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e ’ _ . Proceedings of the Madras Gocernment, Reoenue Department,
A | I o 14¢th September 1867.

: . T aE AR . Read the following papers:—
'.: ‘ . | L e , No. 270.  D’roccedings of tho Board of Revenuo, dated 18th July 1863, No. 4,125.

: Reud the following letter from the Collector of Salom, to the Acting Sccrctary to
CL o Lt » * the Board of Revenuepdated 30th May 1865, No. 76. :
e T With referenco to the Proceedings of tho Bourd, dated 31st March 1865,
B ' No. 1,783, communicating Order of Government sanctioning tho continuance of
o N Sucavasi remissions to certain ryots in the Namkul talook, I have tho honor to
Vet submit & statement shewing the amount of Sucavasi collected from tho ryots for
oL . Fuslics 126 to 1273.
L G ' . - Statement shewing the amouut of Sucavasi collocted from certain Ryots in the Nawmkul Talovk,
' R o : for Fuslies 1269 to 1273.
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SaLry, ' : ' (Sigoed) D. ARBUTIINOTT,

LS .'.' . P ‘. } o 3uth JMay 1865. ‘ . Collector.

PR S _ "  The Board do not undcrstand Low the amount to be refunded is so large.
R .o Sl ' Thoe total Sucavasi remissions appear originally to liavo been only Rupees 750,
i SRREI T L . ; and the petitioners in their address to the Bourd prayed thut the Rupees 500,
A - S N ; which had been collected from them in 1859, might bo refunded, but did not apply
. N S for any othier refund. - ) :

-

o o S LT B i No. 271. Proceodings of the Board of Revenue, duted 27th November 1865,
o . S T : No. 7,356 |
’ ' Nead the following letter from the Collector of Salem, to the Acting Secretary to the
L e e Board of Revenue, duted Tripatoor, 27th September 1865, No. 113,
R : e o 1. With reference to the Board’s Proceedings of tho 18th July lust, No. 4,125,
K - - N : j:..; EEEE + : I havo tho honor to state that the amount of Sucavasi to bo refunded to the Brah-
: ; mnins of tho Namkal talook cxtonds over five Fuslies, as will bo seen from the
. ] .o statement which accompanied my let*er of the 30th May last, No. 76. The Buard
N . aro aware that tho remissions fluctuate with the increase or decrease in the culti-
Lo { vation by Bralumins, and this accounts for the amount being, in Fusly 1269, larger
R B ' thau what was entered in Mr. Drett’s Repart on the reduction of ussessment. .
2. In Fusly 1269, tho Sucavasi amount was collected from all the Brulinins. .
In tho succeeding four Fuslics, the Brahimins of Mohanoor withheld the payment of
tho amount, pending the appeal they made to the Board. Tho amount having,
howover, been included in the demand, bas beea recommended wa my last Jummak-

bundy Report for remission.
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2 Proceedings of the Madras Gorernment, Revenue Department,
14th Seplember 1867,

inconl‘;)]e:;ho ?o:;,d %lm:rve that the information furnished by the Collcctor is still
mnctioned. 3 0 Order of Govommc.nt, dated 24th March 1863, No. 639, they
o until, ::n 10 Board's recommendation, tho continuance of the Sucavasi remis-
o 1o © 1:0 t:uaeasment of the locality, was rovised. This rccommendation
bt hadon :b(;:\'cry channel lands in tho Mohanoor village, the assessment of
o the Col]e(::tm-' n] r::duccd at tho genoral revision, hut in the statement appended
entered in which 8 lotter, duted 30th May 1863, No. 78, thrco other villuges aro

in which the so-called Sucavasi collections were made from F usly 1269

to Fusl . .
usly 1273. There is nothing, however, to shew that tho lands in theso three

villages aro similarly ci i
g Fly circumstanced with thoso in Mohanoor. Th l i
requested to submit an cxplanation with as little deluy as possiblo. o Collector i

2. 1 iti
u the petition presented by the ryots of the Mohanoor villago, it was

tated ' 5
:]:, t&o;:'xct:tt:;:)ﬂaa:;t::;i i{;pees 0;)0 h:d Leen collectod from themn in 1859, but in
. it abovo referred to, a sum of R 22 i
collo;tcd';‘r; Fz:)liy 1269 in that villuge. This poi:t al:)prc:;x?i;;nge.lgl:l:i:)crcd "
. i ! n, *
ryots of Mol:a“ool:i;;; gl: é:r::::; r:(tllucn;cd ’to state the amount withhcld by the
sotd of the Fuslics fromn 1270 to 127 oh thi
;:‘um1 18 said to havo .been recommendced for remission in the gcttgl“so ot (e
usly 1274, no particulars are given. o ettiment floport for
4. Tho Board also wish to know Lo ol .
_  Boarc : w thero coul i
lt‘he sux:: spm.::ﬁcd.m the Collector’s lctter, date; (;‘:tdl?:::n?li:: :gsysmcrcl;sc e
t.mou(xl\ rcmxttcd.m Fusly 1267 (Rupees 750) of this kind of rcmiuai’ me the Yh(’lo
inued from receipt of the Government Order, dated 11th May 185902\".&;{%’00“-
’ | | , No. 648..
No. 272. Proceedings of the Board of Reveuue, dated 25th -
No. 7,715. '
Read again tho following :
g lcttery :—

From the Collector of §ulom, dated 30th May 1865, rccorded in the Bo d’
| c:;cdmgs, dated 18th July 1865, No. 4,125. N
0., dated 27th September 1865, rocorded i .
R,cad - :’;loccedings, dated 27th November 1865,, No. 7,250m the Boa'rd ’

also tho fullowing letter from the samo Officer, d . .

4 ated 22ud

- No. &3 ) ¢ nd May 1866,

. 7. ot 1}]1 reference to the Board's Proceedings, dated tho 27th November |
ho. 7,556, bave the hon.or to inform you that Mohanoor as woll as t]  otbe
t rc;)l villages, referred to in my letter of the 30th May 1865, No. 76, ar "’.t"thcr
:;n t e. banks of the Cave.ry river, and their lands aro irrigat::d by th,o c:'x:nulutc‘i'
1at nver. Tho Bralimins of theso villages in common with thoso of B‘Ioh:n.oo
or

October 1360,

"From  do.

s Pro- -

enjoyced the Sucavasi remissions from Colonel Reid's timo, and as the Cuay '
) very

channel lands in these villages also, like Mohanoor, have not Lad the asccssment
en

rednccd, thcy are similar]y circum 1 M n
stanced with oba i
o cavasi romiss: oor, and are thercforo entitled

"+ 2 The sum of Rupees 500, stated in tho petition presonted by the Brahmins

;‘fnhhl.;ﬁmno;r,x is in(;orrcct. The petitioners have given a deposition before the
sildar of Namkul, stating that that sum was cntered j i i

. - : in the i
over:;]gbt or clcnc]nll%error, and that the correct sum wus Rupo::rc‘l:;t;n:r :{i:;:
was tho amount collccted from them in Fusly 1269 in the stotomer
sent with my letter, duted 30th May 1865, Nz. 76 pand entored " tho statement

L .

N a e\

revised asscesment, of certain ¢ Sucavas

Crig s e
.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, '3
14'h Septemhber 1867

3. The amount withheld by the Brahmins of Mohanoor village, for each of
‘tho Fuslies, from 1270 to 1273, is as follows :— '

Fusly. Amount.

RS. A. D,

1270 507 6 6

) 12710 ... ... ... .. 597 4 6
1272 .0 .. .. . 5951211

1278 ‘ 587 11 0

Total 2,378 2 11

This amount has boen -included in the irrecoverable bulance recommended
for remission in the last Jammahbundy Report. .

4. With regard to paragraph 4 of tho Board's Proccedings under reply, I beg
to stato that tho sum of Rupces 750, referrod to in paragraph 96 of Mr. Brett's letter, -
duted 1st November 1858, was the Sucavaxi remission on the Cavery channpel
Jands, the assossment on which Mr. Brett did not intend to reduce.

5. Tho Board, on referring to Jummahbundy accounts, may be at a loss to
in the Jumwahbundy accounts, as, on &
referenco to the accounts of Fualy 1267,
it will be seen that only 757° Rupees, or

know why these remissions did not appear

® Mr. Drett entered this in round numbers 795
in his Report.

channel lunds, appear.  Ou this point I beg to state that I find, from enquiry, that
it has been the rulo inre
the asscssmont, minus the Sucavasi remission.

sions did not appear iu any sccount.

It is owing to this that these remis-

e ———

1. Rosolved that the foregoing papers be submitted for the ordors of Govern-

ment.
2. In their Proccedings, dated 8th March 1865, No. 1,326, the Board, for
rcasons stated, recommended the continuance, pending the introduction of the
i'* remissions (to Brabmins and othors)

ocn discontinued in the village of Mohanoor, in the Namkul talook, with
reference to paragraph 16 of the Order of Government, dated 11th May 1859,
No. 648. The recommendation above referred to, was madc on a petition presented
to tho Board by certain inlabitants of Mohanoor, praying tbat the Sucavasi assess-
ment, which the Collector had required them to pay in arrears for the past four
yoars, on account of thoir lands under the Cavery chanoels, might be remitted ;
that tho amount of Rupees 500 and odd, already collected from them in 1859 on
this account might be rcfunded ; and that no Bigher rate thau Rupecs 14 per acre
should be eollected from them, until the asscssment of the district might be revised

by the Scttlemnont Department. It did not appear, from the correspondonce thon:
before tho Board, that this Sucavasi remission existed glsewherc than in the village
of Mohanoor, and thero ouly to the extent of Rupees 750; and the amount to be
rofunded to the inhabitants of tho village appeared to be Rupccs 500 and odd. In
their Order, duted 24th March 1865, No. 659, the Government approved tho recom-
mendation of the Board, for the continuance of the Sucavasi remission of Rupces

750, until the asscssment of the locality should be revised,

whichhad b

. that appertaining to other than Cavery

gard to these Cavery channel lands, to enter iu tho'accounts ‘-




4 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment, )
14th September 13617,

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Reoenue Department,
14th Scptember 1867.
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3. Inparagraph 12 of tlio Board's Proceedings above referred to, the Collector
was requested, in the eveut of Government granting their sauction to the Board’s
proposal, to submit, for their orders, a statement shewing the amount to bo refunded
to the partics concerned on account of these remissions, as it appcared from tho
petition that upwards of 500 Rupces Lad been collegted from them ; and with
referenco to this requisition, the Collector in bis first letter above récorded, sub-
mitted without a word of explanation a statement, shewing the amount of Sucavasi
collected from certuin ryots in the Numkul tulook, for Fuslics 1269 to 1279. Tho
amount of collections in the fivo Funlics
was shewn to be Rupees 1,777-2-10 in

3. Valur.. ... ... ... 516 the four villuges named in the margin.

4. Nunjeadyar ... ... lg 0 Tho collectionsof Mohanoor referred ouly
Total... .1-,-;?7-2—1-0 to Fuxly 1269, whilo thoso of tho other

tifree villages referred to Fuslics 12069 to

1273.  As the total Sucavasi remissions hiad origiually appeared to bo only Rupcen
750, the Board called upon the Collector to explaiu how the amount to bo refunded

camo to be 8o large, whilo also tho petitioners applied for a refund of only 500
Rupces and odd. '

y channel lands pever appearcd in sny
being to enter in the accounts only tio
¢ of Sucavasi. The Board

that the remissions granted for tho Caver
accounts, tho rule in rcgard to these lands

nct assessment after (doducting the remission on accoun ) Tto
" are not awaro undor what orders this exceptional rule was adopted in regar

the Cavery channel lands.  The practico is, however, irrt_!g“h’; maamfxcl:on::;;e:ﬁ:
out of sight tho remissions granted cvery ycar. Tho proper course 18 10 € - the
full asscssment in the accounts, and then to shew sepamtcl.y the remfssul".” rore
list of remissions. The Collector is dirccted to adopt this course in his fu t
accounts until the romissions shall be discontinucd on the revxsxon.of a;seSS}BOB >
or uatil their permanent exclusion from the accounts has been .sanctxone . .
7. As the period in which the collections were made ml the ufo:: \:;ta:h :
roforred to, extends over more than two years, the Board ’e”l ;?(7.2-1 Oq alluded
sanction of Goverament, for refunding the nmqunt of Rupees 1, )

to iu paragraph 3 of these Proceedings.
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14th September 1867, No. 2,1?
The Gov.ernment'sanct.ion the refund ?f Rupees

Land Revenue 1,777-2-10 as recommended by tho Board.

True Extract.)
( (Signed) W. HUDLESTON,

Secrecary & Governmens,

No. 273, OBDER THEREON,

| 4
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4. Intho sccond letter above recorded, tho Collector submitted a very insuffi-
cient explanation. e simply statod that the remissions flactuite with tho increase
or decrease in the cultivation by Brahmins, and that this circumnstanco accounts for

— tho anount being, in Fusly 1269, lurger than what was entcred iu Mr. Brett's
Report on tho reduction of assessment. As this information was ultogetlier -
inadequate, tho Board again called upon tho Collector to cxplaiu how threo other
villages came to bo entered in the stutement, and how tho collections of the Molia-
noor village came to bo cntered as Rupees 622-0-11, while the petitioners ¢laimed
the rcfund of only Rupecs 500 and odd.

5. In the present letter, tho Collector submits the explanation culled for. It

appears from this, that tho three villages referred’ to are similaily circunmstanced
with Mohanoor, the lands in them being also situated under the Cavery channels,
and cnjoying the Sucavasi romissions ; and the axsessincnt on them also not having
been reduced in tho general revision of the district. 'I'ho ‘reasons for tho continu-

- anco of tho Sucavasi remissions in the YMohanoor village boing thus cqually appli-
cablo to the other thirce villages, the inhablitunts of thew ore similarly cutitled to
tho remission and to the refund of the amount puid by them from Fuslics 1269 to
1273. The Drabmins of the Mohauoor village paid the Sucavasi usscssment for
ouly Fusly 126, after the orders for its collcetions wero issucd, aud withheld the
payment from Fudly 1270 pending orders on their ropresentation as to the unreason-
ableness of the collection, while the inhabitants of the otlior three villages, though

« similarly circumstanced, continue to pay the asscssment up to Fusly 1273 without
demur.. They do not appeur to have applied for tho refund of tho money paid Ly
them ; but the Board consider that they are in fairncss equally entitled to a refund
as the inhabitants of Mchanoor.

6. It aleo appears, from paragraph 4 of tho Collector’s letter, that the sum of
- Rupees 750 centered as Sucavasi remission in paragraph 90 of Mr. Brett's letter,
dated 1st November 1858, appertained to othicr than the Cavery chaunol lands, and
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To the Board of Revenus.
,» the Accountant Ge!_lcrd-
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