


Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
Tith April 1868. ‘

Read the following :—

No. 1586.

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 20th
No. 454.

January 1868,

Read the following letter from the Acting Collector of Madras, to the Secretary to
the Board of Revenue, dated Sydapet, 28th November 1867, No. 400. ,

_ 1, I have the honor to report, for the information and orders of the Board,
the following case of lapse of a ready-money allowance annually paid from the
proceeds of the village of Rajakeelpaukam, in the Sydapet talook, consequent on the

* death of the recipient, Fatma Bi.

9. For a full and complete history of the village, I would refer the Board to

. To the Bom'd,‘from the Coﬁéctox‘, 27th Septem-

ber 1834, No. 171.

" From the Board, 6th November 1834.

I To the

9 ., No.215.

Board, 24th ‘
28th March 1835, No. 50.
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From Government, 20th April 1835,

i
!
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To the Board, 30th May 1855, No. 95.
From the Board, llthgune,183-5, No. 100.
gl 4, to the Collector, 7th April
1836, No. 22.
To the Board, from the Collector, 80th April
1836, No. 21. :
From the Board, 4th July 1836, No. 44.
To the Board 22nd August 1836, No. 193.
From the Board, 1st Sept. 1836, No. 1,652.
To the Board, 1st November 1836, No. 201.
From the Board, to Government, 10th Novem-
ber 1836, No. 257, and Miscellancous Circu-
lar, 22nd November 1836, No. 1,600,

the correspondence noted in the margin.
From which it will be seen that the
village was originally granted on the
Shrotriem tenure to one Ganajag Hussein,
in A. D. 1758, by the late Nabob, the
grant being purely personal in its nature.
The original grantee and his son appeared
to have had undisturbed enjoyment of the
village till 1834, the village having, in
the meantime, come under the auspices
of the British Government, and the Jodi
been re-assessed, amounting in the aggre-
gate to Rupees 228-13-0, _
3. In Fusly 1243, Mahomooden Saib,
the then Shrotriemdar, fell in arrears,

and the then Collector, Mr. McLean, proposed to the Board the resumption of the
village. The Government, however, were unwilling to resort to this harsh measure

d} recommended by the Collector and supported by the Board, and suggested that a
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fixed time should be allowed to the Shrotriemdar to pay up the arrears. The Shro-
triemdar accordingly entered into an agreement, but failed to act up to it. The
village was, therefore, finally resumed under the orders of Government, dated 21st

| April 1835.

4 : Aﬁer the villége was thus rpg@ﬁ, one Fatma Bi questioned the right of
Government to resume the entire village, and claimed a distinct interest (two five-

o eighth shares) in the @age, and plegded ignorance of the prqéeediﬁgs taken by the

Collector :

5. Oninquiring into the petition of Fatma Bi, it af)pea.red that the share claxmed
by her in the village was decreed to her by the late Zillah Court, and that by virtue

| of such decree the share in question was registered in her name so far back as 1830,

' and that she paid her share of kists separately into the Government treasﬁry. The

Collector Mr. McLean, in reporting the above to the Board, maintained that the
plea of ipnorance set up by Fatma Bi was not worthy of any credit, and therefore

the resumption should remain undisturbed.
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Praceed‘mgc qf the Madraa Gooemment Revenue Departmul,
; 7th April 1368 _ 4
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The Inam Commissioner will be requested to inform the Board on what gronnd
he considered that Fatma Bi’s allowance was an hereditary grant.

Py
.

No. 157, Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 16th ’March 1868,
No. 1,896.

Read the following letter from the Officiating Tnam Commws;oner, to the Secretary

to ‘the Board of Revenue, dated Madras, 18th February 1868, No. 6 :—

1. 1 have the honor to acknowledge the Proeeedlngs of the Board of Revenue,
dated 20th January 1868, No. 454.

9. The allowance granted to Fatma Bi represented her share in the Shrotriem
village of Rajakeelpaukum, and there is nothing to shew that the allowance was
restricted to her life when it was restored by the Government in 1836. It was,
therefore, treated by this department in the same manner as the Shrotriem village
itself would have been treated, had it not been resumed for arrears of Jodi.

3. The Shrotriem village of Rajakeelpaukum was granted in 1758, to a certain
individual, and was not interfered with either on the death of the grantee, or of his
son. It was only resumed in 1835, not because the village was considered to have
been held on life-grant, but because the then incumbent, (the grandson of the grantee,)
had failed to pay his Jodi punctually. Fatma Bi complained that her share ought

not to have been included in the resumption, as she had always paid her share of the

Jodi regularly, and it was accordingly restored to her. Thus, the Board will observe
that the Shrotriem of Rajakeelpaukum was practlca.lly treatedas an hereditary grant
for more than fifty years.

4. As regards the grant, lb does not shew whether the vﬂ]age was mtended

to be enJoyed hereditarily, or only for life. It is silent on this point, as -are almost

all the Persian Sunnuds. H such cases the practice of this department hag.baan to

determine the tenure with mfea:ence to the manner the Inam has gotuaﬂy been
allowed to be enjoyed.

.

1. The Board conalder the reasons adduced by the Ina.m Gomnnsﬂmner for
believing Fatma Bi's allowance to he heredlﬁmy are sound, and they resolve to-
recommend that it be continued in the Jomtnames of her«ghﬂﬂren, Ma.homed Hnssam
Ahmed Hussain, and Joran Bi. TN AR s

9. They are of opmmn that 'bhe vamable paymenﬁ ahoald be oommmed i

fixed allowance, but as the amounts annually paid to Fatma Bi seem to have beeq
permanently increased in Fusly 1271, they think the average should be calculated on.
the last six years only. In that case it will amount to Rupees 80-11-8,

No. 158. Orper THEREON, 7th April 1868, No, 921,

1. The Government concur with
the Board, and sanction the continuance
of Fatma Bi1's Inam to her heirs.

Miscellancous.
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 cannot be carried out.

o, —l

9.  Their vansen‘b seems neceasary to the proposed eommub&tz

 ghare for a fixed amount, but the Government are willing to adopt thq .

if the preferable arrangement of an asmgnment of an a.ctma.l sH{

(True Extra;ct)

To the Bbaajd of Revenue.
s the Accountant General,
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