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Government of Madras.




‘No. % 4.

ProcrepiNGs oF THE BOARD OF Rx;fzvxmus, dated 8th May 1873

Read the following letter from T. A. N. C:HASE,_ Esq., Collector of Kurnool, to
J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 3rd Ma;'ch

1873, No. 78-A:— ' )
1 EAVE the honour to roquest the instr;llctions of the Board as to whether the
Ird roved 1
b No. 2,654 dafed 1ot (,:'1 er of Gove}'nment co'm eyed in para-
July 1871. graph 5 of then* Proceedings, dated R5th
May 1871, No. 923, is intended to have

retrospective effect in the case of lands already assigned in lieu of money allow-
ances granted to religious institutions. ' ,

9. The Board are aware that in 1363 the commutation of these money
allowances was carried oub in a few talugs of the district (nide Board’s Proceedings
No. 4,059, dated 4th J uly 1863). The assessment in these talugs was subsequenﬂ);'
revised by the Scttlement Department ; but the Order of the Government above
alluded to does not appear to have been acted upon in any instance. The matter
when the preparation of the accounts ordered by the
, Board* was taken up in 187 1-72, and I
* Proceedings, dated 27th Janusry 1871, No. ¢ onee issued instrfctions to Tailsildars

424.
to report if fhere has been any increase

of assessment in the revision over and above the assigned demand. The result is

I find that in Rudraveram, in the Nandikotkur Taluq, where lands bearing an
A eeaggment ~£Daness 55-6-37 were agsigns

o was Ru -4-0. B T : O ) 28811

% The’money allowane pees 55-4-0 od in 1856 in lieu of money S eaancet

ount of a Hindu temple in Somavarapet, in Kurnool town, the new
and that the Inamdar has

been allowed to enjoy the excess, amounting to upwards of Rupees 138 per annumt,
e s 1 appears from the recordsi that Mr.

$ Copy of endorsement enciose%. Minchin directed the excess to be paid to

¢he Inamdar, but I am unable to state under what authority he acted in the matter.
Pending the final orders of the Board, however, 1 have instructed the Tahsildar
to' collect the excess amount from the cultiyating ryot and credit it to Deposits. 1f
it is decided that the excess should not be|paid to the Inamdar I would beg to be
informed by what process the’amount is tb be recovered in foture from the ryots
on behalf of Government ; whether a putta may be given for the difference, Or
whether the eollections may be farmed out, as suggested in Board’s Proceedings,
dated 17th January 1872, No. 117, and approved by Government in G. O., dated
5th February following. ' 1 commutation in this district

In carrying out the origina
the right of occupancy was confirmed to the former puttadars and the Inamdars
co only allowed to collect the assessmoent due on the

land, It is, therefore,
anlikely thab in the present case the In_amdar would undertake to collect the excess
' The question is complicated

first came to my notice

granted on acc
assessment on these lands has risen to Rupees 193-10-0,

one and may be argued either
g only & fixed amount was assigned for a
while on the other i

for Government.
On one side it may be said that &

W Lly.
the Inamdar can hayano right to the excess,

yarticular purpose




may be maintained that as the Tnamdar a8 g
to the increase in the assessment, more espaci
to provide for any losses he may sustain wh
inam or when the land is left waste.* I b
ject. : _

3. Regarding the imposition of la.q_d and v
Proceedings above referred to I beg fo skyta that
proper two per cent. for road cess and 6} &, vil
in the settlement rates and consequontly h
(Rupees 2-11-0 per cent.) on account of
account of the latter. In these cases I
be enforcetl against the ryots or the Ina
additional lands to cover the charge on
for land cess, the difference on the latter
from the ryots,

Excrosvees Nos. 1 and 2 7

TrE Board desire before submitting |
possession of such remarks as the Direc
make on the case, especially with refere
ment of the land in question, and as to t
inams of this sort: it

%. "the Member in charge of the
furnish any information accessible to him
and whether there are any precedents for
from the Inamdar in cases like this.

+» the Inam Commissioner, =
»» the Collector of Kurnool.

Ezxd. A. S, Rodgers,
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To the Director of Ravenue Settlement, with two eaclosures to be ot chng Sub.Sae
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in the assesg-
for resottling

No. 1,791.

i 4 ( , ProcerpiNGs oF THE Boarp or Revexve, dated 10th September 1873. -

Read again Board's Proceedings, da.ted.Sth'ng 1873, No. 744. -

Read also the following letters:—
-4 , From W. ROBINSON, Esq., c.s.r, Inam Commissioney, to J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to the
Ty , Board of Bevenue, dated Madras, 27th May 1873, No. 277.
Wirn reference to paragraph 2 of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 8th May
1873, No. 744, I have the honour to make the following observations.
"2, I have no doubt that the Collector has erred in this case.

*

3. The assignment of land revenue—not of land-—was in lieu of a fixed sum of the money, and

the well-understood contract on both sides was to make good that claim and no more. If, in any

case, the revision of assessment were to disturb’this contract by diminishing the amount of assess-
ment to be drawn from the land, the occupant would doubtless have the benefit of the change ; but
the full difference would have to be made good to the pagoeda trustees by further grant.

4, Be this as it may, the case under review is the first in which th# occurrence of enhance-

ment has been brought to notice.

5. The pagoda trustees had evidently sought out the most lightly-

assessed fand in the

?Iistrict where default and arrear was not likely to occur, The Settlement Department has raised
the demand from Rupees 55} to Rupees 198-10-0, or Rupees 138-6-0 beyond the State obligation

to the pagoda trustees. - The difference—if not to be left to the oceupant, for which there are several
arguments—is clearly not claimable by the fixed rent chargey, If the new assessment is to stand
the inam ftitle-deeds must now be redrawn ;—they have not been issued—so as to assign only apart
, of the revenue to the pagoda. I would revert to cash payment,

6. The refund of overcollection should, I think, be claimed, unless the Collector's error be
J considered sufficient to bar the State right to mesne profits. He clearly was not Justified in grant-
ing to the rent chargers four times their ducs and alienating, under a claim for Rupees 554, nearly

Rupees Z00 of public revenue:

. 7. Had the amount been small I would have advised cancelment of the revenue settlement

tions.cannot be set aside.

as regards the land and treated it as a permanently-settled estate ; but if such a rale were made
L) ooneral would deprive those whose demand is reduced of their right, and so the settlement opera-
.

“

From G. BANBURY, Esq., Director of Revenue Settlement, to J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to

the Board of Revenue, dated Sutwaide, 17th July 1873, No. 1,471-57.
Ix reply to Board's Proceedings, dated 8th May last, No. 744, I have the honour to state
,' that the increase in the assessment on the inam fields in question by the new settlement wag owing
to their hiaving previdusly paid only 8 Annas per acre although their soil is ** regada " of good
quality. As regards the ** reason why and authority for resettling inams of this sort,” it must be
remembered that all minor inams are classified and assessed, and that the rates resulting there-
from are entered in the settlement register. It is wpon this néw assessment that the road-cess

and village-cess are realized from the Inamdars. It will be observed also from Mr, Chase’s letier

‘ o that the lands were assigned to the pagoda previous to the introduction of the new settlement,

i hence the change in the assessment.

L4

e ——

"9, As regards the claim by the pagoda trust:e to _the excess, it would seem tha.{, as the
anan.gement of making over assessment instead of pny‘mg'to th_e devastanum directly in money
wag merely an expedient for silencing the then strong objections in England to any G'rovernme:nt
interference with the pagodas, it is never intended or presumed that the trustces sh?lﬂd receive
more than they had hitherto been paid. The inam was not granted fox: any good service rendered
to, or on account of any favour shown by, the then naramount power ; it was merely a hard-and-
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