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Nedadavole Zemindari in Godavery District.
676}1‘&:3;'0 %o be made for peishcush and water
rate ou the estate, with erders tl ereon. v

Procecdings, Board of Revenue, relating to th
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increased revenue derived from
S borne by them for the anicut on

_ d; but thought that the questio
whether the proportion fixed by the Collector of one-half of thg general mcgease, iﬁ

addition to the whole increase on Inams and Agraharams, was fair to the Zemindar,
N xtent the cost of the new works in the Zemindari,

the ryots as may afford him a fair return for the out i

debited, it is not improbable that he will experience very great difficul in realizin
his dues, and may eventually be a little, lzf at all, g{siﬁzr by the ti);neﬂmunt o%
Rs, 50,270, which 1t 1s proposed to charge to him for the works executed in the estate
for its be:_xef_it; and in this case it may be only just to leave with him a larger propor-
tion of this item of mesne profits, or else to charge him with a smaller amount as the
cost of the works. The Board left the point for the decision of Government, but

upon the Collector to report on what system the Zemindar was to be charged
for water. The Government observed that the proper course was for the Government
b coustruct the works, and for the Zemindar to pay for the water, and that the latter
could not fairly be charged both for the works and for the water which they conduct
to his lands. . They added that the question of the rate of water-cess must be settled
after the receipt of the Collector’s report called for by the Board.

9. In their Proceedings of 23rd September 1861, No. 5128, the Board reported

Collector’s lotter, 9th February 1861. on ]thc_a pekll;clx:sh ‘g tht:l who}:mm:i
’ T 1 and reco

B gaeelings, 20 Soptember 1861, tll:ztmiitmioula B Woraned tratd Rupées

Goy i 1,37,646 to Rs. 1,20,000. They observed,

lrgnf';gf Order, 12th. September 1oas, h;méver, that the (’lecisipn must depend

©  mainly on the determination of the water-

rate fo be charged on the estate. The Government concurred with the Board, and

called on them to expedite their report on. the water-rate.

10. In their lotter to Government, dated 19th February 1863. No. 1006, the Board
tully discassed the principles on whitgh water-rate nhoqu'y Tidihs on the various
descriptions and tenures of land, especially those brought under the irrigation of the
Godavery and Kistna anicuts, and after taking into careful consideration the views of
the Secretary of State in the matter of water-rate, the effect of anicut irrigation in
certain cases, and the rights of Zemindars and Inamdars to water for their “ mamool ?
wet lands, they came to the conclusion that the equity of the demand of half water-rate

water-rate for a single crop. They added that the adoption of this rule would ensure
to Govempaenta revenue but littie, if at all, less than would be obtained under a
system which, from its involving palpable injustice in some cases, few or none would
hesitate to evade even in those cases : ti:e ineidence of the tax would be unques-
flxm{ Jnﬁ%hwt}ll;ﬂe its libmhatﬁ and fairness would remove the domplication and
¥y which then obstrue attempts at a satisfactory settloment of the question

between Government and the land-holdgp;lfh : 4 A0 7
1. The Government concurred with the Board that the ¢

Government Order, 16th January 1?;, m'&nly m’ ' 1 xs*ve should

No. 101, mh Ly d be shown
st o 5 - Toa i p CoRmen & 'at land, whether Inax indari, was
designation “mamool nunjah” was not sufficient “croof o is right; “{he real

eriterion,” they said, “is the rate of assessment which the ac :
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¥, If this indicales the tille of the land fo water, or if other reasonable proof
adduced, then 1o charge should be made for water for irrigation, as the
rent to supply water manifestly implied a full and not an imperfect supply.

With special regard to the representations of the Zemindar, contained in his
petition to the Governor in Couancil, dated
Proceedings, '7"1 Mg"‘l’lh 0 %Pg:’ 25th January 1862, the Collector had
,"2' on Collector’s letter, Ot ctober previously ﬁ;mtted a report on the
To. 209. question of the water-tax on Nedadavole
arzully in October 1862. The Zemindar pleaded that the “ Appa Row Kalva,”|
1 ehannel from the Godavery, was dug by his ancestors, and supplied irrigationt
state from time immemorial till it was interfered with by the anicut, and argued |

¢ lands of Baharzully were almost all ¢ usual® wet, and therefore not liable to
ax. The Collector, admitting both the premises, was of opinion that total
ion could not be conceded, because the former irrigation was uncertain and
us, but that ghe lower rate should be charged. He observed that the _estate
wl l,)y water-communieation, and from receiving a supply of water early in the
The Zemindar, he stated, appeared willing to pay no more than Rs. 9,000 to
I, . 000 for water-tax—a sum (in the Collector’s opinion) bearing 80 unfair a
prop(;rtion to the advantages derived as to be unworthy of consideration. The
Collector thought that until Government disposed finally of the question, whether the
Baharzully lands were liable or not to pay water-rate, there was no probability of the
Zemindar consenting to any equitable arrangement. Ie considered it the best plan to
fix a lump sum to be added to the Zemindar’s peisheush, and made out that the average
demand on account of water-tax for the past three years was Rs. 33,513, and that,
: PR RIREg R kor: it a deduction ot fifteen per cent. were
If)zgr.;_ ql:litt»inblg)' the district, entered into a made .fmm ﬂus. e .fox" .the oos} _af
contract with tho Zemindar for the payment collection and risk of individual default,
of Rs, 28,485 in full of all demands for the remaining sum of Rs. 28,488 * would
water-tax. The Board iu Proceedings, dited he a fair amount to be added to the
8rd October 186%, No. 292, observed that 7.0 q.0¢ peisheush. The Board ob.
the amount of charge could not e settled till o o 0™ o F U 0 of Government,
the decision of Government on the *“ mamool dated 16th January 1864, No. 101, had
nutqah y qu”h"“ had been pa”ed' 1 80 entirely altered t]l:e ;tate of the case,
additional demand for improved irrigation to the Zemindar's estate

:jo Ii'le%;;d:m?:& work, that the question must be referred back to the Collector for

reconsideration and report.

investigation was accordingly commenced with a view to determine what
rﬁc}: ‘ofAtﬁelg;ieui;ga irrigated lands of the estate should be exempted from water-rate
PO as having been “ mamool nunjah ” ag
4 ings, 15th Tune 1866, No. 4119.  defined hy Government in their order of
38323,,’“52‘2"‘6"352‘5?4& Jult;ne » » 1749 the 16th January 1864, No. 101. The
Board’s Proceedings, 19th July ,, » 4933.  progress jof this Inquiry was retarded

Government Order, 8th Sept. 3;%‘; by various causes—the non-attendance -
lgoord’s Proc‘c-a)e«(iimrmaélls«t.th Sept. :: :: 9546, ©f the Zemindari Curnams and th_e
rrerreig T R pril 1867, ,, 2415,  absence of legal power to enforce their
28th Nov. ,, , 7769. attendance, the difficulty of procuring

% 8th Jan. 1868,,  86. sufficient data caused by the very im-
% perfect state of the accounts, and the
frequent changes in the sub-divisional officers who had the immediate conduct of the

anulry‘ : <

: on the “mamool ” wet lands of the Zemindari was made by
Mr. Iii;sfifl,lageﬂgu;%oolﬁecmr, on the 27th November 1868, and the Collector, in
forwarding it (18th, December 1868), expresseq his concurrence. According to the
conclusions arrived at, only acres 9,059, botb in Baharzully and N edadavole, ought
to be exempted from tie charge for water, while acres 27,700 should be ‘charged at
Rs. 4 per acre—a water-tax amounting Rs. 1,10,800, or less ten per cent., Rs. 99,720.
The procedure by which these results have been made out is clearly explained in the
report of Mr. Horsfall.
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15. ﬁe rule laid down by the P : _ . - is had adduced a fact as in th ity of the Bahar-
that the average extent of landyeul’rivs;.?;f:ﬁ]}setor for the guidance of Mr. Horsfall was 22. The Zemindarnis proving the prosperity of the Bahar

: \ 1t of g ed from forme s for 6 A -ullv Purganah in former years, namelyl', that_the demand of the Purganah in 1780

prior to the anicut irrigation, should be taken to ;es??:;;s.;l :)vx;t”naﬁg ﬁ:: zﬁff A ;Euoburxtelclig::) Rs, 1,68,749. Mr. Horsfall thinks that this, though quoted verbatim

excluded from the extent to be charged With water.pate ( : 4 {1 3/ ‘rom a letter addressed to the Zemindar by a former Collector, is a manifest error,
16. As the sharing system of settlement e ¥ mnd believes that the Collector must have intended the whole Nedadavole estate,

accounts of cultivation were kept during Zop: PI:eV&119“, it this estate, no fieldwar t h a supposition is corroborated by the fact that the average receipts under .

management of Government, the settlgme-::nndan administration. "W hile under the ‘“so?:nment }:nanagement were only Rs. 1,50,000 for the whole estate. He concludes :

for some years, and, 1atterl;? on what wag Speee 10 be made on estimates of produce fmt it is absurd to suppose that the Baharzully Purganah alone ever yielded such

In neither case was an acourate iy ogvr;h as the village Joint-rent system. ;n enormous revenue; as even now, although the Purganah has been progressing

Decessary, and hence the area of cultiyg o ‘e extent of cultivation absolutely rom year to year, the demand has not reached so high a figure.

- tion given j illag A ot o f . .
the result of guess-work or estimated # , i el village aceounts was either 7 23. After thus meeting the principal objections of the Zemindarnis, Mr. Horsfal]

St g : ost carel : R . ;
accounts of this description obtained some from thff;fiiﬂ‘};}“ﬁgg a'ﬁge 01;‘ itixation r says that he cannot but admit that the rate of Rs. 4 per acre is too high a charge for
%ﬁetalzuk_ c;:ch.erry at Wtooﬁdy, formed the data of the inquiry held by ]&;xt' eHrir:;:ﬁ] 1 vater for the lands of this Purganah. The soil is poor, the only erop is paddy, which,
: emindarnis appear to ave & = 2 ) ¢ : 3 : iv i
Mr. Hors rejectgtli)as e proinped accounts showing yesriy produee, but these : : nltl : t]:xsatlnl per Putti, the average produce per acre is scarcely remunerative to the

use they_ did not indicate the extent of cultiva- : ! )
924, Mr. Horsfall alludes to the subject of water-rate on Mokhassa villages, which,
s regards irrigation, are in no better or worse condition than the proprietary. villages.
. ' No accounts of cultivation in former years are produced, and the villages are, therefore,
one account and another, wever distant the interval of time between Wr. Horsfall considers, liable, under til?l E{ G(iv‘ernn?ent Olédlm"dto 4 c:ba:gg f?f kinag's
Y7 M, Brorebell adiics , > ‘, He, however, recommends a charge of Rs, 11 per acre of land now irrigated all round.
- Mr. Horsfall admi at the extent of so-called “ usual wet” differs widelv , , ['he inam villages, he believes, have been still more favourably treated by the Inam
Cultivaticn of years immediately precedin B from that reported by a former Sub-~ Commissioner.
< aniout. & | olleqtor for the thxyee faskis nan‘: o 25. The eircumstances of the Nedadavole Purganah are, Mr. Horsfall reports, 1
S Baharzully, marginally, but aceounts for it by the very different from Daharzully. Prior to the anicut there was little or no wet culti-
. ]5;:3 11 ;\;r; avourable character of the seieon of those . 3 ration at all, except in two villages to the average extent of acres 163. The area
1262 e 1:?§3 g’ga:]sl by the presumed greater reliability ’ mder anicut irrigation, first and second crop, in faslis 1277 and 1276, was acres 9,463,

B o e e—— wﬂ_— -

TS, ae:ording as accounts were available. But fow
= € Tor consecutive vears : atever
accounts could be got were made use 0 i i ouRegilys Whatarer

. TN e——

o SR RO . the village accounts produced before ' he estimated Teerwajasti thereon Rs. 37,639. Deducting usual wet as above
_4_’8§ himself and by the larger number of ! | Lk?g gllllz:rgeeable area left is acres 9,299 and the Teerwajasti thereon Rs. 36,984. g
1277 : P8 .. 29365 years on which the averages have beep :

ST, framed.

18. He then proee?is to rebut some of the main o}
darnis to this method of settlement. The Zemindarnis a) v
in the old accounts as wet “ Gudikut » should be aeeepltg_‘i]ﬁ Hl,ztcfl:,is;tsnt Sjerad |
To this Mr. Horsfall answers that, although the whole Baharzull wel land,
the exception of the village-sites, consists of low lands, anqd alatizolt] %Purg?'?,?h’. Wwith .
tion and drainage perfect? which they are not, the whole of the wet gG';; l;’;f;::t q}f_ ;}"”.9?;
accounts and even wnore might have been irrigated, the fact sti]] remains that it e ol

~was fully cultwatgd (with wet [crops. In his opinion, the * wet ” Gudikut Ofnez'}jr -
accounts was nothing more than 1 “estimate of the aten capable of irrigation, the
over, he considered the objectior raised by the Zemindarnis to he n}qpf d 6 el
disposed of by Government Order, 16th January 1864, No, 101 ’ dgn 1::]? o
trae the Purganah was irrigated from the A © 0@ added, ‘it 15

ST g 3 Row K
and maintained by the Zemindar’s ancestors, ggt theoirrg\gilt‘i’s; B;'l;is O"ther g

26. Thus the Teerwajasti on Baharzully and Nedadavole would amount to rupees
17 903, or making a deduction of ten per ecit. Rs. 1,06,113. If the second erop
S ndua B P i e left out, there will be still left acres 28.547
wultivation which 1s precarious be A ’ |
hargeable with Rs. 1,13,094, or, less ten per ¢ent , a net sum of Rs. 1,01,784.

27. Mr. Horsfall concludes his report with a comparison of the peisheush
snhanced by the proposed water-tax with what he believes to be the present assets of

he estate, thus—

jections urged by the Zemin-

Peishensh. Water-rate,
RS, RS,

o o Gave Tlume et aner v apay 39,860
g:ﬁ:fzﬁ?wl’e SRR R R 40,000 68916

1,20,887 + 1,01,785
= 2,22672

e ———

admdeadisaiy P a—w-—-ﬂ—\\-—'—»ﬂ-—-‘—w\" S

19. The Zemindarnis’ statement that the m f i e oo ] 1,48,247
: . eans o 1 i N f . . 4 ® + . St ‘
Purganah have not been improved by the anicut irigation to the Baharzully, hedada';zt? * in Nedadavole W8 AN o 1A 8T B |

: ut andworks dependant thereon Teerwa -

Mr. Horsfall considers, rebutted by ‘the cultivation returns of the vi ey ‘ Babarsully —.: ;5. g Seiiiase R .. 1,21,000 =
subsequent to the anicut. ,+ W16 years prior and ———  1,06,886 |
20. With regard to the Zemindarnis’ . e oL 2 1 * In Nedadavala it i lnined that water-rate is colleeted by the Zemindar sepurately from land assessméht on !
was fixed in 1802 with reference to the laassertmn that tlfo peishersh on the estate 19 retarns of wet cuttivation snnually furnished to the Zomindar, 4

nds beipe &« » < ¢ ‘
that he has not the means of ascertaining Whet},:fl%hiswet’ e Sub-Collector states He observes that the total future demand on the estate would thus somewhat exceed

does not think that it affects the question at all, gince it“;:;s;?: ;‘:;;e', or mot, but he ] . two-thirds of the admitted assets, but that there remain acres 9,’{66 of lanq in the |
only for improvements since made at Government expense. In 11)849 "a}ntvl:'eto ﬁhi'.r g (& | Baharzully Purganah not yet irrigated but capaple of irrigation, which, there is every
sion of the estate, the peishcash on Baharzully namely Hs. 7992 rese stu xd-( ie? ?: reason to hope, gsill be brought under cultivation in the course of a few years, on
thirds of the collections. At the present day it is a little vhake ) i 'Ol?el-)fourrtlhc two- ;‘ which no Toerw&']asti will be leviable if the pregent addition, on account of water-
21. The deterioration of villages bordering yn the Colair irom inundat; : " rate, is to be a composition for present and futupe extension of anicut irrigation in the
by the anicut was pleaded by the Zemindarnis as a sot.of? to tho R ‘l?:leac:iltllxx%d' ' ‘ estate. P _
cultivation since the anicut. - Mr, Horsfall congiders that +his is not supported by ﬂ?: (2 | 28. The main points of the petition of tie Zemindarnis against the settlement

accounts, inasmuch as the cultivation in these villages has been

? : Increasing i
fame ratio as in other parts of the Purganah. b A

proposed by Mr. Horsfall may be summarized a4 follows :—

g N

|
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. no authoritative account was ever kept ; (3) the Sub-Collector has not
4 . ?
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wnstmﬁonfﬁh?:n quantity of water supplicd to the Baharzully Purganah since the
ported by a memoran dm“t lsh;'eally less than it was formerly. This position is sup-

! um which purports to be drawn up from the published reports
heingr Sl vil ttl(:n. The chief conclusion established,
Goda ), y While the ante-anicut supply oFwater fr ;
ya‘; dsv:g]:)?r ltl(t)l(:"i?](;oﬁi?}(t’oyﬁgjeﬁﬁe houtll'l durilng April to J uplfx)e'aud 300,000012112;2
9,300 cubiec yards in the former period m;d 4(?7,‘.;:{)(1)l I!lf t(ixfe ﬁ?i;suppued - oo

B.—That the soil of Baharzally i i -

. . arzully 18 gradually impoverished by th lusi
o et e st g 1t ot o St s oy
st thin fort cuble yards of silt spread over the six months of the cultivation se-nsoéy
that thls]ertlhzmg element is now almost entirely lost to the estate The res;dt i;;
2o on ;ehindf;m not as Pmd“tzg‘!; a:h they used to be, and this. Impoverishment will
‘ after year, aggrava i "l :
tho land . a%ter, g%n.v y the circumstance that the same crop is taken off

C.—That the peishcush on the estate was calculated on a wet assessment. In
support of this position, an extract from the accounts of the Circuit Committee
relating to the Baharzully Purganah jis produced from which it is clear that gt that
early period, the wet cultivation was most abundant and yielded a high revenue, Tlhe
area of paddy land in the proprietor’s villages is therein given as “ cultivated » f(utties
1,311, waste Kutties 475, total Kutties 1,786, equivalent to acres 28,601. The rr?
revenues of the Purganah for five years according to those accounts ra %{ y
follow : — aiihe

RB..
A.-D.177 - . LR L g . . - . 1,40,47[
e LT SRR T e L i 1
: ) 1778 . .o L L L e L .o 1,54,064
1) 1779 .. . . .. . .. 14
144 so. 4 80448
”» s . cne . .- . . . 1,60,585

_ D.—That the old channels of supply have been intercepted s
in their stead only two channels have been provided. es Sod al off, and that

E.—That the statement of wet cultivation area rior to i
e st the
the Sub-Collector, is incorrect and utterly untrustwgrthy forletzle];gut"easo :
thq Sub-Collector himself admits that the ¢ mamool ” wet lands could not bnsd"_{‘l)
guished from those that were not s0; (2) under the sharing system of set?lezl:::f]r-

no attention was paid to accurate meagyrement of cultivated area of whiel in faot
X d )

_makiug
1Inimum

Prepared by

out the average cultivation, adopted congecutive vears : (4 m
cultivation have been mixed together in such a manner ﬁs)to r{:afl]l?elgn:ha“d e
cultivation of the whole Purganah to acres 8,896 - (5 "

returns, relied on by the Sub-Collector, the maximur; we

to 19,361 acres; and (6) according to eertain :

the zemindari, the extent )of'wet oul%ivaition is obzgve?icizu%:ve‘:anth:h rec;x:ds of
37,790 acres ; (7) if the cultivation retwrns adopted by the Sub-Coll gto as high ag
worthy, it is impossible to believe that such small areas of cultivagior o ‘;’ere trust-
high revenues as are exhibited in enclosure E of the petition, o yidded sucp

et mool wet
)even in the cultivation

t land cultivated amounts

4
F.—That the “ Gudikut” wet does, in reality, reprose {
brought under wet cultivation in former years. TP Slent of land

‘ G.—That the Sub-Collector admits that a water-rate of Rs, ., Jor acre i
hi%la for t&xe Bahalr{znlly landsi, which are poor in soil and produce, o sther cﬁgplsﬂ']'"o
paddy, which, at Rs. 12 per Putti, the average produce per i3 sern e
tive to the eultivation. : fran. g - v g

H.--That, in dealing with the inttrlands in the Purgana: fle |1ay Cousisls.

sioner has decided them to be wet and eXemptfrom water-sate. s it not, therefe.
b4

manifestly unjust to charge water-rate i proprieta s » hi 2
to priority in the aupplyrgf water ? Proprietary lans w hich were always entitlod
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I.—That the alleged benefit of navigation is nothing to the petitioner, as
license-tax is levied from boat-owners on the canuls and the cost of carriage thereby

inereased.
J.—That, as regards the Nedadavole Purganah, (1) the paddy erop raised on

nds with anieut water is really of less value than the former dry crops, such as

1rv ]
:}:? 2 d. cotton, horse-gram, ete. ; (2) the ryots have now to pay diy assessment. Rs. 4
pe cre plus Bs. 4 water-rate, total Rs. 8 per aere. They are consequently most

averse to wet eultivation, and require to be coaxed to cultivate te enable petitioners to
meet theif water-rate; (3) that the most superior dry lands, when they are irrigated,
turn * chowdoo ” and become useless; (4) that much injustice 1s inflicted by water-
1ate being charged on the entire area of the field instead of on the portion actually
jrrigated, the overcharge on this account having been, on an average of five years,
Rs. 4,400.

K.—That, under these circumstances, the water-tax on the Neflad.avole estate
? should be charged at two-thirds (Rupees

Wetesrats 12,9238) of the average amount aectually

Fasli, actoally ' 5 .

realized. realized from the ryvots, viz., Rs, 19,384,

B the remaining one third being allowed for

1279 . .. 8 éf’ggg charges of collection and for the various

1:78 . "t 047665 drawbacks already alluded to. Or, assum-

: g?f, B T e atlakh ing that half of the present lump charge

]12'. 5 .. 26,000 collected on the estate, viz., Rs. 28,488,

1274 L R | appertains to Nedadavole, that two-thirds

1978 TR el 18323 of this half, Rs. 9,496, should be chargcd
BT8P Al }g’gz% as permanent water-rate.

]]2,'-6 LT 1880 L.—That, in conclusion, nothing

1269 L7 oF ST 0 9,095 should be charged on Baharzully, the

- present wet cultivation being no more
11)2,13,232 than it was in former years, and the out-

19,384 ;;1:;1 of revenue on the whole being also

99. The Board have referred to the accounts relating to the Permanent Setile-
ment. In 1786 the Committee of Circuit described the Baharzully Parganah as  the
richest and best cultivated of the Noozeed Purganahs. Lying under the Colair, it is,
of course, well supplied with water and produces a great quantity of paddy.” In1802
the accounts of the Permanent Settlement show that Baharzully was a  wet grain ”
district. The Court of Wards accounts submitted by Mr, Dent in 1829 show that, out
of kuttis 1,492 of land, 1,249 were wet, and the Purganah was described as consisting
entirely of wet lands dependant on the Colair lake. In the detailed accounts of the
Circnit Committee all the lands of the Baharzully Purganah are classed as paddy land,
on which no other crop than white paddy and black paddy was grown. The term
¢plack paddy ” as used in these days denotes a dry crop requiring no irrigation but
the falling rains. The extent, however, of this crop appears _from the produce accounts
to have been inconsiderable. : .

30. In the subsequent aceounts, land cultivated with black paddy and other dry
grains has been distinguished from lands irrigated.

31. It is thus beyond doubt that all the lands of the Purganah were not irrigate 1
but that some were cultivated with dry erops. The eclaim to the exemption of thé
entire Purganah from the charge for water is, therefore, untenable.

32. The question for decision is whether the measure of the exempted area should
be the averadéextent of wet cultivation prior to the anicut as proposed by the Colleetor
or the Gudikut, which is the total extent of wet land according to the accounts.

33. With regard to the first, f;he Board, after anx.iou‘s and mature consideration
of the subject, are convinced that it may be, and often is, incorrect to take the average
extent of cultivation of a certain number of years as representing the entire extent of
« mmamool wet” laud. The iucrease or decrease of cultivation i governed by various
causes, of which the supply of water is but onie : paucity of ry\ts, prevalence of low

i 3
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prices, mal-administration, health of cattle,

increase or falling off in cultivation. Inthe case before the Board, the data on which
the average extent has been caleulated are most impertect and unreliable, and most
of the objections taken by the zemindarnis to the aceounts and to the results deduced
therefrom are well founded. A seftlement on such a basis must be disadvantageous in
the extreme to the zemindarnis’ interests, inasmuch as the Government demand of
Baharzully on aceount of peisheush and water-rate would thus amount to a sum dittl
short of the present full recenue of the Purganah, The Board, therefore, consider that
the proposal to define the ‘““average” cultivation and charge for the remainder must
be abandoned.

34 With regard to thé second or Gud;
concession would seem to imply excessive |j
ample testimony furnished by th

and many similar causes influence the

kut criterion, although at first sight this
berality, the Board feel satisfied, from the
' ) ¢ accounts of the Cireuit Committee and of later
years, that the concession will be, in point of fact, no more than the special ecircum-
stances of the case warrant. Tt seems to the Board to be the only satisfactory
way of solving the difficulties which beset the qaestion, and they feel also satisfied
that it is in accordance with the intentions of the Government. Without any
previous clear understanding with the zamindar, the Government took possession

of his main channel from the Godavery, which had been the source of abundant
wrrigation to the estate from time immen,

Ve ; orial, thus converting a private into a State
chaunel and depriving the Zemindar of ; e

the control over it without compensation, and

-5 ¥ = Y ~ x . . 3 e ., 3

prevented its being possible for him to improve and perfeet the irrigation at his own
cost. It is not, therefore, extravagant

to give him the sasure ox i
which the accounts, such s they are, Warm%t. 1e full measure of exemption,

35. The area to Be exempted, according to th : g ‘ Ak
which, deducted from Acres 27,725, the g e Gudikut account, is Acres 25,718,

: rrigated extent, would leave Acres 2.00
chargeable with a water-rate of Rs. 8,028, or, allowing i pel? \::ent., 1136. 7,%1‘.’(.)5‘. el

36. While thus, however, conceding the full t £ reliof
claimed under the liberal orders, of Go""l‘ltlgment,i est measure of relief that ean be

. t seems but equitable that so i

should be co_ntrlbuted. towards the eost of maintaining works c?f irrigation wh?;}(;tlllllsléﬁ
formerly to be exclusively borne by the ustate, and of which it has been relieved sinece
the construetion of the anicut. A eharge of seven per cent. on the present rental of
the Purganah '{akcn one year with another at Rs. 1,00,000 would ameunt to Rs. 7.000
and this sum, in the opinion of Phe Board, would be a very moderate cohtl"ib:ltior;
towards the cost of maintenance of the channels on which the Baharzully Purganah is

dependent. The ' consideration i1s one which muy propecly be; tekerinte: aceount in
fixing a consolidated charge.

37. Thus, the demand on the Baharzully Purganah, if these proposals meet with
the approbation of Government, would amount to Rs. 7,225 of water-rate chargeable
over and above the Gudikut area and Rs. 7,000 the same contribution for repairs
total Rs. 14,225, or, in round numbers, the consolidated charge may be fixed aé
Rs. 14,000,

38. The Board will now proceed to consider the case of the Nedadavole Pureanah
which is very different from Baharzully and much simpler. It seems to be &;gl?ittc(i
on both sides that * mamool ”” wet cultivation under the Godavery was confined to two

villages, and the difference between the average extent of this faken by Mr. Horsfal]
and the Gudikut wet is inconsiderable, According to the Sub- Meefo

; . 'S account
Acres 9,334 (Ist crop land) are chargeable with a water-rate of R [ ;
ing ten per. cent., Rs. 33,458. The Zemindarnis’ highest collec
their ryots does not, according to their petition, appear to have
anv one of the last eleven years, and the rule of the Collecto,
be levied on the total area of a survey field and not on th
irrigated, is stated to inflict an average loss of Rs. 4,400 p
disposed to give some weight to these considerations ang
petition, and would, as a permanent arrangement, fix a 1
paid-so long as the area under anicut irgigation is not

39. The entire charge for both the\Purganahs co;
water-rate will, according to the above! propositions

39,000, and will

{

.
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) d d on the estate, inclusive of the peisheush, to Rs. 1,59,000. The
;f;,t]l;zssg:ﬁ these Purganahs are estimated by the Snb-éollector at Rs. 3,06,886,
which ineludes a sum of Rs. 37,639, the water-rate charged in Nedadavole, which the
Zemindar is supposed to collect separately from the ryots. ;

40. The next question for settlement is that of the peishcush. The Board, as
already stated in paragraph 9, recommended in 1861 a reduction of the peishensh on
the estate including Amburpet from Rs. 1,37,646 to Rs: 1,20,000. Adverting to the
fact that the twelve years’ average, from Fasli 1240 to Fasli 1251, was only
Rs. 1,569,403, although, during eight of those years the estates were under the
management of the Government officers, the Board then felt convinced that, unless
the Zemindar was placed in some exceptionally favourable position with regard to the
charge for water from the new irrigation works, their proposal was not more liberal
than was necessary to give permaneney to the arrangement and stability to the
Zemindar’s position in those eircumstances of comparative ease which, as the represen-
tative of an ancient family, the Government could not but desire him to occupy, even
were he not entitled to more than ordinary consideration by reason, of the somewhat
scant justice that, in recent times, he had received at t}{elg hands. In the petition
now before the Board one of the prayers of the Zg];lindamls is to reduce the pexshcgsh
according to the pleasure of the higher aut‘homnes. Wha.tever the gr_ounds which
existed in 1861 for the Board’s recommendation for a reductaop of the peishcush, they
are not how prepared, in the light of the facts which have since been placed before
them as to the present resources of the estate, to adhere to that recommendation.
Any reduction of the peisheush at present will be a pure act of grace, and the Board
must, therefore, leave the final decision in the hands of Government.

41. Another minor question remains for disposal in connection with the revision
of the peishcush. The subject of the six resumed Agraharams was discussed in
Board’s Proceedings dated 23rd September 1861, No. 6128. The facts then placed
before the Board were these :—The quit-rent due to the Zemindar on these villages
was Rs. 3,214, the entire revenue of Fasli 1269 was Rs. 4,915, the average collections
from Fasli 1261 to Fasli 1268 Rs. 2,156, and the receipts after resumption Rs. 1,043.
‘As the Zemindar had incurred large losses from these villages in former years, the
Board recommended that they should be made over 'um:eservedly. to the Zemindar.
The Government observed that the consideration of this proposition must also be
deferred along with that of the peisheush.

42 - Proceedings of 21st November 1865, No. 7446, in disposing of a
42. In their P . claim brought forward by the late h%lders
of one * of the six Agraharams, the Board
Nors—The quit-rent on this village was expressed an opinion at variance with
Rs. 317. Its reveoue, after resumption, l‘xad their former opinion, and said that the
risen from Rs. 332 in Fasli 1205 to Rs. 2,200 7 50.0,00 hetween the quit-rent due to the
in Faeli 1271. Zemindar and the full beriz minus ten per
tion charges should be added to the amount of peishcush payable b
cent. for eollec 1 186 :No 081 , the Zemindar. The Government observe§
26th April 1806, No- EE% that it would be prematurehto make any
“h recard to Narsimhapuram, whilst the revision of the Zemindar’s
m‘ili.:gge::tlxenvta“:tskill gl?;der consideration, and added that, in determining the new
;I;:sessn‘;ent the Board would of course treat Narsimhapuram and the five other
Agmharaﬂis in the same way as the other villages on the estqte.

43. The Board are unable to gather from the wording of their last order what
the exact intention of Government was in regard to these villages. They are, however,
disposed to adhere to their original recommendation that they should be unreservedly
made over to tha Zemindar in consideration of the great losses suffered from them for
a long series of years. There is no information before the Board as to the present
revenue of these villages, and the probable value of the®concession involved cannot,
therefore, be statec. As the Zemindar has had these villages put into his posses-
sion, and been allowed to enjoy the revenues for several years, and as the long-looked
for reduction of Peishcl_u}‘# will not prohably take place, the Board think that it will

4 ‘ i

* Narsimhapuram.
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be in keeping with the

in regard to this anciengenemm poliey whieh it is the desive of Government to adopt

> ! t estate, to » Moo - 4 oy
possession without any addition to lzl:mpfi:lﬁzzesl?uaoes kg vy s

4'41 Olle mor 1 . A
hitkiie to Oommgs':t?olfsf?:?a rgmams to- be noticed, namely, the claim of the Zemin-
dove : nds belong_mg to their estate taken up for the irrigation
mment Order, 22nd March 1862, No, 638. V;'lorks. In adjusting the mesne profits
sam of Rs, 5 by > 4 the Government waived #her claim toa
becsuse wate?f;g: 2‘11‘: 005:. of lrrlg&tlml works executed for the benefit of the estate,
that this settlomen; ounting to Rs. 77,133, would also -be charged, and observed

1 ment would render un . '
oceupied by works not solely beneﬁtin;e:l::s %:{xxi?d?\g;n;:g;);t;? tindar foc Jands

45. Wi :
doubted X‘l’t:ll}e;‘eferenoe to this latter observation of Government the Collector
oceupied by w kor not the Zemmdz_u- was still entitled to compensation for lands
¥ Works not solely benefiting his property, that is, whether he had any
Colleotor, 20th N. claim to reduction in his peishcush to the
Board’s Procs., 9‘316?2:,.' 11%%%' e ﬁé annual value of such lands. The Board
Govt. Order, 20th ,, - , ' . 195  considered that he was, but remarked
in conneetion wi * that the matter would be best disposed of
over.!.meetlon with the water-rate question, and Government ordered the subject to lie

48, !

At a later date, on a representation from the Zemindar, the Collector reported
Collector, 315t May 1867. N on the claim to compensation, and stated
Board’s Procs., 11th July’ 18%7}4130 4324 that it was good and must be,satisﬁed, in

regard to . ; accordance with the usage observed in

estg:tes in ﬁ&%fm%elzl{nqam’. He reported that, in all the Zemindari and proprietary
cost of all works wh ‘tlh irrigation works have been executed, the Government bear the
cess for the a bt e solely or not solely benefiting the estates, and levy water-
compensated fo mt(ilnt. water used, and the Zemindars and proprietors have been

reduetion in thr_ eir lands occupied under such works by cash payments, and a

that the que t?r peishoash of the annual value of the land. The Board observed

question would be deeided by Government, and that, when it had been

settl : -
rre ':(:; gtge details could be easily arranged. The question has been left ever since at

47. :
any ot}’ierTZh:;ei c::rbe = dqubt whatever that the Zemindarnis of Nedadavole, like
ahaszoels. whet }:‘ x are entitled to compensation for all lands taken up for work and
from the’que:tioe:: ofene!it;lng tilhe esdtatﬁ solely or not. This is a matter quite distinet

eisheus : . : AR -
settlement as rapidlypas POSSibi(:n the Collector will b instracted to proca2d with its
No. 1 ' -
3 2L OrDER THERRON, No. 764, 13th May 1872.

The Government will not add to the

Miscelianeous.

history of the Nedad 5 nected with this case by reviewing the
deci:zn on e pI;.rﬁ vole cum Baharzully Zemindari, but proeced to state their

: cular points under ref, » -
peisheush aud : r reference, which are the charge to be made for
included in it, w?:nitfdpn the estate and the disposal of certain resumed Agraharams
by the irrigation works. 1ary question is raised as to compensation for land\ oceupied

o i
dispose of the question of water-rate on wiiich thae

}

2. The Govern ill fi
of peisheush must d:;:ﬁd‘;vm ﬁﬁt

3. The very careful inau;
the estates showg that in ]13naqm

ry made.into the subject of ¢ mawyiool nu jah” land in
Report of 1786 as « the e

sharzully, which was deseribed in tg Cireuit Committee's
supplied with water, and ?;’t and best cultivated of the Nuzid gurg.unahs,” “ well
to the old * Gudikyt » produces a great quantity of paddy,” thers Were, according

accounts, 25,718 acres of nunjah_land prier fo the execution of

the amcut works . s
report was ‘27,72,5&:3*92?“ P m'g"ﬁ‘ area from the works at EEDSMSO 08 the Board's

- -

already excessive bulk of the record con-

o o g TH '—: ; 7 ‘,,_‘j e e o e N S, | A
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4. In Nedadaié Pargauah the Gudikut and ten years’ average accounts agree
very nearly at 163 acres, prior to the anicut works, which area had increased in
fasli 1276-77 to 9,463 acres.

5. The ten years' average of wet oult_ivation prior to the anieut works was for
both Purganahs 9,059 acres, and the question to be decided is whether the exemption
of “mamool nunjah ” from the watec-rate charged for anicut irrigation should be
limited to this area, or extended to the aggregate of the “ Gudikut” or old registered
area of land capable of being cultivated with wet erops, namely, 25,881 aires. g

" 6. The argument urged in favour of the ten years’ average is that, although
nearly the whole of the Baharzully Purganah, with the exception of the village-sites,
consists of low lands eapable of being irrigated to the full extent of the Gudikut, and
even beyond it, the fact remains that it never was fully cultivated with wet erops, and
that the Gud kut appears to have been little more than an estimate in successive years
of the extent of Jand which might, in favourable seasons, be brought under wet culti-
vation, as although the Purganah was certainly irrigated from the “ Appa Row
Kalva ? ‘and other channels, dug and maintained at the expenmse of successive
Zemindars, still the irrigation under those channels was very uncertain; the lands
were exposed to risk of damage from flood, and when the freshes in the Godavery
failed, water was not procurable.

7. In opposition to this view the Board point out that many eircumstances
beside the supply-of water affect the area of cultivation in any series of years, while
in the present instance the data on which the average has been calculated are most
imperfect and unreliable.

8. On the other hand, it is in evidence that the Baharzully Purganah was very
extensively cultivated with wet crops from a remote date, and the fact that the
Government took possession of the main channel as part of the anieut project and
thius deprived the zemindar of the control over 1t without compensation is a considera-
tion entitled to much weight as the zemindar was thereby precluded from developing
the irrigation at his own cost. :

9. The Board, therefore, advoeate the exemption of the 'W]_mle gudiknt area from
any charge for water rate, and the Government concur in opinion with them that this

is the proper course to adopt. |
10. This conclusion will put at the zemindar’s disposal such ample resources that
all possible ground for ¢laiming any reduction of peisheush is removed.

11. The amount will therefore remain unchanged, and water-rate will be charged
only on the area irrigated from the anicut in excess of 25,881 acres.

12. The Board submit that the zemindar is fairly liable to a contribution towards
the cost of maintaining the works on which the gudikut area 18 dependant for irriga-
tion, and the Government concur with them in this view, as under ordinary circum-
stances the works would have to be maintained by the.ze_mm'dar at his own cost.
The cost of executing the works designed solely for the irrigation of the estate was
caleulated at Rs. 50,270, which was not charged against the zemm(_iar in adjusting
the refund of mesae profits which accrued while the estate was in the hands of
Government, but against this and all claim by Government on account of extended
irrigetion during the same period a sum of Rs. 77,133 was deducted from the profits

due to the zemindar. .
13. The Board suggest that 7 per cent. on an estimated present rental of

Bs. 1.00.000. or Rs. 7,000, would be a reasonable charge for maintenance of works in
udikut g and the Government accept this recomr sdation. They also adopt

the gudikat 1
e gudikat area, ¢ the six resumed agraharams ove made over to the zemindar

the Board’s proposal tha
unreservedly. y 1

14. The Collector will, therefore, inform the zemindarnis that these villages will
be made over to them without any additional charge on account of the difference
between their full rent value and the jodi which was ineleted in the assets on which
the peishcush was caleulated, and that no demand for water-rate will t_)e made on
account of irrigation to the gudikut area of 25,881 a\(y That the peishcush will
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for water on which is JRupees 1,13,094-4-8, from w nich if we dednct 10 per cent, t_he ba]ance to

. : ’1,01,784-13-5.
annum. It is absurd to suppose that ¢l be charged is Rupees :

revenue claimed for it. Even n A Purgannah alone ever yielded the enormons

18. If to the present Peishcush*be added

RS btain a total

: : ‘ 80,537 the above charge for water we o

ear to year the demand nover. 1) far g : r:::: o;h: :i h;a.xzne :: progressing from  Nidadavole Estats e 202 (lemand against the estate of Rupees 2,22, 671,

12. I have t}m? endeavoured to 1 P" elactions x:iae p ﬁ; l.;ro Comitideriad : | Totalom 120,857 '3 sum somewhat exceeding two-thirds of the

there are others of winor importance an iy s ) radmitted assets, which must, I have reason to
b : i ble, and it would be useless to endeavour to , Ra. i

meet in detail each petty objection tha ought forward BabarRally...recvsom s onssssesers s, LILOOO b liave be about three lacs of Rupees, as shown
13 Leannot but adumit, Sonave, acre is too high a charge for water for the : | ~ 1““""“’“:“'& i Hokldrale sttt a7 in the margin. The Zemindarnis are provided

nerality of lands in this Purganngh, - SSharge \ S de = ‘
<o ety T, and the aly st universal erop grown thereon

araually with returns of the wet caltivation in

the Nidadavole estate, and of course levy the

Tirwajasti according to these accounts separately fro1n the land tax, which is not, as I have above
irwajasti

‘ Totaliiiyemi 3,086,886
j ® This was written some months ago; prices are paddy, g ¢rop which, at the eurrent rate of
rapidly,

" PCe8 per putty, * the average produce of an
€ 18 scarcely remup

4. T f rentj ] tice in the Baharzally estate.
€ system of renting out w ly is Shedevad iy Rl aiv observed, the prac

distinetion is made between the land ar

19. On the ocher hand there remain acras 9,7€i6'56 of lands not yet irrigated and capable
e Viidig ; reat ortion of this will be brou ht
iy b 0 oo - - ':?dt G hmg ipeludedin one lump sum oflirrigation, and there is every reason to hope '{hﬁt ; :he a:;ﬂ:r e::r from the correspondence gon
he makes the most he can out of his b i tlh odu:i upon aleae? of one or more years, and un.der o i b il b of I B .

dual collections on the part of the Zem ol 0es away with the Becessity of indivi.

 reduces the cost of management g o Wini.
est degree prejudicia) to the true interegty and
igh it may seem, have gone on submitting o
b, owing in a great Ineasure to the Prevailing
L. of 1865, to the Very remunerative prices that
'nahfra! dislike to throw up lands held by them

th : subject of this Zenmindary, a listt of which is
tF ; ap rended, that it isthe intention of Gorirnment
TN , he present conditigy of the Zemindary,
for all with regard not only to ¢ it :
tofix the demand once ' i : the Zemindarais from the extension of “wet
efit likely to acerue to
egard to the ben 0?

mum ; still it cannot but be considere
welfare of the cultivating classes, who
year to year to increasing rents, Thi
ignorance of the provisions of the Mad
have been obtained up to the last year
from generation to generation. They Pog

but also with r y
- ; anicut works. . ¢ g i
oﬂh;;tmn;n;:;r .ﬂ“i' & st of papers forwardeea in connection with this report.
20. Appends :

T

g e e

/ (True Copy.) :
acquiesce, with few exceptions, in theis Wk '8 a8 the owners of the soil, and s (Signeqy 7. FRASER, :
15. Though not conneeted with 1 b Y?SOf the lands to the best advantage, .‘ Collector,
not be considered out of place to allud 'w”:::;:h? p:i“;; inquiry, it will, perhaps, T G
Purgannah. The Mokhassadars are ur £ 18 Mol villages in this 2 2 5o 6 —Statementg,
with wet crops prior to the anicat, an, : i "er accounts showing the lands cultivated BuvnSUBNS Nos. 3 %o
estimate of their extent; but there js g oo impossible for e to arrive at any exz bE 7
Ftion s Bhs R M6 'suppose thy they were in eith Excrowss N 7. )
ARG R Smndcle. 88 the estate; ong though it wou reforre. toin PATST4Pn 19 of the Sub-Collector's report,
under the Order of Government stric "Bt they should lu; d:': d'}‘!ﬂ; , r2acr.—List of correspondence
e . - B ) Should be charged fully | , A s X
water since they have ffllod to show f : ds were irrigated prio e 1 , ~7th November 1868. b
to recommend a relaxation of the ru e o, One Ha oy iy L H ate. < ] s forwaidnd.
imposed as the Government charge fi ' h ’ i . wpee eight Annag ‘ ; arosorE, No. 8 —Lit of pape
with any show of reason, be objected ‘":kbe“ acre of. land now irrigateq could not, i . i
extent would, I conceive, be remuner o dars, whilst an uniform charge to this

been still more favourably treated by

16. The circumstances of the N
Purgannabh. Prior to the anicut ther
appears in two villages, Nidadavole ite

e — R

Excrosures Nos, 9 to 17.—Petition.s.

submitted with this report,

vernment, The Inam villages have, I believe,
MMmissioney, '

Urgannah gre very different from the Bahmally

. i |

her servants been present while

ot i P

X : has s1e or any of
. : the zemmd&'nh ner :
67 cents. The irrigation for second § 5 1076, sEhere only 4 the extent of 163 sores, % not been placed before he can say in regard to the accounts
to acres. 9 463'3?;(! the estimat ¥ 1276, and first orop in Fusly 1274, extended they have been pre ﬁm- and future complicatcns to have . ?ﬂ:e Collector is, therefore, requested
5 : s 18 Rupees 37 639-5-3. From this hag ‘ 9. It will save time been trken. % osals on them,
) E . , to be : -Collector have : d of his prop ‘
gﬁ:ﬁiit‘:;: :1163 aiz;u:B::ik:et ¥ ;( & ha balance of acres 9,299-36 irrigated and ‘ * jp which the avemgeds °f 'tl:i;“: copy of the Sub-Colletor's m:n o?n:?sa form, any objections ehe
: SR D t . R S indarni i , in .
by the Zemindarnis on the lands irrig 0 £ aiiount that ought to po paid as Tirwajasti to furnish the Zemio darni to submit as early as practicable, 1
from which, if we deduct 10 per cen LA antcut in hotl, Purga..aahs to Rs. 1,17,903-9-9, and request the Zemindarnl ts or the propos:s basd on them.
Rupees 1,0&, 113 as the consolidated : o:,:; l}l);e::;: z‘: d. ";inihm“ of ”“::’é:‘ - may have to offer 0 the (True Copies and lédrstfb)ed) A. MACGREGOR,
3 indarnis on account vern- f (Sign ing Secretary.
ment water. ; Acting
17.  In making this caleulation dod & |
p f " the second crop eultivation as well ag the ol
s, ected that the T : A ‘ of.
ir:ma n:;d f;: t:;: be obj 4 det:r e " 10t be taken into consideration in forming he | To the Collector of the Godavery Distri |
dron sallivation i’; m‘ g , ent charge for anicut water, since the second ]
P tively trifling, and, exelu diﬁ i o Wcjlmstanm of each year. The difference is !
Sonpsmtively Wiling, sd, tiation. we have still acres 28,547-90, the charge |
i
t .
\ i =
Eb : b — P
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; r{mnmea‘ot TEE Boarp o Revenue, dated 11th July 1867.

Read the followiﬁg Mter from J. FRASER, Esq., Collector of the Godavery district, to the Seere-
. tary tothe Board of Revenue, dated!Cocanada, 31st May 1867, No. 147:— '

S Petition No. 2,659 of 1866, (herewith returned, ) presented to the Board of Revenue by

m,ointzenﬁndm of Kadadavole and Baharzhally estates, has been referred to me for report, with

reference to the Board's Prococdings, dated 5tk July 1864, No. 4,174 ;

' 9. The petitioners request compensation, from Fusly 1260, for their Zemindary lands taken up
in the two. qyg.tqstby Public Works, and a reduction of th@ mount from their peishcush in future.
They argue that the endorsement, which Lhave passed o' % Rip petition on the same subject, stati

that their claim was inadmissible, because it is expressed in paragraph 2 of the Board's Proc,eedlngg’
dated 7th March 1864, No. 1,412, fhit the Governmont rightto claim from the Zomindar the cost
of the work executed for the benefit of their estates, and the Zemindar's right to demand from Govern-
ment compensation for lands occupied in their estates for the works which benefit other parts of the

delta have been set off against cach other, and mutually waived, O T ST A
pot complicate the adjustment, is wrong. ‘ b . £
3. They further state that as they are charged with water'-_ta.x_'_fég their Zirayati lands, as in
the case of other estates in which compensation for lands taken up by Pu’lic Works has been granted,
they should, likewise, be allowed the compensation for their Zirayati lands occupied by Public Works.
4. Tho Board's Proceedings, dated 5th fuly 1864, No. 4,874, reforred to in the Boards
‘endorsement under l‘@:l’ii' is not applicable to ‘he matter of compensation under reference, as it
the suspension of collecting water-tax m‘_Hamool‘ Pallam Zemindary and Inam la »i.f &2
5. Thave, therefore, gone through the former correspondence rogarding the receipts e ¥ 15

Byt 1t )

Fiads

i ' of the Nidadavole and Baharzhally estates, alluded to in paragraph 2 of the Board’s Proeez lm gs of
7th March 1864, No. 1,412, and have found " at, under the resolution of Government in para- *
T ot the Procodings, daed 920 Mar! 1502, No @35, Raeoa 0070.13:2, spont bythe
} Eagineer Department in digging channels, &e., for irrigation from the anicut. to t theithece |

! estates solely, were not charged to the Zemindar, and Rupees 77, 133 on account of Water-tax up to
Fusly 1268 were deducted from the profits of the Zemindar.

This arrangement was intimated by the Cdlector to the Zemindar, and he agreed to it; but the
expression of Government that it will also render unnecessary the consideration of compensation for
¢ Jands occupied by works not solely benefiting the Zemindar’s property,” does not appear to have
been officially communicated to the late Zemindar, the husband of the petitioners, nor his consent
taken. The observation regarding the compensation for the lands having been raised only by the
Board in paragraph 10 of their Proceedings, da!;‘ed 2nd September 1861, No. 4,733, the Collector
in his letter to the Board of the 20th November 1862, No. 231, questioned whether or not the
Zemindar is to be considered entitled to compensation for lands taken up by works not solely benefiting
his property; and the Board have, in paragraphs 4 and 6 of their Proceedings* submitted to Govern-

ment, stated that it certainly appears to them that the Zemindar
: ' further allowance on this account, and that this
matter will be best disposed of when they subyit their further Proceedings on the question of the
fature charge for water to be made against th -S}emind&r, on which the determination of his peish-
cushy depends, These ]:'rméeumgs wera oraerets vy §uv cruuwent tu 116 over pending the meipﬁ \;f e
Board's further Proceedings above al}uded to. t‘Vide Government Proceedings‘, dated 20th January
1863, No. 125. < b
6. Under the foregoing circumstances, I think that, as stated by the Board in paragraph 2
of their Proceedings, dated 7th March 1864, No. 1,412, the Government right to claim from the
Zemindar the cost of the works executed for the benefit of h}&;.“cssba.ﬁes,~ and the Zemindar’s right
to demand from Government compensation for lands occupied E!i tliat¥ dstates for the works which
*“benefit other parts of the delta, cannot be o‘bnsiderad to ha.vq}been seb off azainst each other, and
mnml{y waived. ‘;“ o

@ Dated 9th January 1868, No. 116,




N -
k. s
Ty estates in this distriet, in which

the cost of all works whether solely or not
the anicut water used, and the Zemindars and

7. 1 find that in all the Zemindary and:
irrigation w;grks-m executed, the Government b
solely benefiting the estates, and levy water cess
Proprietors have been compensated for their lan occupied under such works by cash payments
and reductions of peishcush of the annual value of} the Jands. I, therefore, consider that the peti- _
- tioners are, likewise, entitled to the compensation ich they claim as-water cess is also collected on
their estates. If the Board deﬁermine this point,|the exact extent and correct annual value of the
lands occupied in the petitioner’s estates must ascertained, and the .necessary Compensation
accounts prepared, before the submission of my port regarding the futare charge of water-tas,
S S, shout whick a5 gy IO Uetag oot by b diking Bub-atlestes
, .

+Excrosusr No. 1.—Peiition.

T e ——

.
i e .
B T T

.‘ tm—th Th:hmohme that this is a quostion which will be decided by the Government, and
'. en 1t has been settled the details can be s ¥ arranged. The Collector's report need not
be delayed on this account. The Board would 1

ascertaining the arca of wet cultivation on the
«of the anicut.

glad to be informed whether there are means of
*ete for a series of years prior to the construction
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Brief sketch of the antecedents of the Estate. on the security” of the estate to the

Zemindar of Noozeed was then cancelled
l'.b the transfer to him of the estates of
Pentapad, Goondoogolanoo, and Cha-
endra Mootah, which had theretofore
formed part of the Nedadavole estate,
and the residuum of the estate, compris-
ing its present extent, was handed over
to the Nedadavole Zemindar at a consi-
derable sacrifice of their demand on the
part of Government, and his peishcush
was eventually fixed at 1,37,646, or
about {} of the total collections on his
estate. This course was adopted under
the orders of the Court of Directors,
who were unwilling that an ancient
family should be totally ruined, and in
this spirit they ordered that the Zemin-
dar’s peishcush should be fixed at a sum
“ not greater than can be discharged
“ from the proceeds without again lead-
“ing the Zemindar into embarrass-
‘““ments ;" but the proportion borne by
the peishcush to the assets of the estate
as given above shows that their instruc-
tions in this respect were not obeyed to
the letter ; as also is shown by the events
which soon transpired. The estate had
not been a year in the Zemindar’s hands
when it began to fall into arrears, and
it was attached in 1850, but subse-
quently released. In June 1851 the Gov-
ernment arrears had swollen to Rs.
60,544, consequently it was determined
to resort to a sale, and the Nedadavole-
Baherzully estate was put up to auction,
purchased on behalf of Government for
Rs. 10,000 (a cheap purchase, for it was
considered worth two and-a-half lakhs),
and incorporated with Government land.
For more than eight years it continued
Government property, during the greater
portion of which time no one enter-
tained a suspicion that it would soon
resume its former character of a Zemin-
dary. During thisinterval the Godavery

tempore Sir C. Trevelyan.

Origin of the questions now .befor.e
Government.

E
®)

anicut which conveyed water to the
estate, was built. Butin 1858 or 1859 the
ex-Zemindar, in a Memorial to the Home
Government, raised some startling doubts
as to the validity of the sale of his estate.
On inquiry his assertions were found to
be correct; forittranspired that, although
his whole estate was sold, the Baher-
zully pergannah alone had been previ-
ously subjected to the process of attach-
ment, and Mr. Dale, the Government
Pleader, held that (under Regulation 26
of 1802) the sale not only of the Neda-
davole but also of the Baherzully per-
gannah was invalid ; because, notwith-
standing that the conditions of law had
been complied with in the case of Baher-
zully, the two pergannahs had been
put up in one lot, and thererore the price
paid could not be apportioned between
shem, The Government had, therefore,
no alternative but
* G. 0. dated 21st to decide* that the
Jonuary 1860, le"should be can-
celled, the estate
restored, and the mesne profits, whichhad
scerued on it since it had been assumed
by Government, accounted for to the
Zemindar, who was thus suddenly raised
from aposition of “‘comparative beggary”
to one of dignity and affluence, The
present Zemindarnis are his widows.

2. Then (in 1860) arose the ques-
ions which are now before Govern-
nent, and which Mr. Horsfall, the Sub-
Jollector, investigated in 1868. In the
irst place it had to be decided to what
imount of mesne profits the Zemindar
was entitled. This question was solved
n G. Os., dated 3rd April 1861, No. 724,
ind 22nd March 1862, No. 638, by the
zrant to the Zemindar of Rs. 3,61,481.
[n making up the account the Zemindar
was debited with Rs. 77,133, i.e., half
he increase of revenue, owing to the
zonstruction of the anicut in the interval
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Amount of Peigheys,

b4 :‘ayi_?,‘.._ﬂ;ﬂi‘h. o
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ffon;h 18951-52 to 1858-59, or at the rate
emme.nt,g‘ll Per annum; but the Goy-
e eclined .to debit the Zemindar
ek t)l'l Proportion of the cost of the
kol tertnselveﬂ, observing that he
Al 0 be charged for this gs well
2 r. 'They observed, however,
s ady n;ms:on from the debit side of
0 .Itl ar’s account of the objec-
“nnecessl em (Rs. 50,270) rendered it
x5 Zem?:‘)irartoh:donsider a claim which
:l;zl'] :;or the loss of :;it:iitzfcmpl:::’
i i 2
wor:s hailt been occupied by the anicut-
e " 0 Beems that the Zemindar
.uye:l ;'atlfied this arrangement by form-
i fo;;vmg that the abandonment by
- t:e t 1:, latter claim was g quid pro quo
5y fm'a ndonment by Government of
e ::er, and the Zemindarnis now
kg N demand for compensation,
e Rhns;s the third question recorded
s Boea of this memorandum ; and
. : ard l.mve ordered the Collector
nyeatnga.te In the ordinary manner the
maym::rzs" demund., the third question
Ty once dismissed with the
<o on thaf if the Government are
e t};).se to admit the Zemindarnis’ claim
e 18 respect, it cannot be disposed of
oW, and will remain a subject for after
- Consideration,
3. Of the two question ini
that of the peishcus?x to besﬁ:[ga;r:hg ,
-estate Yvill be first dealt with, At pr(:
sent this is fixed at Rs, 1,36,076, which
13 the old rate paid before the estate was
:lssnmed by Government, less certain
ed?cflons on account of Moturpha
Temission and land occupied by public
Works. When the estate was handed
§ over to the Zemin-
g;p (t)e.;n &Mléggh dar it was proposed*
No. 1,964, * to lower the peish-
cush to Rs. 1,20,000, *
and the decision of this question Wﬂ;

|

5
; lideferred pending settlementof the water-

)

rate. But since then the estate has
much risen in value. The collections,
which, in 1849, were stated to be only
Rs. 1,50,403, are now estimated at Rs.
2,689,247, exclusive of water-rate. Upon
the latter sum Rs. 1,37,646 is not a
heavy charge for peishcush. Mr. Hors-
fall, in his inquiry, seems to assume that
the peishcush has been reduced to Rs.
1,20,000 ; but this has not been the case,
and the Board in their Proceedings now
before Government recommend that it
may be allowed to stand at its present
» ThoBoard have over- amount, namely,
looked thedeductions Rs, 1,37,646.* It

referred to above .
is presumed that

wh.ich reduce the
peishcush to Rs. the Government

1,36.076. This was _ . 3
its amount per latest will accede to this

accounts. recommendation,
and thus the first question is disposed of,
with the exception of a minor point.
While the Nedadavole-Baherzully estate
was under the management of Govern-
ment, six Agraharam villages contained
in it, which had fallen into arrears, were
on this account resumed. The entire
¢ ghist” of these villages was Rs. 4,915
for 1858-59, but the average annual
receipts from 1851-52 to 1858-59, when
the estates were under Government,
amounted to only Rs. 2,156, and since
the resumption of the favourable tenure
(which took place in 1855-56), the
receipts have averaged only Rs. 1,043.
The Zemindar incurred large losses on
these villages in former years, and on this
account the Board recommend Govern-
ment to allow the villages to continue as
part of the estate without any addition
to the peishcush, although, strictly
speaking, a sum equal to the difference
between thequit-rent duetothe Zemindar
and the full beriz minus ten per cent. for
collection-charges should be added to
peisheush payable by the Zemindar.

o -



Amount of Water-yate,

( I’ )
| But it is doubtful whether the Zemin-

could .thus be made responsible
esumption to which their prede-

darnis
for a r

Cessor was not a party. At the same
time the amount involved is not large
namely, about Rg, 1,000 per annum, FOI,'
these reasons and also with due regard
to the instructions of the Court of Direc-
tors as to the imposition of a light peish-
cush on the estate, adverted to above in
Pa.r&graph 1, it is submitted that the
Peishcush may (as is recommended by
the Board) not be increased, but allowed
to continue, Rs, 1,36,076.

4. Next, as to the water-rate to be
charged on the estate. As stated above
the Godavery anicut, which was built
during the interval that the estate was
under Government management, consti-
tutes the present means of irrigating the
estate. It will be seen that the decision
of the question binges upon the three
following considerations —

(1.) How much land was irrigated
by the Zemindary water-works before
the Government anicut was built ?

(2.) At what rate the land pro-

nounced not to have been thus previously
rrigated is to be assessed ?
. (3.) Whether any charge for
improved irrigation is to be imposed upon
the land which was partially irrigated
before ?

Before going into particulars it will
be well to quote verbatim the G. 0., laying
down the principle which, according to
the Board, determines the conduct of the

Present inquiry (G. O., dated 16th Jan-
:ary 1864, No. 101). “ The Govern-
2 ment are of opinion that the minor
3 ?ha}rge. (Rs. 4 per acre) for improved

Irrigation  should be abandoned
“ wherever it can be shown that land,
“ whether Inamor Zemindary, is entitled
* to irrigation at the cost of Government.
“ But the mere designation of Mamool

Ll it

-l

Amount of Water-taz.

‘ Nunjah is not sufficient proof of this
“ right ; the real criterion is the rate of
“ assessment to which the accounts
‘““ show the land to be liable. If this
‘“ indicates the title of the land to water,
‘““ or if other reasonable proof can be
‘“ adduced, then no charge should be
““ made for irrigation, as the engagement
‘“ to supply water manifestly indicated
‘¢ a full and not an imperfect supply.”

5. With these instructions in view
the Board declined to sanction or for-
ward to Government a scheme which
the Collector submitted in 1862, and
according to which the Zemindar was to
have the lump sum of Rs. 28,488 added
to his peishcush on account of water-rate,
which sum was estimated as the average
aggregate demand made on the ryots -
for water during the three previous Fus-
lies, less 15 per cent. for cost of collec-
tion, ete. The Board observed that the
orders of Government alluded to in the
preceding paragraph had changed the
basis of settlement, and therefore that a
fresh inquiry was necessary. As, how-
ever, the Collector’s letter was written
nearly nine years ago, at a time when
it must have been much easier than it is
tow to judge of the effect which the con-
struction of the anicut had on the irri-
gation of the estate, it will be useful to
quote the following remarks from his
lotter :—

“ The Zemindar urges that as the
“lands of the Baherzully pergannah
“ were almost all usual wet, he ought not
‘“ to be called upon to pay any water-tax.

““ T am unable to perceive any grounds
“ for acceding to such a request. It
“ cannot be pretended that the lands in
“ question were formerly fully irrigated
“at the cost of the State. On the
‘“ contrary, it is well known that such
“ irrigation as they did receive was
“ uncertain and precarious, and this is
“ abundantly proved by reference to the




posals,

Am ‘ 5
mount of water-rate— Mr. Horsfall's pro-

:: former revenue returns. None of the
: so-callefl wet lands in these deltas
: have, in my opinion, any claim
% to total exemption from water-rate,
- fhough doubtless they have in most
y nstances a fair claim to be taxed
4 at the l?we.r rate in consideration of
A th(.s partial irrigation they previously
¥ enjoyed. The great advantages which
% the esta.t'za now derives from water-
A Communication and from receiving a
e supply of water early in the season

are by no means to be lost sight of.
‘“ As regards the Nedadavole pergannah
““ the Zemindar has no grounds whatever
“ for complaint. The land on which
““ the water-tax has been assessed is all
“dry converted into wet by water
“ furnished at Government expense.”
The statistics given by the Collector,
t(}gether with some which had been fur-
nished in the previous year, show that
the water-rate levied from the ryots in
the estate from Fusly 1262 to Fusly

1268 was as follows :— RS,
Y TR RO 1
BAR T 19804
WS .. . L 15800
266 ... .. .. ..18620
1RO eE .., .. ... 980808

AN 36,008
IERBEER, ... i w8080

MDD L e s 20,344
1906005 . ... ...46,046
1271 . 27,148

6. Although the Board declined to
sanction the arrangement referred to in
the preceding paragraph, the Collector,
1t appears, took upon himself to enter
into & contract with the Zemindar for
the payment of Rs. 28,488 in full of all
demands for water-tax. This sum,
therefore, the Zemindar and his succes-
sors, the Zemindarnis, have been paying
since September 1863,

7. It was not till 1868 that Mr.

; Horsfall, the Acting Sub-Collector,

i -
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isited the Zemindary with the object of

i 3 i
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instituting a fresh inquiry. The delay
which has throughout occurred in the
disposal of the case has chiefly been the
fault of the Zemindarnis, who appear to
have wilfully temporised. Mr. Horsfall
commences his report by stating that in
it he had adopted the principle of con-

sideriﬁg‘:_‘thé average ‘‘ extent of land

« cultivated from former sources for ten
“ or five years prior to the anicut irriga-
“ tion to be ‘ usual wet,’ and as such of
“ excluding it from the estimate of the
“ charge to be made against the Zemin-
« darnis for the benefit acerning to their
“ estates from the anicut and Govern-
“ ment irrigation works connected
# therewith.” It is to be observed that
this principle is hardly identical with
that laid down in G. O., dated 16th

Januarywﬁit, referred to abovein para-

graphé, in which the rate of assessment to
which the accounts show the land to be
liable was ruled to be the test whether
the land in question was or was not
apﬁﬂ@dﬁe irrigation at the cost of Gov-
‘ernment, and consequently whether
water-rate could or could not be charged
onif.
8. Mr. Horsfall’s proposals may be

considered separately with reference to -

the two pergannahs of the estate, Baher-
zolly and Nedadavole. First as to Baher-
zally. This pergannah was formerly
jirigated by meansof a channel known as

e “ Appu Row,” and dug from the
dg:da,va'y' by one of the former Zemin-
dars. There were also several minor
c{hannels;buttheirrigation under all these
gources was ‘‘ precarious and uncertain
« in the extreme.” Since the ‘ construc-
« tion of the anicut the pergannah has
« been entirely dependent on it for irri-
« gation, and now receives, instead of its
¢ former precarious and insufficient sup-
« ply of water, an abundant and certain

|
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“ supply, owing to which the wet culti-
*“ vation in this estate is being annually
“extended.” Mr. Horsfall estimates
that.: in 1867-68 the land under wet culti-
vation in Baherzully reached acres
29,365, of which not one-third (acres
8,806) was entitled to irrigation free of
charge, as having been irrigated prior
to the construction of the anicut. The
Sub-Collector arrives at this conclusion
by “ taking the average of ten years’
“ cultivation where there are accounts
“and of a less number of years where
“ accounts for a period of ten years are
“not forthcoming” before the construe.
tion of the anicut. He, however, entirely
rejects as evidence the mere entry in the
accounts of the words “ wet gudicut’
against any given land, and it is this
feature in his procedure which calls for
most criticism on the part of the Zemin-
darnis and also of the Board ; for, if the
mere words  wet gudicut” entered in
the accounts of ten years be accepted as
evidence of the irrigation of lands, 25,718
acres out of 27,725 have to be exempted
from water-rate. But Mr. Horsfall looks
upon the “wet gudicut” as an * estimate
“ made in successive years of the extent
“ of land which might, under the most
“ favourable circumstances, be brought
‘“ under wet cultivation,” and Mr. Fraser,
the Collector, entirely agrees with him
on this point. According to the Sub-
Collector’s plan, 20,469 acres in the
Baherzully estate would be taxed (not
including second crop cultivation) Rs.
68,916, which calculation is arrived at
by a charge of Rs. 8-4-0 and Rs. 2 per
acre respectively ; the approximate aver-
age ratc per acre being Rs. 3-6-0. As
to Nedadavole Mr. Horsfall represents
that here acres 9,463 are under irriga-
tion, of which only acres 164 were irri-
gated before the construction of the
anicut, leaving a balance of acres 9,299,

o ‘ - e D i LN W | e i A oot
N 3 3 - o

o |
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: hich, at the approximate average rate

‘of Rs. 3-8.0 per acre, will yield a total

iwater-rate of Rs. 32,869. The amount
f water-rate, together with peishcush,
which, according to Mr. Horsfall’s plan,
ould be levied on the whole estate, is

Bligies: Dalow -

Amount of

Thter ghe. Peishoush.

Baherzully
Nedadavole

=

- B
-
et e ol

o e

.

b a
b i el

RS, RSB. )
68,916 | 40,000
32,869 | 80,887
©1,01,785 | 1,20,887
s, 1 1,01.788
IR 2,22,672

1
|

Amount
objections.

of water-rate—Zemindarnis’

I
9. The Zemindarnis, towhoma copy
of Mr. Horsfall’s letter was forwarded,
indignantly protest against his refusal to
’\;,consider the ‘‘wet gudicut” in the old
accounts of Baherzully as co-extensive
with the land actually cultivated. They
‘maintain that the construction of the
anicut has actually injured their estate,
the area of irrigated land having been
'greater before its construction than now,
and therefore that they ought not to be
called upon to pay anything for water-
rate. To prove this they cite their own
accounts, which cannot be considered as
of much value. Their other minor
"objections will be found summarized in
the Board’s Proceedings now before
Government. It is, however, desired to
call special attention to one of their
arguments which in plain phraseology
stands as follows:—“ Why should the
“ Bub-Collector only give us credit
,“ for the average amount of wet culti-
‘ vation calculated on a number of
‘“ years? The fact that land has been
““ irrigated for one year is evidence that
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“itis wet land, and we ought therefore
“to be allowed credit (in any case) for

- ““all the land which can be shown to

“have been under wet cultivation in any
“year.” This argument will be adverted

 to presently. With respeet to the Neda-

davole pergannah, the Zemindarnis ad-
mit, for the most part, the accuracy of
Mr. Horsfall’s figures, and base their
objections to his conclusion on the alle-
gation that as the soil of this pergannah
is not adapted for wet cultivation, and
therefore that the ryots object to culti-
vating paddy at an extra charge of 4 Rs,

per acre. They submit that, under these

circumstances, the water-tax on the Neda-
davole estate should be charged at two-
thirds(Rs. 12,923) of the amount actually
realized by them from the ryots, namely,
19,384, the remaining one-third being
allowed for charges of colleetion and for
the various drawbacks above alluded to.
Or, assuming that half the present lump
sum collected on the estate on account
of water-rate appertains to Nedadavole,
that two-thirds of this half (Rs. 9,496)
should be charged as water-rate on
Nedadavole; the charge on Baherzully

h' being altogether withdrawn.

10.  With reference to Baherzully,
the Board observe that it is often incor-

‘rect to take the average extent of

cultivation of a certain number of years
as representing the entire extent of
“ mamool wet” land ; as the increase or
decrease of cultivation is governed by
various causes, of which the supply of
water is but one, and paucity of ryots,
prevalence or low prices, mal-adminis-
tration, health of cattle and many
similar causes influence the increase or
falling off in cultivation. They go on
to say, “‘In the case before the Board,
“ the data on which the average extent

- has been calculated are most imperfect

““ and unreliable, and most of the objec-

il e e e i b i A i By, = .

* BAHERZULLY PERGANNAH.

Peishcush and Water-rate

Estimated full Revenue. proposed by Mr. Horsfall.

RS.
1,21.000 1,08,916

<

¥ tions taken by the Zemindars to the
“ accounts and to the results deduced
 therefrom are well founded. A
““ settlement on such a basis must be
*“ disadvantageous in the extreme to the
‘* Zemindarnis’ interests, inasmuch as
‘‘ the Government demand on Baher-
‘zully on account of peishcush and
‘“ water-rate would thus amount to a
f sum* little short of the present Jull
“ revenue of the pergannah.” The Board
then proceed to state their opinion that
the “gudicut” furnishes, after all, the
true criterion of the quantity of land
under wet cultivation before the anicut
was constructed. They would therefore
only charge the Baherzully pergannah
for water on the present irrigated area
less the “gudicut” ¢ e, on acres
27,725 — acres 25,718 — acres 2,007,
at the rate of 4 Rs. per acre, which
plan would bring in Rs. 8,028, or
allowing 10 per cent. for collection Rs.
7,225. In addition to this the Board
propose to charge the Baherzully per-
gannah 7 per cent. on its present
approximate rental, (Rs. 1,00,000) 7. &
Rs. 7,000 as a contribution towards the
costof maintaining the channels on which
the pergannah is dependent. The total
charge on the Baherzully pergannah
would thus amount to Rs, 14,225, or
{being consolidated) Rs. 14,000. A5 to
the Nedadavole pergannah, the Board, in
reviewing Mr. Horsfall’s scheme, express
their inclination to give some weight to
the Zemindarnis’ assertion that their
highest collection of water-rate from
their ryots has not exceeded Rs. 26,000,
and they would therefore reduce the
water-rate proposed by Mr. Horsfall from
Rs. 82,000 to Rs. 25,000. The entire
charge therefore for both the pergannahs
composing the estate on account of water-
rate would, according to the Board’s
propositions, amount to Rs. 39,000,
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11. In determining the water-rate

+ to be charged on the Nedadavole

Baherzully estate, it does not appear
fiecessary to make any reference (as Mr.
Horsfall has done) to G. 0., dated 16th
January 1864 (quotedabove in paragraph
4). That order prescribes a test for
ascertaining whether land was in certain
cases entitled to water ‘‘ at the eost of
Government.” In the present caseno one
asserts that the land ever was entitled to
water at the cost of Government ; the
channels which conveyed water to it
before having been dug and maintained
at the cost of the Zemindars, as is admit-
ted on all sides. The point to be decided
is by how much the Government anicut-
works which superseded these channels
have improved the annual value of the
estate to the Zemindary family. The
first question is by how much the irri-
gated area has been increased. As to
B.aflerznlly, setting aside the Zemindar-
nis" protestations, there is some evidence
to ‘show that Mr. Horsfall has under-
estimated the area under irrigation
before the construction of the anicut.
The Collector writing in 1862 admitted
that “in most instances” the lands in
question had been ¢ partially irrigated.”
In 1786, according to the Committee of
Sircuit: the Baherzully pergannah was
Y the richest and best cultivated of the
No.ozeed pergannahs.” In 1802 (ac-
cording to the Board) the accounts of
the permanent settlement show that
Baherzully was a ¢ wet grain” district
and there is other evidence of a latex"
date to a similar effect. On the other
hand it is submitted that the Board have
under-rated the increase of value brought
t? the estate by the anicut. It is impos-
sible to believe that the Sub-Collector
ﬁftex: a long inquiry can have been so far
ont. 1n his conclusions as to have under-
estimated che amount of land formerly
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under wet cultivation by two-thirds. It
must therefore be inferred that the irri-
gation of the estate considerably retro-
graded at the beginning of the present
century. According to these views the
proposal of the Board to disregard alto-
gether the firm conclusionsof the district
officers, and accept the “ wet gudicut”
as the criterion will be rejected, and it
is submitted that the proper way to
determine the water-rate to be imposed
on Baherzully is to follow the Sub-Col-
lector’s method of determining the ques-
tion by the cultivation accounts; but,
instead of striking an average on 10 Fas-
lies, to add together the mazimum areas
of land which in any of the 10 Faslies
are shown to have been under wet culti-
vation in the several villages, and accept
the result as the area irrigated before the
anicut was built, for,asis urged by the Ze-
mindarnis, land which has been irrigated
in one year may be irrigated in another.
By adopting this mode of computation

a sum total of acres

* Vide enclosure A to
Sub-Collector’s let- _19’36?” cents ?0’
ter,. and enclosure is arrived at, which

D to Zemindarnis' ghoyld be exempted
petiuon.
from water-rate.
Deducting this area from acres 27,725,
the whole area now  irrigated, there
remains an areaof acres 8,364 to be taxed
in Baherzully, which, at the rate of 4 Rs.
per acre, will yield Rs. 33,456. As to the
Board’s proposal to impose a charge
of 7 per cent. on the rental of the
pergannah as a contribution towards
maintaining the anicut works, it is
‘observed that such a charge would
hardly be defensible, for the only portion
of the estate which can rightly be thus
taxed is the area which is irrigated from
the anicut but does not pay water-rate.
The best way of calculating the amount
which the Zemindarnis may justly be
called upon to pay under this head is (it
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such a sum as is proportionate to the
area of land on which according to this

ized, which, added to T |
.,mmsem the - total water.

Tato t0 be imposed on Baherzlly. Next

8 to the Nedadayole
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