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ProceepiNGgs oF THE BOARD OF ReveNve, dated 20th July 1

Read the following letter from G. VansAGNEW, Esq., Collector of Nellore. to
the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 20th June 1@74
No. 1,380 :—

Warn reference to paragraph 7 of Mr. Master’s letter recorded in the Board’s
Proceedings, No. 6,173, dated 17th October 1870, I have the honour to enslos
a statement showing the average amount of collections made by the Calae
Zemindar as returned, firstly, by himself and, secondly,.by the Tahsi'’
whom the Zemindar’s returns were sent for examination.

2. The villages of the Calastry Zemindar are situated in the t¢
Atmakur, Kavali, Udayagiri, Kandukur, and Kanigiri.

&.  The return furnished by the Zenffhdar gives the collections for t
viz., Fasli 1270 (1860-61) to Fasli 1279 (1869-70) both inclusive, the
being Rupees 3,984-15-8. The average returned by the Tahsildars for t
period is Rupees 3,945-15-6, showing a decrease of Rupees 39-0-2.

4. The Kanigiri Tahsildar has furnished another statement in which
callad (¥ efia) 6 Wanrqlanatti” is collected by the Zemindar as m

: Ivupees 902, I RO 4 & 1 B 7 SN DY TSR thiz 35y
from Uurnams, bu. gives no further explanation. The Zemindar has not
this item in his accounts nor is any mention made by the other Tahsilda
such collection,

6. The Kandukur Tahsildar states that the collection of any impos
Golla, Madiga, etec., classes was not usual in the Government villag
‘moturpha was therein collected, but the Zemindar having included th
under moturpha, the Tahsildar has allowed them to stand.

6. The Kavali Tahsildar reports that in two villages the Curna
that the collections of moturpha was smaller than the amount enter:
Zemindar’s statement, that in one village there was mno collection made .
This accounts for the decrease shown in the Kavali Taluq.

7. In short seeing that the Tahsildars have had to verify the Zemindar’s

account from the information mainly furnished by “the Zemindar’s own (f'ﬂurnams,
it is not surprising that the difference in the two returns should be but slight,

8. I called upon the Zemindar to state what reduction he would make on
account of the difficulty of collecting the impost. In his reply, dated 31st
January last, Np. 1, he stated that he had addressed to the Government a petition
for an enactment to facilitate the collection, and that he was not prepared to say
anything until his petition was disposed of by Government,




9, On receipt of the G. 0., No. 280, dated 13th .February 1872, 1 Wl'otef
(9th March 1872) to the Zemindar communicating to him the conteni:,s thereo
and requesting him to send in his reply within two months. The Zemindar has

addressed to me two letters marginally noted. In these
NOA f{f‘{’g’wdmd 4h Jotters he agrees to give up the collection of the tax and
No. p9-724, dated 10th submits an additional claim on account of the impost on
ApriGignD. Indigo vats. The Zemindar states that he did not include
this item in the acecounts submitted by him in the first instance as he was in doubf
whether it was an item of moturpha. He now puts in the claim on the ground
that 1t was admited In North Arcot as an item of moturpha.— Vide Board’s Pro-
ceedings quoted in G. O., dated 13th February 1872. ;

10. The accounts now sent in by the Zemindar shows 206 Indigo vats 11
the five Government Talugs in which his villages are situated. These vats aro

=~ as built in different years; eight of these appear to have been built 1n

1, and some in 1869-70, while .others were built in previous years. In
to vats built ten years ago, the Zemindar calculates his loss on a ten years
» For example—Suppose a vat was built ten years ago, and worked only
‘ears during the last ten years, the Zemindar takes the total income of those
rs and divides by 10 entering the quotient as his ten ycars’ average. As
vats built within ten years, the Zemindar takes the total income for the
 of years during which the vats were worked and divides it by the number
s during which the vats existed, entering the quotient as his average:
xds vats built in 1869-70 and 1870-71, he takes only one year’s income.
The income from each vat is entered at Rupees 20-5-0 There are SOM°

WHICHh tne Vats are enterea as asubie vaTs, aud ro. o sV
I, income is given at Rupees 30-7-6. The average income =
,;? % g the Zemindar from 296 vats is given at Rupees 4:97.0'12""‘
—_— Adding this to Rupees 4,011-3-8 as the amouut of u.)comt‘
81 15 8 according to the Zemindar’s first return, he now claims &

on of Rupees 8,281-15-2 from his peishcush.

It will be observed that the Zemindar has omitted 6 pies in his Cal(}‘.lla".
-t will also be observed that the amount according to the Zomindar’s first
tis Rupees 3,984-15-8 and not Rupees 4,011-3-8 which exceeds the former

.vees 26-4-0, This item was entered in the Zemindar’s first return, i Pl
deducted by the Zemindar himself from his total on the ground that it had ceased
to be collected. Taking the former amount at Rupees 3,984-15-8, the total
amount of the deduection now claimed would be Rupees 8,255-11-8.

13. The Zemindar stateg that any reduction in the amount thus claimed
by him would entail a loss, and requests that the whole sum may be deducted
from the peishoush.

14. DBat in the demand entered in the Zemindar’s account, an uﬂconect.ed
balance of Rupees 817-5-0 is included. In the village of Vinjamur for instance
there are three vats. All these vats were worked during the ten years from Fasl
1270 (1860-61). But the Z mindar realized nothing as the eolumn showing the
amount of collections is left blank. No explanation iz given why the amount

- . L ‘
uncollected is included in the demand on which the amoiunt claimed as deduetion
81228"5 11\1 pé' - ' isvealeulated. - As it is only reasonable to calculate the
b} " 1 .
s i compensatlon on the actual collections, I think the sum of
o, o Rupees 817-5-0 should be excluded from«thesassets which
2 6

: would be then Rupees 7,438-6-8, as shown in the margin,
15. The accounts now sent in by the Zemindar have néf been sent to the
Tahsildars for examination, nor do I anticipate any advantage in vdélayino the
settlement of the  mattem in order to go through the form of éubjectingothese
accounts to an examination which would be almost sure to be ineffective

" 16. The Zemindar claimed Rupees 7,1‘2‘9 in North Areot and the Govbrn-
ment offered him Rupees 6,500. Adopting almost the same ratio, I recommend
that he be offered a reduction of peishcush of Rupees 6,500 on his claim as ahove
revised by me of Rupees 7,438-6-8.

Excrosure No. 1.—Statement,

SuB. 1TTED to Government ywith the recommendation that the sum nan
the Collector, viz., Rupees 6,600, be offered to the Zemindar, as an abatemen.
his peisheush, in full satisfaction of all claimsto collect moturpha or any ¢
other extra cesses alluded to.

2. The calculations appear to have been made on the same grounds as
adopted in North Arcot where the Zemindar has accepted the sum offered.

A true Copy and Extract.)

'\p
V74

Seceretary.

To the Chief Secretary to Government, R. D,, with one enclosure.

Copy to the Collector of Nellore, *

Exd. T, Cartledge.
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Moturpha-taz in Calastry Zemindari.—
Letter from Collector of Nellore forwarding
statement showing average amount of eollec-
tions made by Zemindar in villages of the
Zemindari situated in that district, submitted
to Government, and Collector’s proposal to offer
Rupees 6,500 to Zemindar as an abatement
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