A a

i)

F e

>

&

1




{
)

v

§
¢
§
ua

SRt e e U
00 =, NI T

TN TR O

S B d 4 Fo

. Proceedings of the Mad;—?i, M . R‘*”‘f’”ﬂé»D@"&wmmt,
. Ath September 1874, »,

-

ae T CURSN

¥

No. 74. Read the following’ P!omedm& of the Board of Revenue, dated 30th
' July 1874, No. 2,012:—" 1 '« Ja o i '
Read the following letter from J. H.GARST’IN,\ Wisq., Collector of South

Arcot, to J. GROSE, Fsq., Secretary to the. Bogrd of Revenue, dated
Cuddalore, 26th Juns 1874, No. 320:—

In reply to the Proceedings of the Boukd, dated May 20th, No. 1,183, calling

on me to report on the points noticed in paragraph 3 of the Government Order of

the 6th May, No. 558, I have the honor to forward translations of arzis from the

Tahsildars of Tindevanum and Villapuram, showing the data on which they formed
their estimates of the amount of remissions fo be given, and how many villages

they azymaished ” either before or after recommending the concessions. From

these it will be seen that the Tahsildar of Villapuram says he himself inspected
the wet erops in four villages out of the 303 in his taluq, and made inspections of
the dry crops in several villages in each Firkah of it, while all the other villagés
were inspected by his subordinates ; but he denies that he stzted in 'writing or

A S L P

verbally to me to what extent, or at what rate, remissions either for punjah of

nunjah crops should be given, although he admits having given Mr. Banbury
statement of the approximate account of remissions which would have ‘to be

granted: The Tahsildar of Tindevanam says he never made any recommendation,

specifying any amount of remission to be made. He says further that no inspec-
tion of dry crops was made in }’xi}taluq, though all cases of failure of such crops
were inquired into and noted down at the time of the settlement. From a separate

statement he sends in, it appgars that he himgself inspected twenty-seven villages

in his taluq, and his subordinates all the rest, except thirty-two, in which remijs-
sions were given on the Village Officers’ statements. A _

2. As to the Villapuram Tahéilda‘a"s:d-enia.‘, that he ever statcd in writing or
verbally to me the extent to which remissions would have, in his opinion, to be
given, I can only again assert that he pi'odut;;si before me at the Punrootty Bunga-
low a large sheet of paper with several groups of figures on it relating to remis-
sions which I did not, however, exanine very closely ; but he most certainly told
me what 1 stated in paragraph 4 of my letter to the Board of the 18th 2larch,
which was #ritten shortly after he made the statement to me, and he fhien distinetly

-8aid ba-2%0ught Rupees 50,000 would have to be remitted for nunjah, and as much -

* Since the above was written, a secesd arzi has

translation is en&l{%&ed), a%mibting t]léulf_ fres  Deputy Collector on remission duty
hat the Village Officers and ryots told him; . ade s B
:id estimate ?ﬁe nanjah remissions at Ruplees s;.)ecmlly to “azy mquh"fthelarge nunjah
50,000, and that he told 10 8o lgu;l still de'lies” villages of Valavanoor and Pakam, in
having said anything about punjah remisejon, : i
He, h%)wever, certainly did so. ry, consequence of W?lat th? Tahsildar had
7 JJ 7 said. _

3. #d7o the procedure generifly adopted throughout the district i'i grant-
ing remissions and in securing the Government interests against undue and game.
cessary loss, 1 have the honor to enctose copies of the reports of all my Divisional
Officers on the subject, and to state that before remissions are given at the settle.

‘ ' 1

@

more for punjah*' 1 Ngtrusted his i
been Yeceived from the Tahsildar (of which a Statement from the first and S\It off the -
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ment in any village, an individaal statement is prepared, showing the persons
enhtleld.t_o remission according to the Jpillage Qfficer’s opinion, with the reasons
why, and the extent to which, it should be given. On this statement, the Revenue

Ix.lspectq;' of the Firkah, opem Taluq Gumastah spgcially detailed to inspect the
village, writes his remarlé, which embody the result of his inspection and in‘juiries,

and the Tahsildar eithgr adopts these, or after further inquiry modifies them, and

writes his reasons for so doing. The aceount is then scrutimized by the Head

Ministerial Officer ot: the Settlement Oﬂit'zé_:;’.n Office, and finally when the village is
called up for settlement, any points reqﬁiixﬁ)gibvestigation or elucidation are gone
into by the Settlement Officer, and the @x’msnon granted or refused.  Clerks from
all the Settlement Offices are detailed wﬁ;gn‘neaebsmy on the duty of inspection, as
well as the Taluq Clerks, and somit_h‘et Tahsildars, Deputy Tahsildars, and
Sheristadars are specially detailed for \a}e duty. In the Cuddalore Tulug this
year I detailed my Assistant, Mr. Thq&h_g;_n, for repeated inspections of the villages
where dry crops were said to have m?tj;!giled,'and in the Villapuram Talugq an
immense amount of labor was in this jvay entailed on the special officer appointed
to i1quire into rergissions. F

o
!/

;- S R {
-« 4. Shortly after I first joined tée district, Lissued a Circular, in November

1871, to the effect that no claim to remission would be entortained, unless notice

~of such claim was made in sufficient ngtoadxmt of the lands and crops being

inspected before the harvest. Previéufi to that time it had been Mr. Reade’s

custom [as I gather from some of his Jummabundy®diaries and from a Circular (copy

enclosed) issued by him on the 21st D’eoember 1863, in which he directs that shavy
is to be inspected by Revenue Inspectors or Villiye Officers) to give remissions on
the statements of Village Officers alone of the losses incurred.

B From the report of the Acting ﬁub-Co}lect’or, the Board will see that
Mr. Lister has adopted the rule not to give remission for nunjah shavy, unless the
crops are standing on the ground when inspected, and this is a very wholesome
rule, provided that the ryots know when their fields are going to be inspected ; but
in the absence of motice that all inspections will take place between certain dates,
it is, I consider, too much to expeq%?a ryot to keep a guard over a withered crop
for weeks af the risk of losing remission if his own or his neighbours’ cattle eat it

down, while, as to cattle not eating withered crops, my experience differs frou

Mr. Lister’s. ™ : ; \Nn
6. From ‘what I have said above, the Board will perceive that itzang yery

; ‘;ﬁhportant rgrﬁ)ect the remission rules ¢ontained in Circular Order No. 137-1 (17th

December1872) are not followed in this district ; fof, whereas those rules lay down
that in granting remissions on irrigated lands no attempt is to be made to
eétimate individual losses, in this district evg y nerve is strained to aseertain this
with the utmost accuracy, and this course ws justified by the 8rd and 4th para-
graphs of G. O., of the 10th March 1860, N&. 364, until the sanction of Govern-
ment to the remission rules now in force wWojd seem to have abrqgated it, while
8s to pupjah remissions, the course followed by Mr. Banbury this yea: ™ s¢essitated
the preparation of individual accounts for pufijah remission for every village—a
course opposed to paragraph 2 of Rule 8 of the remission rules which
distiuctly provides for a percentage remission on the demand of the tract which
s
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has suffered proportionate to the total loss, without an}:\iﬁ'ni‘;jﬁ;to the parti-

cular kinds of crop that may have also mﬁ' de: v
7. 'The fact is, and I make tho assertioh with all respect, the remission rules
now in force are somewhat inconsistent in their term and it is almost im possible

“to act up to them. Rule IL. bégina byl;\ying down thl@rinciple that remission

for partial loss of wet crops muy be graﬁ‘kqfl ‘when caused by excess or deficiency
of water and when such excess or dej«‘cumyir not occasioned by an y act or meglect of
the persons to whom the land belongs, an&in ‘he very next sentence it is laid down

that in granting this remission no attmgtrs to be made to estimate individual

losses ; but how is it possible to ascertain whether excess or deficiency of water
resulted from a ryot’s act or neglect witkwt an individual inquiry, or how can
partial remissions be given without ascertaining the extent of an individual’s logs ?
Then again paragraph 3 says: ‘ When under similar circumstances dry crops are
cultivated on wet lands, etc.” < What s intended, no doubt, is that when, owing to
a deficiency of water (but not to an excess), and when such deficiency 1is not the
fault of the ryot, he may grow a dry crop on his wet lands and be chargelgnly
the highest dry rate of the village ; but inmm cases this is 31?901“&;')' 1o ¢ -
cession at all. Moreover, Rule III. is a dead letter, as is proved by the Boatd’s

recently admitting a claim from the Collector of Uhihgleput late in February for

punjah remission. Had I known they would have done this, I would certainly
not have sent in my recommendgtion for Tremission on the 30th J anuary as I did,
T only took charge of the districs on the 26th January, and according to the rule
had to submit any recommendagion J intended to make before the 31st. I acted to
the best of my belief and judgme it on the information received from my subordi-
nate officers, particularly f/m Stri Baliah, a copy of whose letter to Mr,
Sullivan, dated the 24th Jéhuary, but presented to me on the 30th, I enclose,
and the result has te sfme degree at least justified my action, but I found

myself in the position, of being callbi'on to prophesy distress or plenty,
almost at a moment’s jotice, without any fefcpnt personal experience of the =~

state of affairs in the dfstrict. L L R :

8. Again Rule I1L., paragraph 2, says the$ punjah remissions will “ ordinarily™
be granted without any inquiry into individual losses. The word ¢ ordinarily ¥ _
is hardly applicable to a state of affairs deseribed in paragraph 1 as “ very éxcép-
tional circy{,&stanées." ) CE i, e Pt
9. If paraginph 18 of his report, Mr. Banbury says: “It i

“to éii)éct that the Tahsildars, their Deputies, and servants from the uzur shoty," -

as formerly examine the fielG.aipon which remissions are claimed an
whether the claims are fair or fictitious,”” and he then draws a co parison
between the Vanoor Deputy Tahsild ir —ﬁymg a man for theft when there were
claims for remissions on lands, assess d at about Rupees 25,000, awaiting disposal,
and when he had not ““ azymaished” one acre, and the action of Mr. Dent in the

famine year “ Nandana.” I can prly say that the procedure reported by -

Mr. Dent ~s "fnvmg‘baen followed in ths@e;xé,‘eptibnnl year is identical with what
was followdd in the Cuddalore and 'Txllapmfam T4lugs, and, I believé; ig all the
other talugs this year. Tahsildars and Deputy Tahsildars cannot do g Sl

“ azymaishing ” (which really means inspection by measurement, and vot n glabe-
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ing at] as they im“;qﬁﬁgﬂﬂ}’ have done :’n former days; but there is no coniparisen
b?tween the amount of work which falls on those officers now-a-days and formerly.
There was then no Criminal Procedute Code strictly binding down every Magis-
rate to act according to _jits progisfons and so compelling the Vanoor Sub-
Ma:glstrate to record thefcomplaint of theft, even though it was of a “puncha-
puhr‘am,” and to dispose of it according to law; and, if they had to look afler
public works and to %o the duty of Inspectors of Police in former days, they
bad much smaller talags with maramat maistries and swarms of peons; and, as to
the daties of Inspectors of Police, they simply did not discharge them as they
are now discharged, so that in some respects.the comparison drawn is hardly a
fair one, but Mr. Banbury’s remarks read as a ¢urious comment on the beginuing
of Remission Rule No. 1L, paragraph 2, \

10. I enclose a statement showing the actual remissions given, as compared
with those estimated by Mr, Banbury, from which it will be seen that the former
are less than the estimate by about half a lakh of rupees. .

. 5 F;.\'r:;.:wqa No. 1.—Translation of Arzi from Tahsildar of Tindevanum.
fI

Exscrosvrz No. 2,.—Translation of Ar@i from Tabsild@r of Villapuram.
Excrosvee No. 3.—Extract from Villapurax; Tchsildnr‘ Arzi, No. 33, dated 17th June 1874

e

L]
dated 80th May 1874, No. 309.

ExcLosvee No. 4.—Copy of letter from Sub-Collec

gdated 9th June 1874, No, 186.

Exciosvrs No. 6.—Copy o£ letter from Deputy _Collecte.r on general duty.

—

Excrosvis No. 7.—Translation of _Collec‘tor’e Circular, dated 213&)ccember 1867, No. 47.

Excrosvee No, 8.—Copy of letfer from Deputy Collector, dated 24th January 1874.

hat actuallyferanted.

_ NCLOSURE ¥, 9,—~Statement showing the amount of remissions sanctioned Novemmcnt
- X Wt

SupMgTep to Government, with reference tocF, 0., dated 6th May 1874,
No. 538, Revenue Department. .

2. There can be no doubt but 'wvhat the Tahsildars of Tindevanum and
Villapuram gave Mr. Banbury and Mr. Garstin an exaggerated account of the
_~-44stress in their talugs, but the season was a very bad one, and the remissions
ultimately granted after every precaution hall been taken werp nausually large.
Considering the effect which first appearances had on the Collector L +idelf when

ke re to the district, and the proposals he deemed it neccssary to submit
before BIr. Banbury was deputed to yisit South Arcot, the Board do not see bow
anythink more severe than blame can be inflicted on the Tabsildars for their
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exaggerations, though their’denial that they stated what tiiey certainly did state

to Mr. Banbury and Mr. Garstin is discredjtable. *

- 3. The Special Deputy Collector seems from his report (one of the enclosuser)
and the results of his labors to have tfqge his work. carefully and thoroughly.
The remissions actually granted were ;-B“.}lpees 51,295 ss than Mr. Banbury’s
estimate, viz., Rupees 3,04,837. ~ .~ .~ Ak

4. " As_régards the investigation into the conditién of a sufficient number
of the fields which have suffered in the. xygeat%f each iirigafion work which is
prescribed by No. II. of the Remission Rnles,the orders in force in -South Arcot
seem fo be all that could be desired, and nothing more is wanted than a strict
euforcement of those orders. The examination of the fields or tracts of country
in which loss has occurred must be made :gnginally by the Revenue Inspectors,
assisted, if necessary, by other subordinates of the Tahsildar, and the Tahsildar

must afterwards endeavour to test a small gpétion of the work of each. In this

year’s Jummabundy the Villapurhin Ta sildar must have neglected this important -
duty egregiously, and his explanation nv&ty unsatisfactory. .Aceordipgn‘.;;_)}:is
own account, he only examined four villages himself. From the foud”

Mr. Garstin, the Board fear that he‘doeﬁn“v'n;ﬁ%:appreciate the importance of s

part of a Tahsildar’s work. It may be of service to him to point out that he has
mistaken the meaning of the word “azymaish,” and will find it given correctly
in the margin of Mr. Banbury’s rgport. &

5. Mr. Garstin’s criticisms on the Remission Rules show that the Rules are
not carried out in South Arcot, and, this must be corrected, though it will be
difficult now that the rules have »2en persistently disregarded ever since they were
promulgated in 1865. There fs nothing inconsistent in Rule II. The average
loss in an ayacut is to be d¢ekmined by examining the fields in which loss is said
to have occurred; when®th¢/average is struck, losses which result from the neglect,
ete., of the persons to wh-

the land belo&{ks{ig'to bo excluded, and the average
remission thus fixed is to pe given for ail the field§ which have suffered, no attempt

‘being made to determinj individual losses as in the old Shekada account when

losses which a ryot suffered in one field i‘vg‘;’aﬁbalanced against gain in another,
and modified with reference to prices, ete., gfndthe remission granted was a per-
centage of the whole loss determined on its proportion to the whole beriz of the
putta. Som/thing like this antiquated system evidently still prevai', i 3 uth
Arcot. Mie Tindevanum Tahsildar’s account of it is this: « Iﬁrcentage’ Yof

* remussions was graited for all lands laid waste e not through negligench on the part

of ryots, for all shavy presen. on the Jand and for short produce. Tia rates of
remissions granted were one-half, one-third, and one-fourth of the “sseMsment,
varying according to the eircumstances ot)\each case.” The withholding of full
remission on the waste not occasioned by any act or neglect of the persons to whom
the land belongs is contrary to Rule I, and [t was expressly forbidden as regards
South Arcotin G. 0., dated 12th May 1865) No. 1,005. The fixing of the per-
centage of % ussiod according to the cireumstances of each case, i.c., as the
Board undisstand it of each individual's case #as distinctly contrary to Rule 1L
6. The Board desire Mr. Garstin to m( Blasil hat Wohgiie the sale : e
dead letter ™ as he infers, because exceptionh to them have been allowed ey
peculiar circumstances, and that they sre t Wy !
A e
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NO. 75 SRR . . 2,
s OsvER THERRON, 4th September 1874, No. 1,140. sl
Land i%evenue, No. 2. 0' Wirn these Proceedings the Board .
» ' o forward the explanation of the Collector
= - of South Arcot upon the po ts noticed 1o
persgrarh 308G O, el 00k Moy 1874 No. 558,

2

2. Mr.B N3 :
that mon;ma‘;;!;pq,m s (foum of h}’report on the state of that distriet, noticed
R i ons for remission had been made in some talugs in a very
the Tafxsildm rc:;:::; etllee t(}; e Collector was directed to submit explanations from
| v 0 and to rt ger A .
the swus proposed for remission NPOi gmerally on the method adopted 15 s
‘~ 3. F 1 \ Y yicy ¥ '. ¥ .;if"
rom Mr. Garstin's lotter, it seoms that the Tabsildars of Tindevanum aad
& . Villapuram were specially called on for
50875 explanation. These talugs were those 1

Tinde fo EEL P IEEP gt
I "_‘ o stm,'" which the greatest amount of remission

Oif . 1,58 87, 0B expected.® | '
Q\N.Hm\-.- ........ T '*,.45'9&;_, ' 4 1n his lettertothe Board, dlt‘:d
‘ “s0easrs 1ot March' 1874, No. 138 (recorded 1

= D G, 0., 1at April 1874, No.416), Mr. Garer 2
: = : ) . P 01 s : ] b e
R showid Ly A d-eayds % With vegard to VIIAPEE Co
Sh , showed me an account h&ha{prépmvd,.md, from it he said he ﬂm“ght

ISE t i
SR im;:;:m Y;ea niecessary to give Ra. 58,000 nuujal remission and as much mbre-’f’-
a3, E"Bu: not, disposed to regard his éstimate ¥ith much confidence at present:
TR Villa urys in paragraph 18 of s repeN dfited 30th March 1874, obse

+-  The Villapurdm Tahsildar told me he had only socdNge ithered crops of two vil

: *;23;9 ‘t;:hi‘ Cusbiih, “,- -although he urged upon Mr. Ga the necessity for remitting
W R~ & lakh of Rupees on ‘wet’ alone in '”hluq.” » ' |

i,o mgd The explanation which thie Villapuram Tahsildar i+ amounts to this—that
98 made s Baerul inspoction of sevgral viliges in each of thYou «qfirkahs” of his toHd
S8 iy mﬂn?mn and a dota.ﬂcd '0_' & ,‘Iion' of th-c nun SllﬂVi in four Vﬂhge.')

*. that he was prevented from doi ' istadar, and so could
from doing ﬂi'm"e;(if)behausc he had noSheristadar, @ .
not lmve the (j‘]ab&h gl x ALs R : S ) . , mth
bah ; and (2) beca @ d tal officials were engaged
2R Q) uso\h, n}lage and talug i

the Remission’ Deputy-Colle e : that
Jwetission.. Peputy-Collector.  Fromydus Arzi it appears e

b Villapuram Taliug early it
“aitca 50th May 1874, would han

understood Mt he had not made .
SE - e any positn 3T = ,
o bly be given; but this is e féd by his second Arzi of the 17th June,

i ?(r Gapstin in paragraph 2 of his letter,
W 26th June 1874, No. 820, he & 4.7 5 to the assertion that he mever eaid any
thing about punjeh remission. - iy R

1 P
i
4 -

{ 2 S 7. His name is not mentioned i ‘of the papers,

but from the annual list it

Tl

__appears that he is C-Stl'ime Aij o "aén officer of twenty-ongs™ ? gervice.

8. The Tindevanutn Tahsildar ( 4. Digitc) does not state whethelgzenersonally

illages, ‘but ssge. fhathilig wunjeb! lands were all ipspected by ome
; dation for remission,

an'ge
<

¢ ‘any general recommen g
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were inspected, though it appears that nearly Rs: 40,000 were eventually remitted on

in the first instance a veduction of L per gent, on the dry asscssment in this taluq
had been recommended. e, Mg s -
9. Inparagraph 2 of their present Proceedings, the bgard observe that these two

Tahsildars doubfless did give an exaggerated acoount of the distress in their Talugs,

but consider that anything more than blame is uncalled for. ;
10. The rest of the Colleotor’s report«

e T

|

t

of the Remission Rules. 7 PR AT »
. 11.  Asto the former, it appears that no exception can be taken. With reference
to tlte latter, Mr, Garstin considers that the rules are not very consistent. '

%

I

Ay e

i 19. The Board hold that the rules ave sufficient, and that the Collector’s criti- -
e cisms only go to prove that they hﬁ,ﬁé‘ﬁo‘t bem properly carried out in South Arcov.”
i They desire that, in future, the mluamiy be strictly observed. (TS

R "13. The Governor in Council concurs g snerally in the views e gsad Ty the
- o Board. THe cannot, however, but mwﬂﬁ reat displeasure th uct of the two

R A Tahsildars who have been specially mentioned in these Proceedings, and whose inat-

tention to their duties and careless’ cti oﬁleﬂ,@the first instance, to an exaggerated
estimate of the scarcity believed to be impending. ‘The instructions issued by the

Board for the imperative enfouemgyﬁbft@a Remission Rules in South Arcot are
PTILT 3 i RS : : o4 -

 (Signed)  C. G. MASTER,

. ST Y Roting Secretary to Government,
: ’ : wﬂ
S 3

1 ;. |

£ (i

St To the Board of Revenne. &

R .
‘ .

‘.

Exd, A . Grubert.

this account. In paragraph 24 ef the Appemdix to his report, MtBanbnry shows that,

divisional officers in regard to the dmpod‘bfé&ims to remission and to the workin e

3
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- Officers on the subject, and to state that before remissions are given at the se’ile-

ment in any village, an individual statement is prepared, showing the persons
entitled to remission a:‘:cording to the Village Officer’s opinion, with the reasons
why, and the extent to which, it should he given. On this statement, the Revenue
Ix.lspector of the Firkah, or a Taluq Gumastah specially detailed to inspect the
village, writes his remarks, which embZiy the xesult of his inspection and inquiries,
and the Tahsildar either ad/ pts these, or after further inquiry modifies them, and
'wtites his reasons for so ddf{ng. The account is-,then scrutinized by the Head
Ministerial Officer of thn Settlement Officer s Office, and finally when the village is
f:al]ed up for settlement, any points requiring investigation or elucidation are gone
into by the Settlement Officer, and the remission granted or refused. Clerks from
all the Settlement Offices are detailed when necessary on the duty of inspection. as
well as the Taluq Clerks, and sometimes Tahsildars, Deputy Tahsildars] aafd
Sheristadars are specially deuailed for the duty. In the Cuddalore Taluq this
year I detailed my Assistant, Mr. Thomson, for repeated inspections of the villages
where dry crops were said to have most failed, and in thd Villapuram Taluq an

. immense amount-of labor was in this way entailed on the special officer appointed

to inquire into remissions.

4, Shortly after I first joined the district, I issued a Circular, in Noveml.aer
1871, to the effect that no claim to remission would be entertained, unless notice
of such claim was made in sufheient time to admit of the lands ad crops being
inspected before the harvest. Previous to that time it had been .Mr. Reade’s
custom [as I gather from some of his Jummabundy diaries and from a Circular (copy
enclosed) issued by him on the 21st Decepber 1867, in which he directs that shavy
is to be inspected by Revenue Inspectors or Village Officers] to give remissions on

the statements of Village Officers alone of the losges incurred.
5. From the report of the Acting Sub-ColNato® the Board will see that

Mr. Lister has adopted the rule not to give remission for Ifurfjﬂh shavy, ‘111!!11335‘19
crops are standing on the ground when inspected, and thx.s o abvee.r oy :est?o;p :
rule, provided that the ryots know when their fields are g9”" -4 RIS S
in the absence of notice that all inspections W

ill take place between certain dates,
it is, I consider, too much to empect a ryot to
’}1

keep a guard over a withered erop
for weeks at the risk of losing remyssion if his own or his neighbours’ cattle eat it
down, while, as to cattle not ea

nt- withered crops, my experience differs from
Mr. Lister's,

6. From what I have said above, the Board w.ill perecive that in one yery
important respect the remission rules contail'?ed in Circular Order No. 137-1 (17th
December 1872) are not followed in this district ; for, whereas those rules lay down
that in granting remissions on irriga : : SN

ks indsei dial losses, in this district every nerve is strained to ascertain this
SR - ‘and this course was justified by the 3rd and 4th para-

with the utmost accuracy, an _ : ;
gre;hs oqu. 0., of th:aly(;th March 1860. M.7364, until the sanction of Govern.

ment to the remission rules now in for s¢ would seem to have abrogated it, 'while
as to punjah remissions, the course fol.owed by Mr. Banbury this year nec'c:ssxtated
the preparation of individual accours for punjah remission for every Vi lage—a

LS

ted lands no attempt is to be made to

W
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eoi"rse opposed fo paragraph 2 of Rule 3 ot‘ the remission rules which

.

distinctly provides for a percentage remission gn the demand of the tract which
cular kinds of erop that may haveg‘also suTered.

7. 'The fact is, and I make the assertion with all respect, the remission rules
now in force are somewhat inconsligtengiﬁx;‘\‘»heir terms, and it is almost impossiblé
to act up to them, Ru_le IL. begins byjlaying down‘\ he principle that ‘remissiop
for partial loss of wet crops may-be granted when caused by excess or deﬁciené&
of water and when suck éxcess or deficiency is not oecasionedwy any act or neglect )of
the persons to whom the land belongs, and in the very next sentence it is laid down
that in granting this remission no aftempt is to be made to estimate individual
lgeses ; but how is it possible to ascertain whether gacess or deﬁciéncy of water
resu ‘* d from a ryot’s act or neglect without an in'?i‘vidual inquiry, or how can
partial remissions be given without ascertaining thy extent of an individual’s loss ?
Then again paragraph 3 says: ‘ When under similar circumstances dry crops are
cultivated on wet lands, etc.” What is intended, no doubt, is that when, owing to
a deficiency of water (but not to an excess), and when such deficiency is not the
fanlt of the ryot, he may grow a dry crop on his wet lands and be charged only
the highest dry rate of the village ; but in some cases this is absolutely no con-
eession at all. Moreover, Rule III. is a dead letter, as is proved by the Board’s
recently admitting a claim from the Collector of fijhm‘g}epnt late in February for
punjah remission. Had I known they would have done this, I would certainly
not have sent in my recommendation for remission on the 30th January as I did.
I only took charge of the district on the 26th January, and according to the rule

has suffered proportionate to thetotal loss, without any inquiry into the parti- -

had to submit any recommendation I intended to make before the 31st. I acted to

the best of my belief and judgm Jut on the information received from my subordi-
nate officers, particularly . Stri Baliah, a copy of whose letter to Mz,

Sullivan, dated the 24th January, but presented to me on the 30th, I enclose,

and the result has to some degree at least justified my action, but I found
myself in the posfuly)n of being called on to prophesy distress or plenty,
almost at a moment’s” notice, without any recent personal experience of the
state of affairs in the district. T4t iigs

8. Again Rule IIL, paragraph 2, says tha unjah remissions will ¢ ordinarily™
be granf®d without any, inquiry into individ,/al losses. The word “ordinarily *
is hardly applicable to a state of affairs described in paragraph 1 as “ very excdp-
tional circumstances.”

9. In paragraph 18 of his report, Mr. Banbury says: It is not too much
to expect that the Tahsildars, their Deputies, and servants from the Huzur should
as formerly examine the fields upon which remissions are claimed and determine
whether the claims are fair or fictitious,”” and he then draws a comparison
between the Vanoor Deputy Tahsildar trying a man for theft when there were
claims for remissions on lands, assees>1 at about Rupees 25,000, awaiting di sal,
and when he had not * azymaished * on's'acre, and the action of Mr. Dent in tue
famine year “Nandana.” I can only " ay that the procedure reported by
Mr. Dant as having been followed in that g;ceptional year is identical with what
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= - was followed in the Cuddalore and Villapuram Talugs, and, I believe, in all the
’ A B L‘h.e'!)' talugs this year. Talsildars and DeputyTahsildars cannot do as much
g3 _ “azymaishing ™ (which really means inspéition by measurement, and not mere gll.m"'
2 ing at) as they may possibly-have done in former days; but there is no comparison

3 : between the amount of work which fallBn thosa officers now-a-days and formerl.yf
There was then no Criminal/ rocedureCode strictly binding down every Magis-

;-

patiram,” and to dispdﬁe of it according to law; and, if they had to look after
public works and to dothe duty of Inspectors of Police in former days, hey
& bad much smaller. taluqs With maramat maistries and swarms of peons ; and, as to
:;, ‘the duties of Inspéctors of P(lice, they simply did not discharge t},e'm, e Lt
bR are now discharged, so that in‘some respects the comparison drawn 18 Haely 8
of Remission Rule No, IL, paragraph 2, - red
10. T enclose a statement showing the actual remidsions given, as SO 3

with those estimated by Mr. Baubury, from which it will be seen that the forme

are less than the estimate by about half a lakh of rupees. ’

. ot " innin
fair one, but Mr. Banbury’s remarks read as a curious comment on the beginning

; .Exbnd.ng_: Ko‘.‘ 1-#ﬁ3ﬁﬁlxﬁon of Arzi from Tahsildar of Tindevanum.

j Excrosvzr No. 2.—Translation of Arzi from Tabsildar of Villapuram.
e AT | B o ot . June 1874.
o A Excrosves 8"- 3.—Extract from Villapuram Tahsildar's Arzi, No. 33, dated 17th

Excrosvex No. 4.—Copy of letter from Snb-Colloewr.wd /EOth May 1874, No

dated 9th June 1874, No. 186

Excrosuzs No, 5.~Copy of letter from Head Assistant Collector,

: 1 duty.
Excrosurz No. 6.—Copy of letter from Deputy Collector oéageneﬂ ;

] » A 1867, No. 47.
B Excrosors No. 7.—Translation of Calloctor's Citeular, dated 21st December
o — :
! Excrososs No. 8.—Copy of letter Deputy Collector, dated 24th Janusrr

T ®

; s ioned by Government
. - Enorosvrz No. 9.—Statement showing the amount of remissions sanctioned by

and that actually granted.

. 187

;. *.» Susmrrrep to Government, with reference to G. 0., dotel- 4 e 2
L ﬁo 538, Revenue Department.

. . &% 2.: There can be no doubt but what the Tahsildars of

Sy Mpp;;,am gave Mr. Banbury and Mr. Garstin A AXagEAA A 4050

Tindevanum and
unt of the

S Ee m in their talugs, but the season wps-&” very bad one, and the r;a]ml!;:‘)gl:
i g timately granted after every precauti¢f had been taken were unusuad }]’f e
.t Considering the effoct which first appegtances had on the Collector himse boib
J;f‘:"_ " . he returned to the district, and the gfoposals he deemed it necessary to s

"~ 'before Mr. Banbury was deputed to visit South Arcot, the Board da F:f.

trats to act according to 1ts provisions hid 86 ‘compelling the Vanoor Sub- -
Magistrate to record the complaint of théft, even though it was of a “puncha- .
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anything more severe than ilame can be inflicted on the Tahsildars for thoy

éiaggerations, though their déﬁial},~'.h;§:the'y- stated what they certainly did state S

3. The Special Deputy Collsc or seems from 1is report (one of the encl isures)
and the results of his labors to uave done his work carefully and thoroughly.
The _remissions actually granted were Rupees 61,20% less than My, Banbury’s
estimate, viz., Rupees 3,04,837, = : :

- 4, -As regards the investigation into the condiiion of a sufficient number
of w& which have suffered in the ayacut of each irrigation work whichds
prescribed by No. IL of the Remission Rules: the orders in force in South Aréot
seem to be all that could be desired, and nothing more is wanted than a strict
enforcement of those orders. The examination of the fields or tracts of country
in which loss has occurred must be made originally by the Revenue Inspecios,
assisted, if necessary, by other subordinates of the Tahsildar, and -the Tahsildar
must afterwards endeavour to test a smell portion of the work of each. In this

_ year's Jummabundy the Villapuram Tahsildar must have neglected this important
duty egregiously, and his explanation is véuy unsatisfactory. According to his-
own account, he only examined four villages himself. From the tone adopted by
Mr. Garstin, the Board fear that he does not appreciate the importance of this -
part of a Tahsildar’s work. It may be of service to him to point out that he has ‘
mistaken the meaning of the word “ azymaish,” and will find it given correctly  ~
in the margin of Mr. Ban} iry’s report. i i :
5. Mr. Garstin’s criticisms on the Remission Rules show that the Rules are
not carried out in South Arcot, and this must be corrected, though it will be
difficult now that the rules have been persistently disregarded ever since they were '3
promulgated in ¥365. There‘is nothing inconsistent in Rule I The average
loss in an ayacut is to be determined by examining the fields in which loss is said
to have occurred; when the average is strn k, losses which result from the peglfe'czt,- :

o Mr. Banbury and Mr. Garstin i{jdiaereditablg:ﬂ\

etc., of the persons to whom the land beiongs is to be excluded, and the average =~
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remission thus fixéd is to be given for alfthe fields which have suffered, no gttem pt ==

being made to determine individual losses as in the old Shekada aceount wlen
losses which a ryot suffered in one field were balanced against gain in another,
and modified with reference to prices, etc., and the remission granted was a per-

centage of the whole loss determinime on its proportion-to the whole beriz of the h

putta. Something like this antiquated system evidently still prevails in_South
Arcot. The Tindevanum Tahsildar’s account of it is this: “ Pércen of
remissions was granted for all lands laid waste not through negligence :n the part
of ryots, for all shavy present on ti.+ land and for short produce, The Ti'es of 5
remissions granted were one-half, one-third, and one-fourth of the assessment,

R3s

varying according to the cixcum'stancés‘ of each case.” ’The,fﬁthholding of full ‘

remission on the waste not oceasioned by any act or neglect of the persons to whom .

the Iz.1d belongs is contrary to Rule I, and it was expressly forbidden as regards “

&

=

“r

centage of remission 2xcording to the circumstances of each case, t.¢., as.the . '

Board understand i;;«:‘f.mh individual’s case was distinctly contrary fo Rule IL ;,, & 0

South Aroot in G. 0., dated 12th May 1865, No. 1,005. Tho fixing of the per. |
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~ 6. The Board desire

dead letter” as he infers
Pﬂcd?r circumstances, and thag
' @trno Copy and : act.).

| To the Acting Secretary to Government, Revenge Department,
» the Collector of South Areot. \; g s
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