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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
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No. 493, Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenve, dated 15th January
1862, No. 357 :—

Read the following letters :—

From E. B. THOMAS, Esq., Collector of Coimbatore, to W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary
' to the Board of Revenue, Chepauk, dated 4th January 1861, No. 3.

SiR,

! 1. I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the Board’s Circular of the 12th ultimo,
No. 5,822, requesting me to report the names of the Zamind4rs and Mootahs in this District, in
which Muhturfa is legally or permissively collected by the proprietors, and the amouant of the
item as included in the Permanent Settlement accounts.

2 In reply, I beg to state that there are 13 Poliputs in this District, as shown in the margin,

OB : paying an annual Peshkash Of. Rl.lpees' 28,019-9-10. A
gmthoor. | reference to the old records of this office shows that the

& Otta:mputty. - <
Nignid, £ Pactachy Tilngs permanent revem}ue of the five Poliputs in Oodomala-

: %::wpmﬁpum' pett.a.h, and one in Caroor Télug was settled with refer-

- veepo >, . » -

: ‘*MMPzEr‘nw? J ence to the Peshkash paid in Fasli 1210, as reported to

:g;ﬁ;’:}?’ i - the Board in Mr, Collector Garrow’s letter of the 8th

-g;tnmdg\lttr- In g:fomhpeltah _April 1808, paragraphs 18, 19, and 20, in which the

Jag. vxpueey. - . ~ Muhturfa was also ineluded, and consequently it islegally

A, Auliputy. | TnCaroor TEG: \ iliected by the proprietors.
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24 ﬁ - 8. In determining the permanent revenue of the seven Poliputs in Poolachy Tilug, the
% u';Peshkash paid in Fasli“ 1212 was taken as the unalterable tribute to be annually recovered from
: the Poligars—vide paragraph 15 of Mr. Garrow’s letter quoted above, in which the Muhturfa
é : Ry “does not appear to have beeu included, but ithas been allowed by tacit permission to be collecte
~ by the proprietors since Fasli 1212. There is no information on my record, to show the annual
b 5 , : * amount so levied by therh. A statement showing the several items on which the Peshkash of
. i y e 2y ~ each Poliput was settled, is enclosed, in which is exhibited the Muhturfa also, whether included »
3 S T ' : : in the Peshkash or otherwise.
. : V} 4. The Board have not alluded to Shrotriem and Jahgir villages, but I think they
- would probably require information on them also, and accordingly beg to mention them.
: S e 5. There are seven villages held on Shrotriem tenure by the heir of the late Head
: ( S . ';Sheriéht’&dar‘G':u‘v-inda"Row.. The Muhturfa in these villages is collected by Government, the
e ~ Shrotriemdar being entitled only to Land Revenue. ‘
: : L A 16, Theheir of the late Triplicane Ramasawmy Moodelliar of Sevasamoodrum, holds two
- : & G 1 ' villages as Shrotriem and one "as Jahgir. The Muhturfa in these villages, and in the island
| s e - . of Sevasamoodrum is permissively collected by the proprietor, as authorized in the Extract Minutes
RSl & ' of Consultation of ‘the 7th August 1832, No. 713. There is no information on my record 1o
A :  show the annual amount of the levy, but I shall procure it from the proprietor, if ordered

s - by the Board.
A ~ 7 The delay in replying to the Circular under acknowledgment was unavoidable, owing
. to the necessity of making a reference to the old and earliest records of the office,

vy ; 4 '. :J'I ‘
: 5 ‘ , P ot S o BF ~ From E. B. THOMAS, Eeq,, Collector of Coimbatore, to W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary
¢ 3 e ' i S < ] " to the Board of Revenue, Chepauk, dated Ootacamund, 12th August 1861, No, 173 .

Sir, % - : ,
1. With reference to the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 3rd April 1861,
- No. 1,668, I bave the honor to state that arrangements have been made for collecting Muhturfa
.~ tax in Poliput, Sh&mtri‘emaﬁd..‘faghir:gmages in this District on behalf of Qovemment from the

o

Ist July 1861. Ghdlha

2. The particulars éornnéct‘éil‘,[‘wit}i,the‘ Poliputs in which the Mﬁhturfa was hitherto levied
by the proprietors, were explained in my letter of the 4th J anuary 1861, Wo. 3.

IR i i e, &




4 %X
- \
b ‘/
-

e > . AARA SN
AR AR A A A
e A S PP

AP A AT A,

A A

P

5 AR IS
AP ASA NI
AR,
A
s

2
inas of the Madras Government, Revenue Departmen
i 25th February 1862.

last, No. 318,
o R Order, dated 9th February last,

; raph 3 of the Government Ty, date o sl
e t? PaT:‘impof compensation due to Poliputs in Oodoomulcotta 98-8-9,* and
g P Télugs, amounting in the aggregate to Rupees ’

i v e obtained
to request that the sanction of Government ma,y 1}3‘ .
g for deducting the same from the annual PEShLalsl ,+dp y o
is will reduce
i ietors from 1271, this wi
by the respective proprie
+ 28,019-9-10.

27,921-1-1.
present Peshkash to 27, 5 3 e P
hturfa of the seven Poliputs in Poolachy Téluq was nlot melu:l::i ll?e e
4. The Mu :ragraph 3 of my letter, dated 4th January _1861. l:qu?eductiotl AR
kagh ot o158 08 pietors of the above Poliputs are legally entitled to any dedu ‘
whether the propr them to Governmeat. P dah
annual Revenue payablf :]yquestion was deduced from the accounts of Qetgal collections ma ‘y
5. The Statemen . k2 _
. last three years. 5 _ ar
e g £ 57 s s, i e
6. As stated 1n P_ & Triplicane Ramasawmy Moodelliar regardi
: heir of the late Tripli i unts to Rupees
information 'fr_Om t}],:ir]:nd Shrotriem villages, the average annual col.lech({)'lihz?:vénue Gairoally
Revenue thi:'i-a;g d in the statement ; this amcunt does not fo.rm gcirn];r; :1- a}:t Minu!és ¥ (?onsnl-
268-8-9 as exhibite as an act of grace permitted in Fxtr R :
= dar, but he was, i J d it is a matter for
assigned to thf J ﬂihi;uzt’ 1832, No. 863, to appropriate it for his ?Wnd:_sz; 2‘;“19& e o
safion oL BEAL u?l decision of the Board, whether the Shrotriemdar o g
. 1 n . c PO
the cppsideraiifn, & e : Board, another
tion on this account. ortunity of submitting for the consnderanot:: oi th;m i:ua’ﬂy G
(R take. tln:h:l:]l;ture of the items not properly classed as Mu tmdla:;d rifea
Statement showing ears consequent on the Order of Government, Feis tikeb ehtul N
by the daghtria fofr margiywith thé Board’s instructions as }:O th;aliih;rrt ese
avor . agniraar. 2
o req';elit ::ft::r on behalf of Government, or all(})“ve;i ;Z:neduli St by induivy SR
collected her the proprietors hav. i - FOLRPE
8. The accounts ret:“i:beli :}ivt,h tEe actual collections during the period the Estates
% far as practi
comparison so

o o

: by private indi-
- the collection of Muhturfa
bove papers relating to : ; % S R
b Orderad'that 9 a.Distrift be submitted for the consl‘}eraf!oﬂ_aﬂq Ordlf rss::tlemem of the
viduals in the (ioxmbau::es that out of the thirteen Poliputs in hlslefs‘mct tn f:he Cavoor THlAEE
A in the Oodamulpettah Téluq and of one 1 ¢
iputs situated in the b d, while in the seven
Peshkash of five Pollg’ revenue among the assets on which it was }}ia?; e, v)VIuhmrfa Eo o
g b Muf}’“ulr :hy Télug, the item was not so included althoflg. 1
; : ola ) y vl
L et o stk iy G B SO By 0 perlifvely. T
collected in al! hy Garrow’s report of 1808 in proof of this stateme-n ) e
ol j\ic;'ﬁe z:,ubmits a Statement of the amount so collected in each o ‘
letter above recorae

issi cash which he would
mpensation in the shape of an annual remission of Peshkash
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Faslis and of the co
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Rey

25th February 1862.
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enue Department,

MR A A,

5. From the detailed Statement of the assets on which
which is enclosed in the first letter above recorded, it

the gross revenues of the Poliput for cost of establishment,

and that of the remainder 3() per cent,
was assigned as the Poligar’s share, and 70 per cent. as the

Government share or Peshk
the Collector’s proposals for compensation are based on th

is scarcely necessary to rémark that if the Poligars are entit
claim compensation in full of their collections as the G

led to Compensation at ajl,
already ineluded in the Peshkash, and the Poligar’s loss of

overnment share of (he Mu
private income has to be mad
6. On referring to Mr. Garrow's report cited by Me. Thomas as his a
‘that the Peshkash of the seven Poolachy Poliputs was proposed to be fixed at
on them by Mr, Hurdis for Fasli 1212, ¢ which was founded upon the valuation disco
& thefsurvey, and the assessments fixed in consequence;’

Peshkash was fixed at the amount settled by Mr. Hu.rdls
““ what they had been accustomed to pay from time imme

" while in the remaining P
or Fasli 1210, which was ¢
morial.”
b settlement of Fasli 1212 was admitted to be mL.lch the less f;
the Poligars, bugits selection in the case of the Poolachy Poliputs was hel
prosperous condition of the estates, owing to the good management of t

superior intrinsic advantages of soil, irrigation and adequate population which they possessed,

8. Under these circumstances, and considering the long undisturbed enjoyment by all the
Poligars of this source of income, being in fact from time immemorial, the Board beg leave to
recommend that they be all treated alike, and that Compensation be granted for jis withdrawal in
the form of a reduction of Peshkash to the full extent of the average collections,

s arrangement will b
son which the Peshkash vw

9. It does not appear to the Board that thi
is made for the different principle

e inequitable when allowance
instance.

as permanently fixed in the firsg

10.  Besides the foregoing cases,
two Shrotriem and one Jaghfr villages
Consultation, dated 7ih August 183

Muhturfa has hitherto been collected by the Proprietor of
under the leave conveyed in the Extract from Minutes of
2, No. 863, Revenue Department.

11. The amount 5o collected on the average of Faslis 1268 to 1270, is Ru
annum.  This individual is the Proprieter of the island of Sevasamoodrum nea
Cavery, which was granted in Jaghir in recognition of the
erection of the bridge across the Cavery. The grautee maintain
and other visitors, and it was doubtless in consideration of ¢
permitted to collect Muhturfa. The Board would recommend
for the withdrawal of the privilege in the fo
has not mentioned the amount of the quj

pees 268-8.9 per
r the falls of the
public benefit conferred by the
s chuttrums for the yse of pilgrims
hese circumstances that he was
that he be alloweq compensation
rm of an equivalent reduction of Jodi. The Collector
erson, but it has been ascertained
an annual Government demand of
he proposed arrangewment,

hitherto received by this in&vidual on
olappear to be strictly Muh
ctions, the Board require further informatio

iem villages there is

upwards of Rupees 900, 50 that the means exists for effecting t

12. In regard to the three items of Revenue
strength of the Government Orde

ing which the Collector asks inst
come to any decision,

the
turfa, and regard-
n before they can

r, but which don
i |

18, If the quit-rent on In
‘ere granted by the Proprietor,
trees is probably a perfect] y legi
be capable of impro-vemént.
Board forming any

dms was originally charged by the Government, or if the Inims
he would seem fully entitled to receive the rent. The Tax on
timate item of land revenue, though the form of the charge may
The hendi‘ng ““ Sundry small farms” is too vague to allow of the
Opinion on the propriety of the demand. il

oy
(True Copies and Extract.) e

(Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Secretary,

A,

the Peshkash was fixed in 1808,
appears that 74 per cent. was deducted from

ash, and
€ same proportional division ; but it
they can
hturfa is
€ good.
uthority, it appears
the settlement made
vered by
oliputs the
founded op

avorable of the two to
d to be justified by the
he Poligars, and to the
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he proprietor of Sevasam .,y,"i'sﬁlwﬂautidedto':
1bove ] ligars Muhturfa was included in the assets on q
 case of the proprietor of Sevasamoodrum the right of collecting it was dalib
B Govemmentqnderasangdﬁ & : 4 R
- % The Government however fail to sce that tho Poligars of the
:gkim to compensation for the resumption of the Muhturfa in their

enue was, as shown by the Collector’s statement, expressly

et 2 of G. O. 9th February 1861, No. 31
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' 9 tion of the sums ma
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