

4,  Lands held as Mukhasa were thus liable to be assessed to the public revenue, and thus as

was shown by the Board in their Proceedings on the same question

1,658,  as connected with the Kistna District, the full value of the Mu-

khasa lands was included in the Estimate of the annual value of the

he lands were  immediately under the Zamfn-

where the Peshkush was calculated at a

to doubt that the reversionary right

Dated 25th March 1861, No.

ircuit Committee in 1786,as t

14r, and given or resumed when he pleases,” and thus
sertain proportion of the available assets, there is no reason

n the Mukhasa lands vested in the Zamindar,
5. But in the case of the Ganjam District the proposals

',;?):‘1 gz::d ';z gg;:d’, d’:’ed;;fdh ﬁz ]lggi of the Board of Revenue for the permanent Peshkush on
' each Estate, which proposals were approved by Govern-
y on the past collections of revenue from the Zaminddrs, and not on an
ble receipt from the Ryots, and as in the case of lands then held on
ments made by the 7.amindars to the State could have ineluded only the
Kattubady, or favorable quit-rent on which the Mukhasas were held, the
case of the Masulipatam District will not apply to establish, in
Zamfnddrs to the full assessment on these lands should
ntees, or any theoritical right to resume them.
6. But it does not follow from this fact, that the intention of the Board and Government
ement in this District, was to reserve this reversionary right to
t appears to the Board that a very legitimate inference may be

Istates made by the C

nent, were based mainl
1timate of their possi
\Iukhasa tenure, the pay
jtate’s proportion of the
wrgument that held good in the
anjam, the reversionary right of the
hey lapse by failure of heirs to the original gra

n making the permanent settl
Fovernment. On the contrary i
drawn in the opposite direction.

£ the value of Zamfndéris formed by the

7.+ The estimate 0
ly included the full® value ‘of the

ie;ir:;;"ggz:};h %c;fw‘;‘,“’ ﬁﬁ‘éé’& Cl"l':‘h Circuit Committee certain
February 1862, 10 Government Pro-  Mulkhasas, but this estimate was rejecied by the Board as being
ceedings under reply. G utteﬂy inapplicable to present Capacity, and adverse to the
« ‘future prosperity of this province :” and it is therefore in the
probable that, actuated by this opinion of the
d would have excluded from their own calcu-
ded, without makin:g special allowance
o in the case of the Sayer, Salt, Abkarry and Moturpha.

8. Again the avowed intention of the Board and Govern-

1 Jetter 17tk May 1804, pard- ! § s
o e 1, 16, 17 A, ment in the permanent cettlement of the Ganjam District was that
wally liberal, so as to induce loyal sub-

eo paragrapli 14 of the Board's letter
t Ll 2 .
o Government, dated 17th May hxghest degree ”

1804, above quoted,
estimate, the Boar

"ation any assets which the Circuit Committee had inclu

or the excluded items as Was$ don

graphs | 9
°V°m'“°“; i"“e' o3xd June 1804, j¢ should be more than Us
paragra . e k . 5 F ¢
v mission in a territory which had hitherto been rent by internal
and influenced

rebellion against Government,

issention, and was usually in great part in open
y contemplated the withdrawal from the Zamin-

y this policy, it 18 still more improbable that the



; ent, Repe
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dars of what was hither i
loned privile
ge, and

to thei
must have been most §; o

ghly valued 45

N~

one which in the ¢

ing the North : 8 i :
4 ern ude
Circars, ed evident from all the early co RIN of society
rrespo ¥
Selt:l ;f&?f“ﬂh 37 of the Circuit Cop 9 . Age} pondence regard-
: eport, dated 7 : ain j
1785, and  parmgrany o2® April - d4rf it v n the particular insta
e LY a5 expressly stated th nee of the Gumsur Zgpg
Y that the Cir amin~
: cuit :

Board’s letter 17¢h May 1804
solutely refused to charge with

10. These Inims
Sl could only h
the Circuit C - . Y have beep
ommittee as Incumbrageeg i“heri::;l;,e nall]tnre of M“khaaas B
Y the Zamfadgr f :
rom hj

they.been ordinary Ingm grants by e

public revenue, they would not |, uthorities Competent ¢
[ .Yet in this case, althou;[:';:)een ;

a Iarg? available asset in excess of th \:'as

valuation as excessive, and fixed th Yhi

tl‘1e Committee’s valuation after de:i3 PG:Sh

given Rupees 1,07,760, as the Gove:::

hey are described by

S ancestors, and haq

evidem thﬂt th
i ere was at the d;
uit COmmittee’s e dlsposal of
valuati : the Za
B Rupees 70 oo o0 still the Boarg reject:!h:;?‘:
a

000
g the specially rese o Per annum, whey two-thirds of

case, ]v;as i;;en%ed t:; be maintaineq j i
- e Board are not satisfied f ncient Estates i g
3 % n th -
the M_u]fhasas in the Jalluntra ang K:l'il;( Mr. Taylor’s arguments tha: :;‘Smct.
True it is that the Board when making theiOte Zamind4rfs « clearly bele reversionary right in
T pr ongs to Gove
nment,”

the District had befor : oposals j
efore them in these two ¢q 20 1808 for ths Pérmanent Settlem
ent of

other ancient Estat i 5 i
R ore relia
b »and were thus able to egy; reliable data that wey :
also true that the settlement of Kalik “mate their resources i, AT Slel the
other of the Estates, but special reas 01 ote was apparently more favo:‘;t]h gl';'-'ater accuracy, anq i,
ns are assigned b able than j
. th ¢ n the ca
See Board to Government, dated 17th for their recommendati{) e Board 5ol IEtter to G Fr! i
May 1804, paragraph 52. that the revenye recei :;s In these cases, and althoygh e
X eived b ough it
Notie Gl Kal y Gover : 8 sta
0be.—The comma which is inserted ikote was under their direct man::rn £ P Estatetz(fl
gemen

in the printed vol ; .
Taylor's printed rvgnge ;;ie?n g:e Tecommendations fop the f
words Kattubady and Maniem should “ payments for Ka“llba.dy

be struck out. 1t i 5
e o 18 not
original, aud tends to misleadfn the must be borne in mind t

ft i
?‘ th}: ttlclerm }I)roves nothing for the present purpose, and M
ey ;_va.ue of the Mukhasas or Jaghires in Kali’k t £
omitted in‘all the accounts Mr. Brown's included,” :

15.  Assuming however, whij
» Which was
share for 16 years” on which the settlemel:lrt:Ob?bly b
rent, and not the f'ull value of the M 4

e

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 3

15th August 1862.
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same in all the other Zaminddris in this District, the permanent settlement of which was, as
already shown, based on the average receipts by Government from the Zamindars, which undoubt-
edly included only the Government share of the Kattubady on Mukhasas and not of the full

assessment on these temporary
16. Prima facie it is Impro

differently from the other ancient Za
uch intention existed.
dated 3rd May 1804, to the Collector of Ganjam in reply to one

u which he had forwarded certain lists of Jaghire villages includ-
ing  those separated from t.he Jeraity by 'forrlner chiefs at thls:1 pflacehanﬁ gx.\:n .to certalr.x Zaminda['s:
«¢ in this province when their several Zamindaris were resumed for the liquidation oftheir balances,

iz which A observed that although the Jaghires must be included in the list of villages
. % ¥ :n ‘he Sunnuds and property at their full value, yet still as the object of Government
Sv!;::o estai)lisll a moderate equit which could be paid without difficulty, the Board

able revenue,
might not deem it necessary to reco

A A AP A A AN AN AN

A A AT NI AN

alienations.
bable that the Board should have intended to treat these estates

mindéris in the District, and the Board see nothing to lead

them to suppose thatany s
17. In the Board’s letter,

from him, dated 20th April 1804, i

mmend to Government that the amount of the revenue of the
Jaghires should be added to the Jumma of the Estates; the
Board having observed that the Collector’s list included
¢ Inams, Maniems, Agraharums, Shrotriems, Mukhasas and
under the indiscriminate denomination of Jaghires,” replied to
le of the new system of Revenue administration that lands

«¢ appropriated by Zamindirs and landholders for the subsistence of themselves, families, or
" Zggenl(;ants shall be incorporated with the Government lands and assessable with the public
s

¢ revenue. Of this description are the personal Jaghires in the several Zamindaris. But all
. land, whether exempt from the payment of public revenue with or

« other existing alienations of : I

« without due authority, should be excluded from the p}lbllc asst_essment. ; .
¢ [t will be necessary therefore that you state the different kinds of Indms or alienated lands
¢¢included in the Jaghires, as in Jalluntra and Kalilc.oia, specifying the quit-rent and explaining
« the tenure of each in the most distinct manner in your power, §0 that the amount may be
in case the Board should think proper to assess the

« deducted from the value of the Jaghires,

« Jatter in permanency.”
18. The records of the Board’s Office have been searched without success for any answer to

this letter, but it is evident that the Board did mot wait for it before submitting their recom-
mendation to Government for the determination of the permanent P eshkush, which they_ (%1d on
17th May 1804, by which time their letter could barely have reachfzd the Collector, f{nd it is 2}]50
evident that the recommendations in the case of Jalluntra and Kalikote were made in full view
of the existence of these Jaghires ; that a distinction l.':ad l_’ee“ drawn b.etween the “ personal
Jaghires” (which certainly include Mukhasas), and alienations for public purposes; and th;}t
although the subject in connection with all the festates had been so recenfly brought to their
special attention, it was in no way reserved in their subseque.nt recommend.anons 1o Government,
as a point which would need to be considered hereafter as likely to modify their proposals for

the permanent Peshkush to be paid by the Zaminddrs. Itmust then, the Board think, be assumed
X that the authorities of the day were content to leave the matter

oint Mr. Grant’s Political on its previous footing, which had certainly been f.hat personal
o Norg:gr;‘l‘if(t)lixﬂ;:;;rt. Jaghires, Savarum Jands and Mukhasas were at the disposal of the

Zaminddr for the time being, who granted them out to relatives
t for their maintenance, and resumed them and re-granted them at
that the right of resumption in cases of long enjoyment is one which,
be necessary to allow in practice however good it may be in
f opinion that the ultimate reversionary right under the contin-
must be allowed to the Zamindér, and cannot

See original draft on the Board’s records.

«¢ alienations of every description
the Collector that ¢ it is a princip

See on this F
Survey o
Appendix No. 13 to

and dependants at a light ren
pleasure. Without asserting
at this distance of time, it would
theory, the Board are certainly o
gency of lapse of heirs in the family of the grantee
be asserted by Government.

19. The Board therefore arr
n as Mr. Taylor,

hat different line of argument at much

ive though by a somew
s in Ganjam should be excluded from

the same conclusio viz., that the Mukhasa

e e S -mﬁsﬁ‘“m
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the operations of hi
is Department, 1
- _ ut t i i
an.d Kalikote (which Mr. Taylo,r excl h«; Al g,
this asset of revenue was taken int i |
of the other ancient Estates,

R R L

report communicated to the Board b
has not been taken into consideratio: b
a i

hrgum;;'ntsr, are applicable in this case al);o Sh

ave shown good i . iy
good and safficient reasons for the conch?
usion at which
they

See Board’s Proceedin;
- s 1
Hipity g5, dated 19th Decomber 1839, direct me to submit

Government P di g
Nerment Proceedings, dated 21t Fobruary 1850, - QCC15i0N that wag
Matter of the Muk

21. On the sale of that
; estate f
Kalnko?e, the ex-Zamind4r of Haut ‘:'ua"fa'rs £ ik Vit
possession by lapse or purchase Ve
Kattubady. 3

(209}
22. The Government were

~Zamfndge

gave the villages them
selves to the n
€W purchage
8 ]', a

Peshkush, that s
2 sum nearly represent;
ting the diff
€rence

accounts a :
nd the average collections of ten years of :

S0 :
Tecent date, Ntered in My, Brown’

23.
3. Before the arrangement wag concluded ¢},
. the

issue, and a pension of R
upees 5,000 pe
of herself and the other members,of r.lFe ‘;':Hfllum b
24, 1f T
i ;he’B‘loarc.l are correct in theip vie};v f
aminddris, it would seem that the of the positj
purchaser

entitled to the reversion
: - of thes
ex-Zamindar who had succeeded t:)et o Mukiye Villages

of the case.

25.  They therefore di

3 irect m
additional demand, and to refund Etjotot;ecom
collected from him on this accou Vit
probably about Rupees 10,000

26. The Board do i

not intend i :

granted to the family of the ex-ZamziZt' v, pe shonidy

27, Since the foregoing was dy % Fis P
C?llector that neither Jaghires e
District. They consider this fac
to the re version irrespective of al

mend that th
e
Colleetor be instructeq to
remit thig

esent. Zam,
nt for periods subse ; dér whatever amount
quent to the dea, of the zmay have beep
ex-Zamindj .
ar, bemg

3 Pension
nor Mukhagag arf?::
t to be conclusive aoq
e . 1 other arguments, ¥
: From G, S, FORBES, i
Government, &
SIR,
1. The Revenue B
No. 3,491, not having m:c;lerin
conclude that this letter has 5

2. As the conclusion ary

d have EY !
ludeq ins:::lamed by Te]egraph fr
PN old Inam Register. om the
Y claim on behglf of - O the
\’ernmEnt

n
Ap

Y mention of my leg
?t reached the Boar
1ved at by the Bo

Oth ultimo,
st, No, 79’ I

ry d

~ From G. S. FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganjam,

* to resume lapses. What they intended

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 5
15th August 1862.

herewith copy of my letter to be laid before the Governor in Council when passing orders on the

Board’s communication above quoted,
3. 1 also beg to submit with the same object copy of another letter dated the 29th April

1862, No. 82.

4, Any conclusion drawn from the Indm Register of this District must of necessity fail to
be complete, bzcause only a small portion of the Infms of the District and those chiefly from the
Amany T4lugs found a place in it.
to W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to

the Board of Revenue, Chepauk, dated Chetterpore, 25th April 1862, No. 79.

Sir,
o the Board’s Order, No. 2,562, dated 17th April 1862,

1. I have the honor to reply t
s in reference to the subject discussed in paragraphs 9 to 13 in

the Proceedings of Government under date 5th April 1862, No. 760.
his Order the Government enumerate the data which were

2, In paragraphs 9 to 11 of ¢
¢ settlement of the Ganjam Zamindéris was made, and

before the Board when the permanen
observe that there is no means of determining with certainty whether the Peshkash was intended
he Mukhasas or their Kattubady only and in paragraph 13 they

to include the full value of t
refer the decision of this point to the terms of the permanent Sanads.
3. Muy. Taylor has taken great pains to arrive by inferential reasoning at some satisfac-
Board of that day in regard to this question and

arding the intentions of the
thus expresses his conclusion :—* Though the Mukhasas formed no part of
it may be inferred from the Board’s silence on the subject that they

| reversion of these villages to the Zaminddri, This view is
in the case of one of the Zamindaris, Kallikote, which was under
the period of the permanent settlement, the Board fixed the per-
_thirds of the average Gevernment receipts, which are stated to have
Maniems and extra revenues. It will be seen by reference to the
llector’s Office from the accounts of the permanent
« Settlement for each Zamindéri, that the Settlement of Kallikote was much more favorable to
« that Zamindér than the terms allowed to the others. Another circumstance which is still
« more conclusive is, that the value of the Mukhasas or Jaghirs in Kallikote and Jaluntra is
« entirely and undoubtedly omitted in all the accounts, Mr. Brown's included, and the reversion
% to these villages, therefore, clearly belongs to the Government.” 1 Qri Ao e oixs Rere
quoted a direotly opposite conclusion to that arrived at by Mr. Taylor. In Kallikote the
Government had managed the revenues for several years and knew their average value and they
fixed a Peshkash on assets excluding the Jaghir or Mukhasa Revenues, thus reserving their right

in the case of Kallikote and Jaluntra they no doubt
plate the reversion of these villages to

desiring a statement of my view

tory conclusion reg
in paragraph 20 he
¢t the average collections,
“ contemplated the eventua

« strengthened by the fact that

¢ assignment or attachment at

« manent Peshkash at two
« comprehended Kattubady,
« appended Statement A prepared in the Co

hould the Board contem
) in some Zaminddris and vot in others ?
d Jaluntra reliable data were before the Board, but in regard

ts of actual collections and the accounts rendere d
rthless as data from the circumstance that the
contumacy or mis-management of the

intended in all other cases; why s
the Zamindari (as Mr. Taylor says

4. TIn the case of Kallikote an
to the other Zamindéri they had only accoun
by the proprietors themselves, the first almost wo

collections of those days fluctuated with the extravagance,
Zamindéris ; the other equally unreliable from the self-interest which biased the returns. Hence,

it was not possible to take two-thirds of any precise sum, and the recommendation of the Collector

was followed in fixing a Peshkash which whatever casual correspondence it might have with any

particular account was no doubt intended like the Peshkash of Kallikote and Jaluntra to reserve

to Government the reversionary right over Jaghir villages.

5. 1 have thought it as well to notice Mr. Taylor’s reasoning ou this point, but the Board wil}

find the terms of the permanent Cowles now being sent to them so clear and precise in excluding
settlement that no further argument is needed to establish the

the Jaghirs from the permanent
title of Government, It is obvious that the then Board and Government would never stuliify
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From G. S. FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to W, HUDLESTON, E

8., Secretary %
to the Board of Revenue, Chepauk, dated Chetterpore,
SIr,

29th Aprif 1862,No, go. { ‘W" ' O S -
: 7 P SV s ol A‘? | '
In continuation of my letter of the 26th instant, No. 81, I have the h » | ,! e :
to Mr. Cherry’s letter of the 20th April 1804, whi i % /ﬂ-‘ X . y

Jaghir villages of the Zamfnd4rfs in this Dis & ‘; . ‘4
i & " { m :' 3
(Signed) G.s, FORBES, ;E " ‘ ; ',(— % t“é X -~

~

- ——— 4

An extract from the letter j
d.
enclose (True Copies.)
Collector. sﬁf e - Y A
No. 198, ORDER THEREON, 15th August 1862, No, 1,736, A&“‘M WA : | \
1. This subject of Mukhasa tenures in the ancient Zamindérfs of Ganjam is of a very
intricate nature, and it is therefore desirable that t

he Governor in Council
him all possible information on the question before

should haye before fraes . = . . % o ke 57 Aoett
v . groceeding to its ﬁmlzl adjudication, - i % £

2. With this view the Board of Revenue wi © 80 good as to explain more fully the point /z«a . 4 Y <
urged by their Secretary in the last paragraph of his letter, The Government are notytold l:vhen #ﬁ‘? é“a e v >
or how the old Inam Registers there alluded to were prepared, and without knowing their form % ;‘ M"‘ ' "L R ¥
and precise object the Government are unable to arrive at the conclusion that 5 peculiar kind of { 4 :
village, like the Mukhasa or Jaghir, may not have been purposely excluded without the right of
Government to resume on lapses being thereby affected.

3. In his letter recorded in the latter of ¢
Board will find the terms of the permanent Cowl
that no further argument is needed to establish the

been forwarded to Government, but the Board do
be so good as to supply this omission,

he foregoing Papers Mr. Forbes says that the
€3 now being sent to them so clear and precise
title of Government, These Cowles should have
ot make any allusion to them, They will now

= F | : Y/ Level
1 | g ,é’ ;}Q/“‘— //
(Signed) T. PYCROFT, | ,é“ :

Chief Secretary.
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