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which, olpeciull near Phzilk4, are nsed for carrying burdens ; but some
of the Bikhs and Musalmans of the Rohi have fairly good mares, and the
breed kept by the Bodlas in the Satlaj Hitér, especially those of Bahalk,
is famous in t.ho neighbourhood for its excellence. Some 50 ponies are
annually sold in the Sirsa Cattle.Fair at an average price of from Rs. 15
to Rs. 20, and this may be considered-the average price of the smaller
nies. An ordinary Sirsé mare fetches about Rs. 100, and one of the
breed will sometiries fetch as much as Rs. 200. A mare is said
to give her first foal at four years of age, after eleven months’ preg-
. nancy and to give 8 or 9 foals at intervals of two vears, and a horse’s
lifetime is cBnsidered to be 18 or 20 years. A good horse gets 3 sers
of gram and 12 sers of fodder daily, and a pony half as much.

The following diseases are described by the peasants as those ‘o
which horses are liable. Sul is due to excessive heat or cold, and its
chief symptom is a severe pain in the stomach; it is often fatal ; ; the
remedies are a solution of molasses and bkang, or a mash made of
édjra and moth. In sémak the horse suddenly falls down and becowes
senseless ; the cure is to kill a fowl or a goat and let its iarmm
flow into the horse’s mouth ; but if this cannot be done qnui E
sometimes sufficient for a man to take off all his clothes an
horse on the forehead seven times with his shoe. [n lchu&“tbo.h’
throat swells and gets sore; the cures ave to ponltice the t 'ﬂ(
a mixture of jawdr flour and sweet oil, or to steep a little
in the milky juice of the &k plant and trace a line with it frof the
side of the horse’s neck 4o his hind quarter, and then say “come Q)
here'’; but the disease is often prodf against this charm, ‘andithe horsa =
dies. " Khdrish oc itch is suid to be caused b eating wet moth oegk '
leaves. Itis curedby adminjstering balls made of burley flour wized with
the flesh and soup of a erow boiled with all his feathers onj or 'ith tll‘"
moisture got from the fresh dung of a buffalo that hasn Nr
gnulmg the dung in a blanket; or with the rammnl

young locusts which have been kept shut-up in a jar for som

Kandr or cough is cured by cmsmg the horse to inhale th&fq"‘

of blue cloth burned in a nose-bag or blowing a mixture of ad

gmgar and sugar into the horse’s nostnfy throngh a tube. garam
on by allowing a horse to cool too quickly when he is hot, and

is nhon by hillogc getting atiff and swollen so that he is anable to alk
One cure is to odleed his palate and rub salt into it and ano-

ther is to shut him up in & warm stable, rub him well with a mixture

of ﬁngec, pepper, sweet oil, &¢., and cover him with blankets to md?

are very few mules in the distriet. The donkoys are .
ou.uldmﬂy by the Kumhirs who use them for carrying
ier- bummyofﬂwmdcﬁngmlm,mhuﬂa&h,r’
lonkey uy about their oamp equipage. The Bodlas of Huhh
1 breed donkeys which Mmﬁi&ah’kpriu,bu
] ,M«N‘hﬂhﬁ&.l@hhm | earryin,
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oo and ot 201. The numbes of sheep’ and gonts

o rued as folows in 1880:—
Assessment Cirele Sheep ] Goats, Total,

gl R

Bifn o o 8.031 4,549 8

n‘ i e e 256,687 ".03. 3“\

Roh{ . LR 83,307 22,084

Utdr 7,990 2,890 . 10,880

Hitdr v 5,846 1,218 7,059
Total of district ... 96,661 47,774 M%

-

&

Sheep are chiefly valued for their wool, and doats for their milk.
There are two breeds of sheep : (1) the short-ear (nikkekanndle), kept
chiefly by the Bagris of the Bagar or Thali, which has a fine white
fleece but gives little milk ; and (2) the long<ear (lambe kanndle), kept
o3 !bydnllnulminl and near the rivers, which has a coarse fleece
~ ‘but gives a large quantity of milk. It is said that if the ram (chati£) is
& ﬂl,b'g tomix wiax the flock (ayyar) the ewes lamb twice a year in April
#mnd | vo?.ber, but the owners generally tie up the rams so that the swes
m» not lamb in November just before the cold weather. Sheep are
' lambs id the second year after six months” gestation, and to
_give a lamb every year for seven or eight years. The lamb is allowed
- of the milk for the first two months, and for the remaining four
mpuths that the ewe Tﬂus milk the owner takes most of it his
own ption. Musalmais sometimes eat mutton, and a large
sheep are annually sold to dealers .(bepdrf) who take them
y to Firozpur, Ludhidna and other places 6 the north. The
ice of a sheep is from Re. 1 to Rs. 8. Bhego::eclippod'with

Akdt"or katiri) twice a year in March and ber and gi
ser of wool each time. The Bigris, especially the
wear woollen clothing and generally have good warm
¥ ‘from the wool of their own sheep; but a large
is. annually exported from Fizilkd to Karfioht.
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Mcfmw GO ot o the ‘distridt to’ dealers fhons: £hé'
' from Re. 1 to Rs. 8. They are shorn

orh 44 price ranging
onoe # yeat in April, and the hair (jaf) is made mto ropes and
mm or chhati). The qnantity yielded by one goatis about
juarter of a ser. Say that 4,000 goats are annually sold out
of district at an average price of Re. 1- 8, this gives Rs. 6,000
a8 the anunal income from surplus goats.
202, Thereis notg pig, wild or tame, in the whole distriet.
Fowls are kept by the Ohifiras, but they are
; n:ﬁ.}'mm sni-  oomsidered unclean animals, and the ordmar{
Hmdu easant will have nothing to do wit
them, Dogs sre common ut all the villages and often attaclr
themselves w a urt.icnlar master whose house they watech and
whosa scraps thefp but more often they have no one master
and keep to a particular village or quarter of a village, and fiercely resent
the intrusion of a stranger of their own species; so that ina
Birsd village tbe very dogs are hereditary. Domestic cats are
rare and so are pets of all kinds, though sometimes a small monkey
miay be seen chained in his master’s courtyard or a tame ank
lope going ont to graze with the village herd.

* The number of ploughs is returned as 34,286. If a pl
were allowed to each adult camel and to each pair of bullook:,‘i
number would be 89,749, and as there are many extra eamels
and bullocks the two sets of numbers are mot inconsistent. Acecerd-
ing to the enumoratnon there is a plough to every 30 acres of*
enltivated area.

Value of the live-stock 203. The value of the live-stock in tbo i ©
| es. : tﬂot may be estimated as follows :— =«
Number. Average price. Total price.
T
Bullooke e 65,379 0o 1 1esten0
Cowe il 56,113 20 - .
Calves o s 45,760 10 . 457.600
Maule Buffaloes .. A 4.638 ) 1.1 69,570
Adult Camels iid N 1 60 723,600
Young Osmels . - 108 80 1 :
Horses, Mares andl Ponies ... 2,840 50 . 148000
| ot Donkeys zsu 18 .‘
mmdouu vie we | 144435 =
!w '.l“ e ] oo L mr

- Mmthoulaoofthohmtwhof
Mvmolmpm. a-eumw:o ‘
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~ into account the milk, ghi, wool, &e., consumed wit
- mghhuhonmdhéhui&l’ﬁﬂ.M"‘
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thé imports, and the difference has been paid in
must still be in the distriect in the shape . orulmentc, _hoards
of cash, it seems safe to estimate that the moveable prop rty of
all sorts of the inbabitants of the Sirsa distriet, if converted m&o money
would fetch over a crore of rupees or say a million sterling, almost the
whole of which has been produced withifi the lust 50 years. would
give Rs. 200 as the average value of the moveable pr‘pé\‘ty of a
Sirsa peasant family. |
204. Besides Ebe grass which feeds theu;‘ cattle ‘the peanntu] ori v/
: but little income from the waste. |
A larger towns “and villages se: .
I;mﬁt is got by the sale of wood for fuel, and sometim pn
wdly off a proprietor will sell a tree for a fow rupees, but ﬂlo l
income from this source is small. The fruit of the Rai» and wvan is
Jargely eaten by the poorer classes, but is hardly saleable. . On the
Ghaggar the khas or roots of the panni grass are dug up to be made
mto tatties and its stems are used for thatching ; anlon the Satlaj the
sarr grass is used for a great variety of purposes. The owners of the
Jand sometimes sell the contract for the sarr for Rs. 50 or Rs 100, or
charge a small fee for the right to dig up the khas, but the total income
from this source is small. In a few villages some little income is
derived from the sajji “barilla) grown in the waste, but on the whole not
more than Rss 1,500 per annam. A few villages derive a sinall income
from a charge.on the right to dig kankar, and some others from the sale
of the right to mannfacture s.;ltpetra, but the amount so realised is lnull,
and_rights to such mineral products are not-taken into account in
aueasmg

205. The annual gross produce of the dis-

Total apnual produce. trict may then be estimated asfollows :—
Value of grain 23,350,000
Value of straw 3,39,000
Surplus cattle oes 2,00,000
Surplus ghi ~ ' 80,000
Surplus camels oo ' 60,000
Surplus shee » : 10,000
Barplus woe ! i ' 10,000
Burplus gonts ™ 6,000
Miscellaneous D Ry 4 5,000 :

i s -~ Tot“.R‘. aen v ; 8o’w’m 4 'l ‘ 5
. o

'l‘lnu the average value of the annual gross prodnoo of the distries
may be estimated at over thirty lakhs of rn eleven times
the total new assessment. The estimate mi




.. ( 811 )

ER V.—The Growth of Rights. ,

- ‘ the.rﬂrst quarter of this oenturyalmoetthe whole
idings  of ‘of the Sirsé district was an uncultivated
o ie with very few permanent villages. The
R i pastoral. Musalman tribes who were almost
(habitants drove their ‘herds of cattle hither and thither in
Qarc ass and_water and had no fixed dwelling-place. There
w’a no boundaries and no defined rights. Some families of herds--
" ‘ oe#m ponds and grazing-grounds which they were in the
. of visiting in turn, and eo ong as a family was strong the other
ilies in the nelghbourhood probably left it in m
8 favourite haunts ; but such possession was not left long un
_no family could point to any particular tract as ha.vmg been long
» in its excltmve occupation. Sometimes, when grass was scarce, a family
would roam long distances in search of pasture and settle down for a
some place far from their former haunt until grass or water
21]9(1 them or until they were driven from their encampment
by some stronger family who coveted it. There was very little
cultivation, and as the extent of virgin land was so great, it was seldom
that the sam» field was cultivated for any length of time by the same.
family ; and in the disturbed state of the country the cultlvator could
not be sure that he would be able to reap the harvest he had sown. But
when the approach of British influence began to put g stop to the
frequent rm and forays, the agricultural Hindu ulations of the
older villages north.and south of the Debateable Land began to press
forward and coloniserthe prairie; and as they had been accustomed to
an agricultural rather than a p&storal life, they tsually fixed ®pen ..
some spot and founded a village in which they settled as permanent
residents, supportmg themselves by cultivating the neighbouring lands
and by maintaining herds of cattle, which however (u e the pnstoml
Musalméan families) they did not ordinarily drive far from their fixed
readenoe. The colonists wished to have the support of their Rulers in
their position against the marauding tribes, and the Rulers
of the neigh bounng Stat.es were anxious to extend their influence and
gain possession of as much as possible of the No-man's Land; so that
_ }:wa.s hul:lsual for the 1:ntendm colonist to go to his Ruler and obtain
om a t autho im to settle in a ular spot on
condition gran a r;:mgm share of the roducep:tl‘-ulixs cul:xxatmn,
and on the -nnderstandmg that the Ruler w gd do his to protect
him in his occupation. The colonist would then ~ together a
- body of his mlatlves and dg Jxendents and proceed to bourhood
indicated and there found a village in the prairie. Us y the site
chonn was close to some natural hollow in the ground where the rain--
W and which could easily be made into a :
erally founded thhaom ceremon
éhman as to alu
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thet;olomﬁtsplantedastnke mori) of (&w) / ', '

and the other colonists eachplnntedh:sown smkeof 17t
before beginning to build his house. The colonists ® 1
atthxsoemmonyandmstedmtheactualfmm
were called stake-planters (mori-gad ) @
settlerss. Their huts with walls ‘
illg, mdordmarﬂ‘)fmr b h:((;g“; asd
village was y y & i
ent:f:oeguudedb a gate of thorns. One of th
to provide for a supply of water by enl

80 as to make it a permanent pond, and
into bricks and dried in the sun to be used for
their houses. The cattle were driven out to
and b t into the village at nightfall The
were rudely tilled, and sometimes asmall tower (busy)
for the protection of the crops. The ‘
underwent great hardships from scarcity of water and food,

from the depredations of thexr lawless neighbours who considered the
presence of the colonists an encroachment on their customary grazing-
grounds; and they or theu- descendants still point to those hardships as
entitling them to than the more recent settlers, who
came to the vallage a.ftcr it wa.s established and had comparatively
little difficultygin obtaining from the original colonists a supply of water
and food'and the necessary protection for their cattle and crops.

207. As many of the vﬂlag?s have been foundell within the recol-
lection of men still living, it is ible to learn
g AT . with unusual certamty :l?e modtl;oxgx81 which the
villages were named. Man{ them, especially in the Sotarvalley, received
their names from neighbouring mounds (theh) which marked the
sites of fomner vxll&ges. Such mounds were conspicuous obpcu
in the prairie, and their names had been handed down by tradition
even when all recollection of their former mhabltantn had died
3::; Such.uf:)irmstance(;}reh(l)tﬁx H?rm and (I;I:hrel, names the
ivation meaning of which are forgotten. er wero :
named after the leader of the colonists. Sometimes the was
ﬂcﬂ]edb y his name, as Hasta, Alam Shih, and sometimes a word
was added, e g kd, ke, wild, wilf, dna,wdnd, meaning simply “of"or

r, nagar, dbadbaatlba’swaaklwmpennmg“mwn,
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- of the inhabifhnts, as Sikhwila, Kasiiyénwila, Kumhérwéla, Jatwli,

, Jhorar, Snkhemwéla,, Thirdj. Only in a few cases is
r the vame of the former residence of the colonists. Often a
its e from some conspicuous feature of the surrounding
m Tibba or red hillock, Patli Ddbar or shallow marsh,
ny, Roranwala or stony, Qabrwala from an old
osque, Math from an, old domed buildi
) old tomb Qllax Kot, Kotli, Burjan, Chaubmj&
rom, old. fort; ajaKhera from the proximity of the tomb of Khwaj
Ahi : bpd Pajawa from old brick-kilns, Kandwala from a wall, K.ho
Muhammad from a deserted house. Similarly Khuiyyan was so called
olathe namber of kachcha wells, Khariydn because the water was salt,
Khubban and Chilkani Dhéab from the clayey soil of their ponds, Pach-
I Satkosi because five and seven kos distant from Abohar Joriya
i nds. A great many villages took their names
from the ponds or hollows, which were known by various names to the
* pastoral tribes who frequenwdthem. Such names were often derivedfrom.
the grasses which were most abundant in the neighbourhood, eg., Kak~
khénwali, Dabwéla, Panniwali, Kheowdli, or the ponds where ‘kakkh,
dab, panni or khavi s abounded, or Khlpptnwah where wild hemp
(klnp) was found. Mﬁ?&e nds had the1r names from the conspicypous
trees or bushes in the neighbourhood, as Jandwala, Kairanwali, Siraswala,
Pharwinwila, Farwiin, ﬁ(karwéla, Tutwala, Pipli, Rohiranwali, Tahli-
wala, Beriwala, Armwé,la, Banwala ; or Jaure Jand, the place with a of
Jand trees, Tirmala with three mdl or vam trees, Panjmala with five
Mltrees. Others were named from the animals which abounded in
neighbourhood, as Naharanwali from the wolves, Tarkanwali from the
hyenas, Nilanwali from the nflgée, Sappanwali from the snakes Kawin-
wéli from the crows, Siranwili from e wild pig, Gidaranwali from the
jackals. Others aﬁmn were named from the religious devotees who lived
for some time on their banks, as Jogiwala, Gosayana, erKhem, Haibu-
wina (from a faqir Haibu Shah), or from some unusual object, found in
the nexgn or some striking event connected with the place, as
wiali where there were many boues of cattle o to an out~
breﬁ of cattle-plague, Landewili where a man found his tail-less+horse,
Ghoriwali wheret.heNawAb of Rania’s mares used to graze, Kasan Khera,
where some brass vessels were foand, Chormar Khera where a thief was
ed.anwW’whareawomannmedRammrob Shik
where Mr. Oliver used to go to hunt, Bahak and Jhok where the
had lon ed encampments, Dhingtana which is said to have been.

large number of wild pig were killed, Titd Khera where a sweepér
| nmmamwmm't has become
* pigrimage, Dutirinvili whero I .,

i

d hillock, Dhaulpw o ‘white banks, Ballar Kl o
,'.‘ O Wi p: a

by violence, Dmﬁn Khera where a mad fagir once lived, Kanj-
arwila where there was an encampment, of Km\):s? Sdrbadh where a

a



" from names of God ; Gurusar, Gobin , from the
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from the et Muhammad ; hu'mpnfa (the
g" mh pe was fulﬁlled) Some of these

by Mr Ohver when he founded the vﬂlages, and many others
imposed within the memory of men still livi It is difh
between true and fancy denvatalgng. hﬁrtlé.
lace where the bhirt grass aboun ut the yi it
Bhu?a the name of tke founder. Bhangar Khera is pmba name
after some drunkard (bhangar), but its mhalfitants say :
a grass. Sikandarpur is said to be called after Alexanda' the Gm’y
cause it was inhabited in his time. Kussar is said to be named after-
the heavenly spring Kausar, because there used to be such .abundafice"
of milk there. Kukariyinwdli is probably named from thq' do-
mestic fowl (kukart), but is now said to be ed after a.clah of that

name. Kigdana probably got its name from the raven (kdp), But its’
inhabitants say it is derived from Kanhaiya the founder. The name

Bukhéra Khera is said to be due toa mlsta.ken of the real
name Banjara Khera, which is written similarly ersian cha-
racter. e Muhammadans are taught to abommate the very name of

the p and so turn the names Strbadh and Stranwali (pig-town)into
Kuttalgadh and Kuttanwdli (dog-town), by substituting the name of that
less .unclean animal, the dog. As the names were so fanciful' and often
founded on such shifting and msignificant features they were very liable to’
change, ang“ma.ny villages came to be known b fy two names. This was
especially the case where the original frequenter of the pond or founder of
the village, who gave a name to the place, afterwards disappeared to make

« <may for another who in his turn gave his name to it ; for instance, Mah-

oo

mfd Khera, called after a Musalman Mahmad who used to
his cattld there, is now known as Fatta Khera from Fatta a Sikh who
founded the present village. Or again, very often the fanciful
names imposed did not become popular and a more vulgar name i§ com-
monly used ; e. g., Gobindgarh is better known as Sikhwala, and Jam4l-
pur as Sappé.nwéh. We thus found at the present Settlement that
many villages bore names in the Government records which were -
cally never used by the people ; and as it seemed desirable to adopt
in the present Settlement Records the names by which the
ordmanl known, we have therefore called the village by its oommm
iving the fanciful or obsolete name as an alias. 'ghe extent to
whlch ar.names have died out, or names formerly arbitrarily imposed
baveﬁnﬂedl::catchthepop;alu hfa:lcy, may be seen from the fact that
on this principle we have had to accept as the principal name of
the village a name different from that bygvluchltwu h;’:lwnin A
records of the former Settlement in no fewer than 146 of the 650 vil-
lagesmthedmtnct Of these 34 are in the Sirsé tahsil, 30 in Dabwali,
and 82 in Fézilkd where most of the recently founded \nlhpg
Thereu-emthedumm”veralsetaofvﬂhguofthem 5 &
&mmmvﬂhguthmomodled?mmvﬂ(, '
In aueb cases they are ‘ : by the a
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netimes by being called Big and Little, Bara and Chhota, or -
‘ dKﬁurd. e Yecord of a name in the former Settlement and
¢ e papers ever since was not sufficient to fix the name of

% it is possible that in popular usage the names of villages
rwﬁdgochanepkseéms best in drawing up the Govern-
to follow t le and adopt as the principal name of
th that which ubest nown in the neighbourhood, main '
e own name only as an alias for p purposes of identification.
- "!03. Not onl'y had tHe pastoral families no fixed limits to thiu
: wanderings, but the iculturist colonists who
‘“B’o de ol 0;3:1% b settled 1 ;,gfixed pomtsa?n.lthe prairie had at first
no defined boundaries marking out the land
occupied. b them. Indeed for a time there were no fixed limits to the
'3]}: tion ‘uf thee»neighbouring States. The Sikh chiefs of Arnauli,
umba and Pattisla endeavoured to come to an agreement by Jointly
occupying the waste, but they were constantly disputing about their
various rights. In 1828 the boundary between British territory and
that of Bikaner to the south of Sirs4 was finally settled, and in 1838
the greater part of the boundary on both sides of the Dry Tract
from the Ghaggar to near the Satlaj, separating British territory
from Bikdner on the one side and Pé.théla on the other, was
finally determined; and although some villages were afterwards
transferred to Pattidla and Bikdner, all within the boundary
then laid down came for the time directly under British rule. In
1838 the boundary towards the Satlaj w1th Bhéawalpur was fixed
at the Danda or old bank of the river ; and the mdeﬁmte character of
the xhte then exercised is shown by the stipulation made withel _
ur that according to custom certain families in British territory
allowed in seasons of drought to take their cattle down
to near the river, while on the other hand certain families sub
to Bhawalpur were to be allowed at other seasons to bri
cattle to graze near certain ponds in Brifish [territory. l}%h«m
1844 by agreement with Bhawalpur the British boundary was extended
to the Satlaj and the land was allotted to individuals these
rights or customs dxeci g:lxt) Whenththe British frontier was
ttmgene mar out on the ground by masonry pillars and
ppet{ and thereafter no n gl“l)xboum{g State was allowed
encmach on ‘the territory claimed as British, nor did British officers
mtet&re with the villages beyond the boundary. This was the first stage in
the definition of ﬁghm where previously there had been no distinct rights.
The rights of the different Rulers were first defined, the boundary of
British territory was clearly demarcated, and no other power was
W_tointerfwemththehndmthmthatbo aiﬁr

"m ‘Still; however, the rights of the various inhabitants of &.
R ke 1l Mwhetharubewun . e
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belonged to no one and every one mz!
- ulﬂg, their owners and atmen lldlﬁ
and horsemen,beadeafootpudsand mtry
had been more or less oocusdled byi epl doﬁhs:dwgg as d:gn in
permanent vill they had no ¢ undaries.
mission grantedag::,then{ through their leader by the Chief mlﬂer Vm
autherity they had founded their village had not allotted-to them an
defined area of land, but simply given them authority to settle’at
fixed point mthelpmne cultivate the sirrounding land. Even in
the Sotar valley which had been for some time undér direct British
rule, the land was not demarcated into townships, and probably the’
only plots of land whose boundaries had been defined were the small
plots of from 50 to 200 acres, allotted to disbanded troopers who were
mtended to found a sort of military colony on the frontier.. The unit of
administration was not a defined block of land, but the collecgon of
houses forming a permanent village or the collection of persons rnnng
a pastoral or agncxflemml commu:%:y In 1837- Major Thoresby
ired to define the boundaries of the different townships Fro
tion for the Revenue Survey, and in narrating the difficulties he"
encountered in this task in the Sotar valley and its neighbourhood,
which had been under British rule for 19 years, he deseribes the villages
as surrounded by large tracts of waste land, equal to the maintenance
of several large agricultural villages, as ha.vmg detached fields at the
distance of several or many miles from the utmost boundary that could
be proposed, among other estates, near a pond or hollow or for some other
cause favourably situated, and their inhabitants as holding uninhabited
Azacts of land which they used in the prosecution of agricultural orpasto ':ld'
and perhaps in some instances marauding pursuits. The villages founded
their claims to such lands on possession for a cextain ‘number of
on anﬁxgred promise made by the assessing officer when their asseument
that they would be allowed to use these lands, or on the
&und that they had been previously attached to the vﬂhge and had
n taken mto account by the villagers when they agreed to the assess-
ment. In defining boundaries he assigned to each village the land
in its immediate neighbourhood, and where the extent of umnhabited
country was large enough to allow of it, he marked off uni
m to be allottczf to new colonmists, that there might be a
prospect of getting rid at some future period of the nuisance of
extensive jungly tracts. Land was at that time plentiful and of little
value, and there seem to have been few disputes about the boun-
daries. Where any dispute did arise, it was generally neﬁied
arbitrators chosen from among the headmen of neighbouring villages;
and the boundary thus more or less arbitrarily fixed was marked ou
the ground by rude pillars of mud and roughly mapped. The Reve
Surv mlmlmamredandma rong‘w ies scien
and they have since been maintained.
tion was no longer the oollwum of

2.
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nts of one block were not allowed to exercise rights over any othér
plock unless it had beewn specifically allotted to them. The
amilies who had been accustomed to roam over large tracts of country
mﬂm agriculturists who had *cultivated anywhere in the neighbour-
of the homestead were o longor a.llow to do so exce thtln.n
the boundaries of their allotment, or with the rmmsxon of those to
whom another block of land had been allotted. ry inhabited village
«  was given its township (mauza) or demarcated block of land, in which
itants alone were allowed to exercise rights, and ‘the unin-
habited estatesswere granted from time to time under separate leases
- gither to the inhabitants of neighbouring villages or to new colonists.
The boundaries then for the first time lald down have, with the ex
tion of a corner here and there, been maintained until now, so that t&
boundaries of townships (mauza) as shown in the maps of the present
Settlement generally coincide with those given in the maps of the Re-
venue Surve ‘y of 1840-41. In the Regular Settlement of 1852-63, however,
a number of the blocks then demarcated were found to be too
for administrative purposes, and were divided into several townships with
clearly defined boundaries, on principles similar to those followed by
Major Thoresby ; except that in such cases the lease of the uninhabited
blocks was usually given to the lessees of the inhabited village on condi-
tion of founding new villages in those blocks ; so that now in several parts
of the district, as at Malaut, Bubshahr, Chautéla and Sitoganno, may be
found a circle of three or four contiguous estates held by the same sets
of individuals, JIn 1841, however, an area of some 300 square miles
about Abohar was left stlll undemarcated, as it had no permanent in-
habitants and almost no cultivation, and it was not until 1857 that t&.
part of the district was all finally demarcated and allotted. The allot-
ments there are mostly about 4,000 acres in area, and the straight lines
and right angles show how “arbitrarily the boundaries were in most cases
; The same principles were followed however in the demarcation
the Abohar e in 1853-57, as had been followed by
oresby in the Sotar valley in 1837-38. Within reasonable limits
ivated lands were assigned to the villages where the cultivators
lived, and their rights were thereafter confined to the block of land
mgned to their village, while the uninhabited blocks were considered
to be unburdened by rights and were assigned to new oolomsts, mthout
whose permission no outsider could thereaﬂ;er cultivate or
e within the boundaries of the allotment. The m
argana Bahak was practically uninhabited up to th
nt in 1859, and was then hmmd into strips
ngle mms»ua ‘and its ¢ld bank the Danda; ewhstnpwasdx
into s .blooksw were allotted on separate 1easastothomhnhhnb
villa Mtbe nver.h'.l(‘iht;seby 1860 the wh(ole of th;r present
strict ,boen. mar to. towuhxpo ) M
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the total number by eight. ~The 3,004 square miles of land within the
boundaries of the Séx;.gh district 1is no:gndiviﬂed into%‘ tow ;‘;H;

{mauza), the average area of which is therefore nea.rg 3,000

the tly in size, eg., W smin, one of the
smzﬁ:t:y h%l::n zrea of only 27 a&é%whl ¢ @hautala, one of the largest,
has an area of 19,125 acres. The boundaries are so well de-
fined by masonry pillars (fokha ) at the points where three boundaries
meet, and by mud pillars (gad) at the corners, that in the present Settle- ¢
ment there were very few disputes between neighbouring villages as to -
their mutual boundary, and where a dispute did arise it concerned only
a few acres and was easily decided by reference to the former map, or’
by the help of arbitrators, or by the Settlement Officer on evfdg;mé
of ion, the acquiescence of the d.ix{)utants in the decision being
easily obtained owing to the comparatively small value of the land in
S |
o 210. This demarcation of the land into townships, which was com-
menced in 1837 and completed for all the
Noight of the State under jnhahited portion of the -district in 1841, was
a most important step in the definition of
ights in the land ; but for a considerable period thereafter the rights
of the individuals within the township remained undefined, and even
the rights of Government on the one side and the cultivators on the
other were for a time somewhat vague. Previously when the only in- .
habitants of the prairie were roaming pastoral families they paid
little to any Ruler, and the only revenue derived from the tract by any
Chief claiming jurisdiction over it had reached him in the shape of
der secured by an armed foraye The Bhatti Nawdb of Rém4 is
said to have nominally exacted from the cultivators in the Sotar valley
a fourth of the gross produce of the cultivated lard, but really he
took what he could get. When the Réja of Bikdner or Pattidla sent
forward his subjects to colonise the prairie, he ignored the rights of the
pastoral inhabitants and assumed authority to grant permission ;
colonists to settle in any place not already occupied, requiring from
them in return for protection and in acknowledgment of th“;nﬁulﬂ
authority a certain sortion of the produce of their land, which was§
usually taken in ki Pattidla, Ndbha and the other Sikh Chiefs
seem ordinarily to have exacted from the cultivators one-seventh of
the gross produce, but the grants held from those Chiefs by the §
ras of Abokar show that they sometimes granted land free for the
ook s ofall ot dhaigss 5 i St S’ St of SRS
1l extra or ten u
afterwards raising the Ruler’s share to one'seventh.” In a gene
or ation issued in 1825 under the authority of the
' 8 v B a0
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Wby ment, of thestandm crop, and in the rabi harvest
dﬁw

Zm on of the grain. The Rédja of Bikédner hoyever seems
haye levied his dues in cash and not in kind. colonists
who settled under lns,pr ‘ nothing for the first five years .

id Rs. 2 _‘h n or twelve acres. In the tract
E tlaj rule by ~the Nawibs of Bhawalpur and Mamdot
the stste of things was somewhat different, as the Bodlas and
» Wattus who led the colonisation from across the river were more in-
- dependent than the Sikh®and Bégri colonists of the Dry Tract. In
both those States the actual cultivators paid rent in kind, one-third
share of the gross produce of land flooded b the river and one-fourth
share of the “produce of land irrigated by wells In the country under
Bhéwalpur tlns rent was divided into 16 shares, of which 10 went
to the Nawéb and 6.to the Wattus ; and in the country under Mamdot
also it was divided into 16 shares, of which 9 went to the Nawdb, 3 to
~  the Bodlas, and thé remainder to the chiefs of Jhumba and Arnauli who
held shares in the tract. Besides these dues, the rulers claimed various
other privileges, such as one rupee for each maker of sajji in the Dry
Tract, or the right of taking green fodder at the rate of one marla
for every ghwmdo sown with the help of the river floods or one kamndl
on every well. There were also distinctions made in favour of the
leaders of each group of colonists as in the general proclamation of
Pattidla above quoted; but these were comparatively insignificant, and
broadly speaking each new colonist who broke up the land of the
prairie or the river-side had to give to the Ruler of the time the custo-
mary share of the prdduce of his cultivation or the custo fee per
h. Thus the Ruler’s income frpm the tract varied with tge e
of cultivation, and fluctuated from year to year with the. nature of the
harvest and the number of the cultwators.

- 211. When the Sotar valley and the adjacent high land came
B i cider under the a.dmmmtratmn of Bntish officers,
Ak 2ele. they seem to have at once introduced a system
of cash assessments with short leases. . Pro-
‘.%thm assessments were founﬁ;n some sort of estimate of
¢ previous income of the native but they were generally so
h that they could not be realised in full exce tmunummllygood
ws, and the actual income from the land-revenue year
M and depended on the nature of the harvest.
43 prwgceuc‘leqxded iy o?cers OfchGothe could
“in every year how mu
' , and if the demand was not dmtune,thewhohd
belong: hthevﬂlngem&ttnohedsndnoporhonofm
vﬂneoftthndbe&n&dmwhorpod pcuri
thndboenglven. etimes the grain was sold
nt pt mh the owners were un ~
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* vémission of a fraction of the demand according to the extemt of faili
of each haryest. The Board of Revenue in dts instructions for assess- -
ment had dirdcted its officers to calculaterbheir @issessments 5o as mﬁ ve
20 per cent. of the net profit to thé proptisio s {"but in practice it was
found impossible to frame an estimate offhe ne: bgrdﬁt and tﬂ&y*who
were the proprieters, so that the chief gtilde the assessing officers had
was the previous actual realisations. In 1837, when the Dry Tract came
under British rule and was summarily settled by Major Thoresby, ha
found that the systerd of paying dues of all sorts in kind had universaliy
prevailed and formed the basis of the colonists’ obligations to the ruling
power and of all their 6wn mutual agreéments an amn?ments.‘ For-
the first year he realised the dues of Government in kind, put proceeded
immediately to fix the assessment of each village in cash and granted
leases at fixed sums for three years. In assessing he had the land under
cultivation measured or estimated in presence of the peasants, and made
an estimate of the average gross produce which he valued at the selling
prices of the day ; he then took a share of this proportionate to the share
of the gross produce which had hitherto been taken by the ruling power,
and announced his cash assessment so calculated ds the land-revenue
the village for the next three years. He had no accounts to guide him, «
and his estimates must have been rough guesses only, but the principle
adopted. was to substitute for the collections made in kind by the former
Native Rulers, which varied with the area under cultivation and the
nature of the harvest, a fixed cash assessment calculated on their average
receipts, to be paid annually without reference to the harvest. When
the Wattu par on the Satlaj was annexed ‘soon after, cash assess-

.—saents calcu on the same princinle were similarly substituted for the
former collections in kind. The assessments of the Wattu pargana were:
afterwards revised and as a rule reduced, but those of the villages of the
Dry Tract, though announced by Major Thoresby for a term of three

ears only, were mostly allowed to continue in force until the first
iegnhl ment, which commenced in 1852. Thus throughout. the
district, in place of the system of making collections of revenuesh:
taking a share of the actual produce or appraising the crop as it d,
& system of cash assessments was ~int:rodu(->«adp and the maximum de

of Government, was fixed for certain periods. The assessment was cale: '

culated with little reference to the net profits of cultivation and was
to be simply an approximation to the previous average realisa~
oidethe Stst: g)zms the land. illxle Eow:ual realisations % indeed the

mand o tate were sti ever very vag indefinite,
on the average of the 20 years i lSﬁ%,aniW»;
nominal demand was remitted ¥, and in some years the remis«

rggg
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of failure of were quite uncertain and depended on rough calculs-
tions made mfGommment official. .
212, The laud had' thus been demarcated into townghips, the
| nm demand of the State from town-
ts of the Mdi?‘ﬁ.‘ﬂ ~the sha.pe of land-reyenue had been
&muhb » e mtaa but within the township the rights of
* the individual culmvat:»rs wére still ult.e un-
defined. The colonists, en first settling in the uncultivated prairie, had
# each broken up the piece, of land that took his fancy ; and as land was
plentiful, when any colonist wished to extend his’ culta.vg,ta.on he broke
up more of tife prairie-land within his township without mnanltmﬁ
one. When the demand of the State was realised in kind, .
d the customary share of his actual produce dlmc,t—
ly tn the gt:te and when the demand of the State was fixed in
cash, it was in mast villages the rule to spread the total land-revenue,
cesses and common village expenses for the year by an equal rate over
"all the land of the township cultivated during the year. - This rate was
constantly changing with the amount of the land-revenue demand of
the year, which though nominally fixed was practically very fluctuating,
with the amount of the common village expenses, and with the area
under cultivation. There were no maps, and the fields had not been
measured by any Government official, so that the system of calculating
? area cultxvated and the a.mound rate for chﬂ: year was very rottlxlgh.
many vill the peasants measuring ns or ropes of their
own mtyh wh:ggsthey measured the land annually, each tract of country
having its own standard of measurement. For instance, the colonists
ofthoDubapa.rgmaBadachamof 72 cubits (hath)equal toﬁxsrda.
and their local unit of area wasethe bigha, a square with a side thg™ e
length of this chain. The vil accountant ( e{{utwafn' ) was usually a
lbo;p-kee r of the village, with little knowl of mensuration, and
his bulnness was chiefly to draw up annually a hst of the cultivators
with the total area cultxva.ted by each for the year, and to caleulate out
e al -round rate and work out the amount due on the holding of eac s
culfivator. In some villages there were special village officers elect
sasants themselves, called lathwd, distinct from the ,pptwili
' headmen, whose duty it was to measure the land an
ntend the distribution of the revenue demand and
over the holdings of the cultivators. This me of m, 1t1
thehurdmofthe village community was known as the “brother-
(bhaiydchdra) and seems to have mbamglugo
ﬁmu(a.g , 26 of the 44 villages in the Darba pargana &

and under such a system all the
nen: were efjually shared by all g:ﬁ cultmtou v;t’h-

ptoportton to thezr actual cnltxvat«xon. he common
small in proportion to t

23
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ware almost all on an equal footing, but some littie ‘distinction
was made between the ordma;?' cultivators and the leaders of
the ongma.l *body of colonists. These latter’ were called “ heldmen"
(mukhya or nch) and it was generally t6 them that the original grant
had been made by the ruling power. Sometimes th® headmen were
designated by the gift of a turban placed on their 'head.s by thg Ruler,
or by being allowed to present the customary offering on receiving per-
mission to found a village ; and sometimes a regular deed of grant was
made out in which they were mentioned by name as the grantees. .«
They were distinguished from the rest of the cultivators sometimes: by
being allowed to hold a portion of land such as two “ploughs” free of
. revenue, and sometimes by being required to pay to Government a’
smaller share of the produce of their cultivation than the others. On
the introduction of Bntlsh rule, the leases ted to the village com-
munities were made out in the names of these headmen, that is, in the
names of those who had been mentioned in the deeds of gra.nt given by
the Native Rulers, or of those who at the time of transfer were found to
take the lead in the control and management of the affairs of the
village. The privilege of holding lands free, or of paying a low share
of the produce was taken away from them, but they were given ,
an allowance of 5 or 7 per cent. on the fixed cash assessment, which
was at first deducted from the Government demand and shared equall
gy the headmen (now generally called mugaddam or lambafrdar{
hese headmen were the representatives of the village community in
its transactions with Government ; they signed engagements for the
whole body, and collected the land-revenue and other dues and paid
them into the Treasury; they were primarily responsible for the adminis-
v ’tmtlon of the village, and were the first to be called on for information
g its affairs when required by the officers of Government.
In short they were the headmen of the village, the leaders of the com-
munity. But ordinarily in “ brotherhood” villages these headmen had
little power apart from the rest of the cultivators. All cultivated new
land without asking their consent, all sent their cattle to in the un-
cultivated pasture-land, and all had a voice in the settiement of the
village accounts and the amount to be realized for common village ex-
nses and except the 5 or 7 per cent. allowed by Government, the
eadmen nothing from the cultivators except what was
pecessary to meet the burdens imposed on the village. In some
of the villages, however, as cultivation developed and interests
began” to conflict with one another, dmtmctl::‘:FnduAll y came to be
drawn. The cultivators who belonged to the m classes Sbomh)w ,
customed to perform traditi services to the peasant
- considered to occupy a subordinate position similar to that h
men of their class in older Theongmalaetﬁmfvl"’ for
the first body of the colonists and had lived in the villa 8
its foundation (mori-gad) were admitted to have rig - superior t
those lataamvah Andtheheadmenwhohad_; "
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perquisites which had a tendency to develope. Thus in some villages”
the headmen were allowqd to charge a fee from new co‘lfusts when
they were granted rmnssxon to settle in the village and’ break up
land ; or again when an eld. settler left the village and gave up his
cult;va.ted land as was cons pening in the early days of colo-
nisation, the headmen were all owedp to take possession of it, and either
cultivate it themselves, or make it over to some other cultivator who
id them a fee on getting possession; or sometimes the subscription
"’ﬁav‘led for the common expenses was allowed to be a little above the sum
actually expended, and the headmen were allowed to share among them-
sejves whatever little profit there was. In other villages, however, the
ition of thes headmen was from the first much stronger than this.

hey had obtained the grant of a village site as individuals, not as

* the leaders of a body of colonists, a.ng had gathered together a body
" of cultivators distinctly on the understandmg that the grant was theirs
only ; they had levied fixed rates of rent on all cultivation, generally so
calculateg as to leave some profit after defraying all the burdens of the
village, and this profit had been shared by the headmen only, who
also bore all the losses and all the common expenses of the village.
The cultivators in such villages had nothing to do with the profits and
losses of the village administration, or the determination of the com-
mon village expenses ; they only had to pay the customary rent on their
cultivation to the hea.dmen and leave them to share the profits or to
bear the losses of the wllageasawholemlts transactions with the State and
with its neighbours. This system of distributiug the village burdens (bachh)
was called the “rent-sy ste1n" (boleddr{) in contradistinction to the“brother-
hood” system (bhazyachdm,) It was espgcially prevalent in the new town-
ships, many of which were granted by British officers distinctly to
in vxduals who gathered tena.nt,s to ether to help them to found new
vil and cultlva.te their grants. The system of takmg a fixed rent
(bola) usually higher than the demand of the State was also in force
almost everywhere in the case of those tenants who living in one town-
vated lands within the boundaries of another township (pdhé

b{ogt) The profits of cultivation and of village management were
however very small and precarious. Land was plentiful and it took
::ﬁ “time to a.ttacg the coloms(tis to the e:téﬂ Cultivators were cons-
y coming and going, and even h men of villages often threw

up their position with its rights and responsibilities and disap
from the scene. This was especially the case with the&utoml usal-
‘mén_tribes, who found some difficulty in giving up their wandering
life and settling down to agriculture in a fixed spot, and with the
mgnl, who are less attached ¢o their fields than are the Sikh Jats.
Headmen were o ytootiladtoget as much land cultivated as . the
could, ior this spread village -burdens over a larger number a
- rendered the ptoportmnately hghtet so no one ever thought of ject-
] ~a_cultiv: a3 he s: aha.re of the dm levi %o

1d where for the aski 8. 0,
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“the elder branch, though sometimes & minor son was set aside for the
time or ther in favour of an adult agngte relative. = !
213. \This was the state of things found to exist by Mr, Thomason,
b the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-Western
Bm:éﬁggtme fist  Proyinces, when he made his memorable tour
' through the district in 1851-52 ; and the orders
he passed were as follows :—“I have been much struck with the ngnmnt
uncertainty attaching to rights of land in this Territory. Although land
appears to be of small value and so abundant; that it might be supposed little™"
the object of desire, there have been numerous petitions presented to me
claiming the possession of certain lands or the exercise of certain rights of
ich the petitioners are debarred. This is a hopeful symaptom. It shows
that we have material to work upon, and it indicates the direction our
efforts should take. Here, as elsewﬁgre, men will not undertake to improve
land to which they hold no certain and definite title. The first step
must be to assure every man of his right. Till this is done we have no
ground to complain of apathy or want of emergy on the part of the
people: The means for effecting this are amply at hand. A
sional Revenue Survey of the whele Territory was made 12 years ago, but
the Settlement has not yet been made. I requested to be favoured
with a memorandum of the number of settled and unsettled wviliages,
but this could not be furnished at the time. There is great reasom to
fear that even in the settled villages rights are im: rfectz defined.
This is a subject deserving the closest attention of the Su Board
'of Revenue and of all connected with the district. The work must be
set about eamestly, systematically and regularly. The operation is no
new or untried one. The jamg must of ‘course be very light. The
quantity of revenue to be realised is of very little ience. The
great o {:?nis the moral improvement of the pgaKl:. vertence has
already had to the precarious produce from the Sotar lands. In
sach settlements as have been made there has been considerable
diversity in the treatment of these lands. Sometimes they have been
inally assessed at the maximum which can be realised ina good
year, heavy balances have been remitted in successive years;
“elsewhere mve been altogether excluded from assessment
held khdm. Both proceedings were alike at variauce with our estab-

i

lished pmmx&les of revenue administration. Here, as elsewhere, the
jama should be fixed at the fair average produce of the such as
the people might hope to be able to with ordinary prudence in
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good y was fixed at a fair average assessment, thebdﬂlzl of bad
was flo balance

Years being recovered in good years, and where there

the surplus produce being left to the people. The modera-

ation of the demand thus fixed, as compared with the previous assess-
ments, is shown by the fact that, while previously on the average a
fourth of the demand was annually remitted, the remissions after the
. ‘completion of the Reg}llar Settlement, averaged annually only 1} per
“eent. of the demand. The pwinciple on which this assessment was made
was that the demgnd of the State should equal half the net profits
.of, cultivation, but there were few data available on which to base such
caloulations, an@ the Settlement Officer of the Darba pargana stated that
his assessment-approached to two-thirds of what the land was able to
pay, leaving one-third as profits to the peasants. In the villages last
" settled Mr. Oliver made sure of his assessments being half-net-profit
assessments by first fixing the rents to be paid by the actual cultivators
and then taking half of this as the demmg of the State. The practical
result all through the District was that the right of the State was at last
really defined, and each township knew that its assessment as announced
would be realised annually up to 1875-76, and that no further demand
for revenue would be mad’; on it by the State until that date, except
gerl?)s in the shape of an enhancement of the cesses, so that any pro-
ts of cultivation that might accrue in the interval would be left to the
‘members of the community holding the township. '
215. It was a more difficult matter to define the different rights in
she land of the township and in the profits of
The dfinition of the itseultivation of the different members of the
:‘IM‘ of individual culti- community. The Settlement officials seem to
Apoae e have been hampered by ideas about property
in land drawn from ofher states of society, and to have assumed that the
bsolute right to each plot of land must vest in some individual or bocclg

.

«of individuals, subject possibly to subordinate nfht.s of other persons whi
they considered as limiting the absolute rights of the proprietorsof theland.
The first step towards framing a record of rights in the land was to mea-
: ‘m‘gul mg each field and record the name of its actual cultivator. The
‘boundaries of the townships as demarcated at the Revenue Survey of
1840-41 were first marked out anew on the ground and map and
each cultivated field in the township was measured with the chain and
‘roughly sketched into the map of the boundary, the uncultivated land
vided for the purpose of measurement into arbitrary blocks,
were measured and sketched in the same rough way. The
d of measurement adopteg was the Shéhjahdnpur: bigha (=§ of
e). The maps were not drawn to scale, but were merely rude

showing approximately the areas and relative positions of the
us fields within the towns};?; and the measurements were by no
S accurate, the m&rtﬂtm
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purpose of distributing their annual burdens; so that this ﬁas a distinet
step to the defimition of rights. A list of the cultivated fields was
then drawn up with the names of the actual cultivators in possession.
All who claimed any rights in the land of the township were summoned
appear before the Settlement Officer and state their claims. The
ts themselves had only vague ideas as to what nghta in the land
were, and had to be promp tedy by questions. Evidently, ing to their
experience, the responsibilities attached‘ to the possession of the land
had been more prominent than the rights, and they- showbd no great
anxiety to claim rights to the exclusion of their fellows. More than cne
gave as the only distinction between the headmen and the other cultiva-
tors that, while the ordinary cultivators generally left the village in bad
times, the headmen remained and met the demend of the State as best
they could. ' The headmen and the patwéri and other leading villagers
were asked who had exercised the right of breaking up the prairie and
of cultivating the fields abandoned cultlvatomngow the land revenue
had been paid, how the common village expenses had been determined,
whether anything had been levied above the demand of the State, and
who had shared the profits and losses of the township as a whole. Such
questions elicited the facts I have given above in describing the
communities which distributed their burdens on the * rotherhood”
system and the “ rent-system” respectively (bhaiydchdra and boleddri).
One of the most 1m rtant points to be decided was that concerning the

right of e prairte under cultivation, and after some dis-
cussion *special orders were (lmssed the Government declaring that
the ondmary cultivators would t encel(’;rth have no right to break up

new land without permission of those declared pro etors, with whom
alone the right of a.lf((:ttm or breaking up the um:uf’rl
thereafter to rest. A sti ulatlon was oWever made to the that in
allotting prairie-land for cultlvatlon the proprietors were to give a pre-
ference to old residents over new-comers and to resident cultivators over
outsiders. The fields abandoned by cultivators were also declared to be
at the absolute disposal of the proprietors, who could arrange for their
cultivation in any way they chose; and every sort of profit from the
uncultivated land of the township was declared to belong excluﬁ%gy to
the proprietors. But the chief difficulty was to determine who were to
be considered to be the proprietors. In thenﬂgeamnmgbﬂ on the
“rent-system” this was comparatively easy, as ﬂl‘ 1

to the custom oftqlauvﬂlage shared all the profi ore all
thelouesofthevxﬂageasawhole,redmngﬁxedrentl m the cu
vators; in such villages these headmer, in whose names
leases 'had been made out, were declared to have the pr

to hold under them as tenants. In villages hitherto mana
brotberbood" ayntz;lnlmoctth:ll the w&mﬁ ‘
2. principally on qmnd- “br
00 ,..-a'hnsnyogn’; ‘and that t
- tior ﬁlﬂ*‘ m the lar
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of land lie enltvated, axd to have a share in the proprietary right of the
uncultivated land proportidnate to his separate cultivation, ghd this is the
origin of the Bhaiydchéra tenure so common in that neighbourhood ; but
the Sirsd Settlement Officers do not seem to have been familiar with that.
form. of proprietary right, and to have understood only a tenure which
should give certain individuals fixed shares in the whole land of the town-
ship. The clearest cases were those in which uninhabited townships had
be? allotted to indivic}lua.lsby British ofﬁc&la::(i in such cases it was assumed,
and perhaps rightly, that the intention been to t proprietary
l'ight.lze in elt);u:.llgﬁlams to all the individuals named in tlﬁemn nI:; oxr" lease.
.'fo analogy iy was held in the case of the “ brotherhood” villages founded
~ under Native Rulers that the men in whose names, as the leaders of the
community, the original permission to settle had been made out were
entitled to the prophetary right, and that the other eultivators were
merely their tenants. The practical result was that in almost every
case the headmen or leaders mentioned in the original grant or the suc-
ceeding leases or their descendants were declared to be the proprietors, and
that they were held to own the whole land of the township jointly in
equal shares. The mode of decision was most arbitrary. For instance
in one village Stratiya, it was found that there were 36 men who seemed
to be on a pretty equal footing and in some respects superior to the
other cultivators, so the whole land of the township was declared to be-
long to these 36 men in 36 equal shares; or, again, in Abohér it did not
-seem fair to give equal shares to all who were thought entitled to the
proprietary right, and they were declared to own the whole land of the
township jointly in shares proportionate to the amounts of land revenue
they had each paid in the previous Pear, that is, to the extent of land®
happened to have cultivated in that year. It is noticeable that
the effect of this dction was to confer the proprietary rights of each
village on men as individuals, not on tribes or families; and indeed the
colonisation was effected by individual colonists, not by organic groups.
It is true that in many cases almost the whole body of colonists in
avi consisted of men of the same tribe, sometimes of men of the
~ same clan, or of different clans but related by marriage, and that often
séveral members of the same family established themselves in the same
village ; but they established themselves not as a family group but as
~ individuals, and shared the proprietary right and the advantages of the
colonisation equally, man by man, and not in the unequal shares in which
thq would, by the custom of their tribe, have sh ancestral land in
~ their native village. Indeed in many cases the leaders of a village com-
~munity belonged to altogether different tribes or religions, and yet esta~
~ blished themselves together in the same township and shared the pro-
~ prietary right in it on an equal footing. \ ,
~ This limitation of the proprietary right to the headmen or
oY & *, 14 leaders of the community was fair emmgh in the
oy W townshi ted as uninhabitec locmi,d
s. + land by British officers to individyal grantee
.. tobe colonised by them, and perhapsin
¢hich the * rent-system” (boleddi)
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as & whole ; but it was bardly fair in the old villages manmapéd oh
ths - « brothethood” system (bhaiydehdra) i which those headmen
had often been only the representatives of the whole body of dllﬁvm
who were practically equal to them and often closely related to them.

real state of things has been pithily described in the following
Ralke de sabbhe bhd{ All the brothers came together.
Stnt unhdn bdr bgsd{ 'l:‘l:g. settled the desert prairie
Tk de sir te pag bandi. put the turban on one
man’s head. "
- Ok bangaya lambarddr He became headman.
Hikim usnie huwkm sundyd nh’Tht;:l Ruler issued ordems to
im —_
Lambarddr tmdn khardya &i‘gm {uMm lost his good
Salkkd ws dd md pyo 5 And gave nothing even to his
wamﬂwmw Brother g‘bmal:fngi-m and
A mother. -
Koi nd rahgayd het pydr. Neo love or affection remained. -
Or again. )
Ralke sabndn pind vasdyd All together peopled the wil-
Bhind bhai te chdchd tdya h%mﬂ:meonuu and uncles.
Tk dd wnhdn ndm likhdya w’l;h;yhd.onem'i name re-

~ Jaddon kawin ju wsnu hatth When he got hold of the law

dya
Sabndn nin ws kaddh vikhdya He turned them all out,
 Usne dp dd kuwlm chaldya beAndmtde his own orders to
obeyed ;
Hor kisi nén buchh nd jdne Thinks nothing of anybody else,

- Lechalsdn taimmu thime (saying) “I will take you off te
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doibbdibte penctical offbct on their positions besides, the CirliCasty
‘would have no cleal law or rule to guide them in Meciding such
claims, and probably their action would have been littfe less arbi
than that of the Settlement Officer. The result was that in almest all
the villages of the district a few individuals were selected from among'
the general body of cultivators and declared to be the proprietors
(biswaddr) of all the land of the township, holding it jointly in certain:
defined shares, generally j,equal but sometimes arbitrarily fixed by the
Settlement Officer on his own motion or at the instance of the h n; "
. ‘and that the goneral body of cultivators were declared to occupy a
position grgatly inferior to that of the proprietors, and were ¢
as tenants or ordinary cultivators (dsdmd.)
217. Previous to the Regular Settlement some distinction had
¢ been observed between those cultivators who had »
The grant of rights gettled with the founders of the village (mori-
O ioocupancy to the ten- g44) and those who had come later and thus
escaped the hardships endured by the first
colonists ; and again between cultivators residing in the vil and
those who belonged to another village, but for some reason taken
up land in the township for cultivation. A list was accordingly drawn
up of all the cultivators showing for each whether he lived in the
or elsewhere, and for how many years he had cultivated land in
township. For the purpose of distinguishing between the classes, an
arbitrary period of ten years was taken, and all cultivators who had
beld Jand in the tQwnship for ten years or more were classed as “ old
tenants” (dsdmi gadim,), while those who had held for less than ten
years were called “new tenants' (dsdmi jadid). Both classes wercis
declared to have a right of occupancy in the land they were then
cultivating so long as they paid their just dues, and the only difference
made between the two classes was that the “old tenants” had the
option of subletting their lands while the “new tenants” had not.
heir right of occupancy was declared hereditary with the im
mvino the heir must settle in the village or lose his right to the
d. The Settlement Officer at first declared these eccupancy rights te
‘be ‘inalienable, but the Lieutenant-Governor directed that Kn clause
should be omitted from the record, so that the practice of sale of rights
of op:;p:unpy might then ﬁw t}phor nott:h as the oonvefnienoe and inter-
“ests parties quncern t, in the of general improve-
ment, be found to moommend.min the parts of the distriet last settled
Olwver appeers to have confined the right of eccupancy to those
who were related to the proprietors or belonged to the same
. and had settled along ‘With them and aided in the founding of the
A few tenants who had settled in the willage very recently,
a distinctl{oinfexior position, or who did not live in the
ore declared to be tenants-at-will holding from year to year.
m‘?@dmmt".qnd“ 3 after - super-
by teym “ her M 1
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right of occupancy ‘and was so recorded in the record of the

with
* Regular Se ent (1852-64). According to that Settlement the area

then under cultivation was 700,289 acres, and of this area only 49,121
acres, or 7 per cent., were held by 3,658 tenants-at-will ; 186,108 acres,
or 27 per cent., were cultivated by the 5,226 men who were declared
proprietors; and 465,060 acres, or 66 per cent., were held by 21,684
cultivators who were declared to be tenants with rights of ozcupancy.

218. The Settlement Officer also arbitrerily fixed the rents to be
d by the cultivators who were declared to

T al ;
“fﬁeoge:ﬁ;“:;ﬁ:: of the Ee tenants to the men who were declared to

be proprietors. In the villages which had dis-
tributed their burdens on the “ brotherhood” (bhaiydchdra) principle the
headmen now declared proprietors had had no profits on the cultivation
of their fellows, except the small percentage whicn they received as
headmen’s allowance, generally amounting to 5 per cent. on the State’s
demand, and what they could save out of the fund collected for com-
mon village expenses (malba). The Settlement Officer limited the
amount to be collected for common expenses to 5 per cent. on the
land revenue, and continued the allowance of 5 per cent. to the head-
men, and in order to mark the position of the proprietors and give them
some profit on the cultivation of those now declared theéir tenants he
allowed them a small percentage, sometimes five or seven or ten per cent.
on the land revenue, called the proprietor's due (mdlikdna or biswa-
ddri). In the villages of the Dry Tracts the assessment was generally
distributed by an all-round rate of so many annas. per bigha on the
land found cultivated at Settlement, whether ‘heltre by proprietors or

~4+enants ; each cultivator, whatever his status, paid the amount. of re-

venue which fell on his holding according to this distribution, with
one per cent. for the road fund, one per cent. for the school fund, five
gar cent. for the headmen, five per cent. for common expenses and from
ve to ten per cent. as proprietor'’s due ; all this was collected into one
fund from which the headmen paid the assessment, road cess, school
cess and common village expenses, retaining their allowance of five
cent., and whatever remained was divided among the proprietors in
proportion to their shares in the whole village, or if there was any defi-
cl it was made uﬁeby the proprietors in proportion to their shares.
mnges which had been managed on the “ cash-rent” system (boleddri)
the Settlement Officer fixed the proprietor’s due at a higher percentage
on the assessment, sometimes 30 or 33 per cent., often 50 or 100 per
cent. ; in such cases the road and school cesses, the headmen’s allow-
ance and the common village expenses were generally declared to be
payable not by the cultivators, but by the proprietors out of their pro-
gnefn"ly dues. In many villages, especially among those held by the
ikh Jats on the “ brotherhood” system, the men declared proprietors,
Ithough they would not give a share in the whole estate (biswa) to
m llows, voluntarily remitted the proprietor's due (mdlikdna) to the
body of cualtivators or tp those who were most closely related to
them, or whom they considered to have some claim to such considera-

paid no more than the proprietors
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“‘their actual cultivation. In most of the vil on the G
Batlaj, and in a ndmber of villages in the ecially’
cultlvated by Musalméns, the headmen had been in the habit of taking
‘the dues of the State and their own allowances from the cultivators in -
kind, and in such cases this custom remained in force; the proprietors
took from the tenants the customary share in kind, "and after pa;
the State’s demand and the various cesses in cash, divided the surplus
. or made up the deficiency according to their respective shares in the _
whole estate.
219 The Settlement Officer also enquired into the customs which
revailed regarding subsidiary matters con-
thz;:d':igeht o e i Eeoted with the cogfhctmg rights of individuals
and the village administration generally, and
passed orders *which in some cases simply maintained existing customs
and in others prescribed rules for future 1dance the general tenor
of them being that everything belonge netary nght to the
men whom he had declared proprietors, and tha.t all rights enjoyed by
other members of the community were limitations of the a.bsolute pro-
prietary right. The matters dealt with were very various, such as the
rights to trees, wells, and ponds, customs regardin, the village l:zd;%z
the cleaning of the lanes and houses, the maintenance of the
and the duties and remuneration of ‘the village officers. One of the most
important was that concerning the right of grazing on the uncultivated
land of the township, which was still in many cases very extensive.
In a considerable number of villages which had only a small area of
ture-land left Uncultlvated the cultivators resident in the
were allowed the privilege of grazing their cattle without hindrastce
on the unculfivated land in return for their being made liable to pay
a share proportionates to the extent of their cultivation of an
imposed on the village as a whole, for instance under the
Law; but non-cultivators or non-residents  were declared to
have no right to grazing except on yment of grazing-fees. In most
‘villages however all persons, whether proprietors or tenants, were,
declared Liable to pay grazing-fees ( bhzmga, or kdh-chardi or ang-shwman )
‘on any cattle they might send to graze in the common pasture-land;
usually plough-bullocks and calves were exempted, as well as one cow
or one milch-buffalo per plough, and the oommonest rates for other animals
were as follows:—

Milch buffalo ... 8 annas. Sheep or
Cow e’ ket Horse or go:key Zannd.
Caamel a8 »

The income from these grazing-dues was declared to belong Wtha
' ietors, who would share it in proportion to their shares in the
: who estate. In some villages the proprietors exempted the whole
' of cultivators from payment of these dues am'lp allowed them
to lam!‘eattle to graze free in the common um-land. K1 IR
erent
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eues this was bound up with the Settlement m”
placed Kmﬁely in the village bundle,/and the of
ormosto mthedxstnot still exists in the District
0 and gives mterestmg evidence of the primitive condition
district and the vagueness of rights in land at a very recent pe-

The results were embodied in the Settlement Record propq-

up under Regulation IX of 1833. The most important

Boourd were (1) the Settlement Officer’s reasons for assemment. é:)

: the list of the men declared proprietors with the share of each in '
whole M(naqshakheunt) (3) the list of eultivators (muntakhib dsd-
‘méwdy) showing for each the number in the map and the area of each

wifield he held, with the revenue, cesses and dues payable by each, and his
status as proprietor, old teriant, new tenant, or t:nant-at-will; (4) the

o?m ent for the assessment (darkhwdst md ) given
tors through theheadmen; (5) the village inistration-
w&cgul‘arzor rdr-ndma,) recxtmg the conditions on which the
nt mmndeandthecustomsandmlesmgulwngtherehhm
of the members of the village-community towards Government and to-

wards each other,
221, The Regular Settlement thus concluded was a vast stride to-
wards the definition ofn§ ts in land, hitherto so

md""'m vague and uncertain. It placed a limit on the

demandoftheStstefmmgachtowmhx , Which

i

E?i

E’

tmﬂ; well below the average profits of cultivation. It aelectadsbw of

cultivators in each township and made them ‘Kropnetou in fixed d\ms

of all the land in the township, giving them n%ttole certain

dues from the other cultivators over nnd above the State's demand, and

ﬁothemthenghtofdmp(m of the uncultivated land

and of abandoned by mculnvutom It. edthegrettbody

Mﬂw nowcdledtemnu,ofthe theyhndhxthq-
‘h of their cultzntwn vxbhont nkmg one

nd of gnnng cattle free in the prairie-land of the town-

many other rights they had hxth exmd by

only limitations of the sbaolnte right of the of

the whole to It emphmzed dmtmcuons which had e

but

‘ and distinctions hi 1
e oy g (. sqpom B s o
to l!::ll numberofthewho!ebody Itdrewclww
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y fluid state. Some of the arrangements then mad
no change. Hardly a single tenant has been ejectes

L ” B, Kk
AL m i ’ ‘ B MR ) :
o gt i gy ) . ; N i 7 o
A L _ g o o8
1N Neld. 8 | h ]
i i ' L g “il . LY
0 4 3



( 38 )
tenure might hiive been evolved with equal propriety from thoz'u!
m;s;:r to the Re, Set;tlement:%ut the system worked dut z
h officers of \the tirie irrevocably fixed the foundutum?i i
all future developments of rights in land must be builé u W oR

222. Previous to the Regular Settlement sales mortgages of
right, hardly any rights of any transferable value,
and when townships were sold by auction for arrears of revenue, the
price realised was only nominal. Thus in the four years, 7

" 56,126 acres were sold at an ave rice bf two annas an acre or e
little over & year's assessment. The Settlement Officer propesed to make
it a congition of the Settlement that no proprietor should be allowed to ‘
sell his proprietary right without the consent of all the co-sharers, but. the,
Lieutenant-Governor ordered the omission of this clause as its effect g
sometimes be %o stop the power of sale altogether. Although the
nition of rights made at Rew Settlement had greatly increased
their value and created a title which might be sold for a price, land was
still so plentiful and the share of the profits of cultivation left to the
ietors was still so small that it was some time before sales of the
propri right became at all common. Indeed for a considerable time
after the Settlement the burden of mﬁet&ry right with its responsibili-
ies for payment of the revenue in seasons was more evident than
its advantages, and in a very large number of cases some of the indivi-
duals to whom proprietary rights had been granted left the village to
settle elsewhere, abandoning their rights to any one who chose to take
them up with their ibilities. In many cases the proprietors were
ghd to get some gutsider to share the burdens with them in exchange
or a share in the proprie wghtsin the whole township, and there |
were numerous cases in which the men declared proprictors at Settle- *
ment applied*to have relatives, or even persons belonging to a different
tribe or religion, recirded as holding a share in the proprietary right.
It was not long however before the extension of cultivation and rise of
ices, which were not accompanied by any increase of the State’s demand
to have an effect on the value of the proprietary right, and trans-
actions which had formerly been of the nature of a gift assumed the ®
nature of a sale. In some cases a proprietor would sell a share to his
relatives at a low price as a favour; in others an individual who had iy
-assumed greater respousibilities than he was able to fulfil was glad to d
‘take a money for a share in his proprietary right which carried
with it a share of the burdens. But perhaps the most numerous class ¢
of mm-&mh-ﬁgh&euﬂhﬁwmho:hmdit 4

i
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from the excess of hirtl::f over deaths in a Healthy country.:
_There was no general custom of primogeniture to regulats succession,
“and when a prc 8m?‘ndiedhisnmm succeeded to’ his rights i a% sl
sharés. “the number of proprietors thus increased, the number

of village headmen remained stationary, for the office of headman did
by primogeniture to one son only and could not be shared with
another. At first in many villages, owing to the tendency of the Settle-
ment Officer to confine the proprietary right to the headmen and their
descendants and nominees,almost all the proprietors(biswaddr) were head-
men (lambarddr), but towards the end of the Settlement :Kemtions ;
Mr. Oliver reduced the number of headmen ly in many villages by
choosing out one or two of the proprietors and declaring only them entitled
« to the position and emoluments of headmanship. Thus in 1880, at the com-

‘ t of the present Settlement, there were only 935 headmen to
the 650 villages; but the body of proprietors, whicK at the Regular
Settlement o‘(:ipmed only 5,226 persons, increased from the causes
above descri to 7,690, or an average of 12 to each tovmd;ig, the
average area owned by a proprietor being 250 acres, of which 139 were
cultivated, and the av area cultivated by a proprietor himself
being 32 acres. The following statement gives the for each
Assessment Circle :— .

e -
—— i

AVERAGE ARrna
AVERAGE AREA OWNED
N RO CULTIVATED BY A
Amsinzyr CracLe. Plg::m:a 3Y A ProrrizTon Plor‘mn'::
(= acams.) (1x Aouss.)
No. of Ave Totsl | Cultiyated
Vi n [Total No nlnl:ow Aren, .m'-
Bégar .. 57 603 1n 288 . 98k 4%
Niit - 109 | 2179 20 157 . 90 25
. Roh{ - 364 | 4,194 11 204 156 86
Utér o 58 231 4 (1) 236 89
Hide . 62 483 8 126 61 Y R
4 Toms .| 650 | 7690 12 250 139 %
Of the whole body of ietors 3,196 are Musalméns, 2,722 Sikh
Jut, and 1741 Hindusofvuiousm'beo. A statement ing the

number of villages owned by men of each religion aud tribe has been
limi!dﬁmngtheirmdﬁvewddpodﬁohgm Rl e,
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(mmoﬂmdwxdedmtohlockathe rietary right in which~
different, proprietors (pattzcbiri) and_ only &.wero owned "by

proprietors each owning only his o holding with a cor
mng right in the common land (bhmyagfd:a) In somg eases

deehred in the Settlement Record that the proprietors would n ‘,
the land of the village divided, but generally the condition recorded was
that if they wished to have the land divided they would have it done
by mutua{ agreement, by arbitration, or by order of the Court. Prac-
tlcall it was held that an proprietor might claim to have a portion of
the townshxp, representinfy {mt, share in the whole which had been awarded
to him at Settlement, separated off from the rest and made over to him in
* exclusive proprietary right, and by degrees it became common for the co-
proprietors n a township to apply for partition of its lands, that each
sharer might have exclusive possession of the land representing his sharé:
‘These ition cases were generally carried out by arbitration and on the
of the measurements made at the Regular Settlement; the whole
land of the township, with the exception generally of the vil
the pond and a few hundred acres of pasture-land, which were hept
oommon to all the proprietors, was lled out into blocks the area of
which was proportioned to the reoorSed shares of the proprietors, each
of whom was placed in separate possession of his blocEnand had no
further claim to the blocks assigned to his fellows. In some cases the
groeem went a step farther, and at a second partition one of these
locks (paitti) would be subdivided among the sharers in the proprietary
right to it. In such cases, even after partition, the propnetors con-
tmued to pay the State’s demand in the shares assigned to them at
Settlement. Thus by }880, 322 of the 658 townships had been divided
into blocks held in severalty by roprietors or groups of proprie-
tors (pattiddri) ; 10 were return l‘:i by groups of proprietors, the
share of each of whom was detenmned by the area of his separate hold-
mgﬂ(blam rd) ; but still 326 townships were held jointly by the
y of pmpnetors (zaminddri.)
224. I have already l:oted t:‘l}at almost the whole of the lamiy found
cultivated at the Regular Settlement by men
’ ﬁmdm°“‘ of right 4o whom proprietary rights were not granted
- was declared to be held b{hlets gzmvatou with an
hereditary right o occu at a rent fixed b ement Officer.
‘The area so recorded i pmcylt.ecord of the ﬂeglar Settlement was
'4,65/060 acres held ‘by 21,684 tenants. The ttlement Officer had
*vmhodtoﬁ)rbudtbende of theu'nght of occu cy by these tenants,
established Aot the peictie 6F slo ol sgtte o might g =
: 80 e of nights o oocu Yy W
up if the progress of imprbvement made it dwmbrmc  the
rents fixed were often very light, the value of such .ngmm;hmd
“holding m&ﬁntvery and it is only during the last few years
1at rights ¢ mpuwyhsveheen ed invany
enants. m omdiﬁon hd
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‘of the tenants who were granted a right of oecupuc}y at Sottlem#'
were at any time evicted for neglecting to rent. So long
as a tenant remained in the vi he l,xt.tle difficulty in
the rent fixed, and when he was unable to pay the rent he volun
the willage and his holding and went elsewhere in search of mozo pro-
fitable land. It was declared at the Regular Settlement that the rentl
then fixed by the Settlement Officer were not final and absolute, but
only a general standard liable to fluctuation from causes o.pphcable to
the particular case or by compact between the proprietors and cultiva-
tors; but practically no change was made during the eurrency of the
Settlement in the rents fixed %fy the Settlement Officer” on the land
held with a right of occupancy. Almost no suits for the enhancemant '
of such rents were instituted, and up to the end of the periéd of Settle-
ment the tenants who remained in possession of the land held by them
at the Regular Settlement continued to pay on thkat land the rate of
rent fixed by the Settlement Officer. But the population was etill in a
state of ﬂux and cultivators often wandered from village to village in
search of a place to settle comfortably. In bad seasons especially it was very
«common for cultivators to leave their lands in the hands of the proprie-
tors and wander off with their families and moveable pro rt to some
other village. The Settlement Officer made allowance habit
when he made it a condition of inheritance of rights of occupanoy that
#he heir should reside in the village, and in many villages a condition
was inserted in the Settlement Record to the effect that any tenant
who left his land uncultivated and did not return to the village for a
whole year, i. ¢., for two harvests, should lose his right of occupancy.
the earl; years of the Settlement whenever a tenant absented
: from the village for a year or two, the patwari acting on this
clause without reporting the case for orders, antered the tznants land
in his annual record of nghts as held by the proprietors ; and even if
- the tenant came back after some years he recorded him as & tenant-at-
will, often of the same land in which he had at Settlement been given
Amghtaf occupancy. In some villages again, after two or three bad
a considerable body of tenants gave in petitions to the effect that
ﬁar lands had become impoverished and that they could no longer .
pay the rents fixed, and therefore relinquished the land. In all such cases
ﬁtub&ndoned land was left at the disposal of the proprietors who were
le for the assessment on the township as a whole, and
to the condition recorded at Settlement, they were at liberty to cultivate
it themselves or make it over to some new tenant without rights of
oommcyatanymnt agreed on. The extent to which these causes
m&ed uring the currency of the Settlement is shown by the
hile 4,65,060 acres were enwuedmtheﬁvtﬂﬂmm «
,M\\pbetween1852md 1864 as held with rights of occupancy
+21,684 tenants, we found in 1880 that only 3, mwm
‘held with ri ofoowpamyby22097temnu,low
.acres formerly held by tenants with rights of ~occupancy’ h
‘been allowed to fall out of cultivation M passed into t.
, ﬁammafmaunwedn no right
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. 225, One of the most important changes introduced at the Regie-

,gm'mmﬂ brought 1ar Settlement was the confining of the right
under eﬁtﬁ?&m ;'f‘t'ér brezk up new land in the pgai.xie, which had
Bettlement. hitherto in most villages been exercised by all the,
cultivators indiscriminately, to the few individuals who were declared
to be the proprietors of the whole township. It was explicitly declared
that thenceforward no cultivator might bring new land into cultivation
except with the consent of the proprietors, who might fix any rent
they thought proper, and ethe only privile%e in this respect granted to o
the tenants wag that tenants with a right of occupancy resident in the

. village should be given a preference over outsiders in the assignment of
new land forscultivation. At the Regular Settlement nearly two-thirds
of the area of the district was still uncultivated ; and the spread of cul-
tivation after Settlegment was great and rapid. In the ten years following
the close of Settlement operations about 2,00,000 acres were brought
under cultivation, and altogether during the currency of the Settlement
about 3,50,000 acres of new prairie-lan§ were broken up. At first there.
was practically little change in the condition of things previously
existing. The proprietors having only a limited assessment to pay
to the State were glad to see the uncultivated land of the
township brought unc%er the plough even at a very light rent, ‘as
this meant an addition to their profits, and they 1imposed no
restriction on the breaking up of the waste by the tenants. Indeed in
many villages having a large uncultivated area this state of things lasted
up to the Revision of Settlement, and the tenants were practica.lgl left to
cultivate as much new land as they chose. Bnt in most villages, as the
area of uncultivated land*became smaller and the value of land increased,
the proprietors ually put in force the power given them at Settle-
ment, of forbidding,the tenants to cultivate more land without special

rmission, and asserted thewr exclusive right to the dis of the «
uncultivated land. In the early years of the Settlement it was usual
to apply to new land the same rate of rent as the Settlement Officer had
ﬁxg for the land held with rights of occupancy, and in some villages this

continued to be the practice until the Revision of Settlement ; in others
a somewhat different rate, fixed at so much per bigha without any com-
plication of cesses or proprietary dues, was applied by agreement between
the proprietors and tenants, or the rent on such new land was by agree-
ment taken in %i.nd instead of it cash ; but in almost all cases 1t was at
first a low rate, little above the rate of rent fixed at Settlement on old
land, and it was only towards the end of the period of Settlement that
much higher rates came to be generally taken. A clear distinction was
kept. up between land cultivaded at the Regular Settlement, in which
occupancy rights had been granted, and land broken up after Settlement

om «the prairie over which the proprietors had then been g:nhd i
exclusive rights. It whs very common for a tenant to extend his cul-
: lly by ploughing up more and more every year of the

bt op by amesting e -
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thtlement ; but the patwari, in dmmg up his annual re@xd of cuth‘
alwa 'recorded the area of land entered in the Settler?ent Record as
mt.h the distinguishing title of “ old cultivation” (khewat), and
’any excess he entered as “new cultivation” (ngeutor). This distinetion was
m up for all land whether held by proprietors or tenants, but where the
vator was holding with a right of occupancy he was often re
as holding the old cultivation with a right of occupancy gmawrﬁm) and
the new cultivation without any such right (ghair-mawrisi) ; and
rally while the rent was calculated on the' old cultivation at the rate
fixed by the Settlement Officer, it was calculated on thenew cultivation
at a‘dlﬁ'emnt and often much higher rate fixed by the proprietors.
themselves. Thus, although in the field there was no deﬁ'lnte boundary
distinguishing between the land brokem up before Settlement and that
broken up after, the distinction was clearly maintgined in the annual
. record of rights and in actual practice ; and while at the Regular
Settlement only 49,121 acres, or 7 per cent. of the total cultivated area,
were held by tenants without rights of occupancy, we found in 1880
that no lmthm 435,708 acres, or 41 per cent. of the total cultivated area
were held by tenants without nghts of occupancy. The number of such
tenants had increased from 3,658 to 22,150, but ;many of these were
. men having rights of occupancy in other lands in the township, which
they or t.heu- ers had held at the Regular Settlement.

226. The figures may be brought toge

d:".ms&a of the tenant kot Bane s
P— e e .- £
Ar TEE REGULAR SgrTLE-
MENT, 1852.64. Ix 1880,
% Aren cultivated by. . .
Aates Number of cul. Number of cul-
y tivators. Acres. o i cul
aerepristors 186,108 5,226 287 8380 -
@mh 'nth nghh of 824 ,SIO
Tenants wltboutngbtc o
d ”M L] “ol’l ”“‘ m’708 0 “'m : y

Thus of the total wlhvmdmfthad:mietu
held by tenants without any recorded right of occup .
Mrmdedu hlvmg occupancy rights, and or
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derance of tenants. According to them, of the 52,801 males above the
age of 15 who were retuped as engaged wholly in agriculture, 6,038, or
only 11 per cent., were proprictors, 43,780, or 83 per cenf., were tenants, .
1,381 were joint cultivatoms, 783 agricultural labourers, and 819 engaged
in tending cattle. Thus in Sirs4 the tenants are seven times as numer-
ous as the proprietors. In no other district in the Panjab are the
tenants as a body such an important part of the agricultural community. .
In the whole Province thq proprietors of land outgumber the tenantsin
the proportion of three to two, and the district which comes nearest to
Sirsa in this respect is Montgomery, in which the tenants are only three
times as nungerous as the proprietors. Seeing that in point of numbers,
in proportion of area cultivated, and in social standing, the tenants are
80 1mportant a part of the Sirsd’ peasantry, the relation between
prietor and tenant %s by far the most important question dealt wi m
tl.m Revision of Settlement, and calls for full consideration and discus-
sion. ‘
227. In 1868 the question of tenant-right had so far developed in
the north of the Panjab, where it had in the
course of Settlement Operations been the subject
of much discussion and debate, that a special Act
was passed to determine the relations between proprietors and tenants
throughout the Panjab (Act XXVIII of 1868, the Panjiab Tenancy
Act). This Act was really a compromise between the two extreme #
parties, one of which advocated the rights of the proprietors and the
other the rights of thq tenants, and was intended to allay the disputes and
dispel the doubts which had arisen owing chiefly to the action of the Set-
tlement Officers in the north of th® Province. The relations between
proprietor and tenantin the Sirsa district were essentially different from
those which had given rise,to the dispute, but the question of tenant- &'
right in Sirsd had been decided in 1852 and during the Regular Settle-
ment which followed, and was not brought prominen[t}; forward during the
discussion. The Panjab Tenancy Act was made applicable to the whole
Panjab, and therefore extended to the Sirsé district ; and thus a law de-
veloped out of totally different conditions came into force in Sirsd, and
thereafter regulated the relations between proprietor and tenant, the origin
of which has been described above. At first it made no great difference
in the state of thi Section 6 of the Act protected all tenants, who
at the previous Settlement had been recorded as having a right of
_oecupancy in the land, and section 2 declared binding the agreements
made between provrietors and tenants at the Regular Settlement.
- Under these sections the numgrous tenants, to whom rights of occupancy

The effect of the Panjab
Tenancy Act, 1868,
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ietor, undoouldbeevictedbyhxmatthe end of the ral
(in Jeth = Ma y-June), and would be  liable to pay the rent
at the begmnmg of the year by the pro fietors or their headmen,
v but no procedure for eviction had been descritied, and practically u to
#_ 1870 no tenant had been evicted from any land held by him so
as he paid on it the customary rent. The most important eﬁ'ect of the
Tenancy Act was that it put a stop to the growth of occupancy rights,
except by special agreement between the proprietor and the tenant.
It icitly declared ‘that a right of occupancy could not be \umd
by lapse of time, thus forming a marked contrast“to the
force in the North-West Provinces, (to which Sirsa formerly belonged.) '
according to which continuous possession of land for twelve years gave
the tenant a right of occupancy. The clauses of section 5 of the Act
gave a right of occupancy in almost no land that"was not covered by
section 6. Perhaps the old cultivators in villages formerly held on the
“brotherhood” tenure (bhaiydchdra) might be held to have involuntari-
3 patted with proprietary rights in the land, and so to come under
2 of sectaon 5; but as that clause would nge them a right of
only in the land they had continuously occupied from the
tlme of such parn% that is, from the Regular Set ement and as the
ed as havmg a right of oecupan in such
tlns clause did not confer a right of occupancy in d not ah'ead
#., covered by the entries in the Settlement Reoord. almost all the
tenants in the district paid some proprietary due (mdlikdna or
according to the award of the Settlement Officer, they were not
by clause 1 of section 5. According to clause 3 of that section, all
tenants, who could prove that iA 1868, when the Tenancy Act was
passed, they were the representatives of men who settled as cultivators
% 1n the village along with the founders, would be entitled to occupancy
- rights in all land cultivated by them in 1868. They , as a rule,
had occupancy rights in the land cultivated by them at
Settlement (1852-64), and this clause would effect only the land broken
up by such tenants between the Regular Settlement and 1868 ; it did
hot affect land which might be brought under cultivation hy them
after 1868. Moreover, such tenants were comparatively few. The clause
only tenants who were in 1868 regresentatxves of nul who

g
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the tenants in possession of the land in which they had M

?f‘ of occupancy at the Regular Settlement, to strengthen the
prognetors as ?‘3 ed the uncultivated lande and t

“the
broken up

?mprie‘oor and the tenant. y
298, Here were all the materials for a struggle between the two
The struggle between the ¢Jasses. In the early years of the Settlement
proprietors and tenants. land was so plentiful and Yenants were soapt to
throw up thei? land and wander away elsewhere that the proprietors
* were generally content with very low rents, and were often 1s to
induce their old tenants to stay or new tenants to establish themselves
in the village. But as cultivation extended, population increased and
prices rose, there sprang up a competition for land which the proprietors
soon found they could take advantage of by raising their rents, and they

g:aduall‘y began to assert the rights Era.nted them at Settlement b
manding higher rents for land which had been brought -
tivation after the Settlement. This was done by degrees only, and
chiefly in wvillages which had previously been managed onthe “rent
system” (boleddri), and the tenants, as a rule, acquiesced in the increase
of rent. Indeed, even more recently, the n:rcxﬁber of disputes which
arose between proprietors and tenants regard.ing the rate of rent alone
were comparatively few. More often 1t was because of a*quarrel
ing some other matter, such as a right of way in the village, or

the liability for some common village burden, that the proprietor
Aendeuvwreg to bring g refractory tenant to subjection by evicting him
from all the land he had brought ender cultivation since Settlement.
Sometimes a proprietor would systematically evict his tenants, not with
the intention of making them leave the village or their land, but only to

show them that they were at his mercy and to establish a complete

control over them. In other cases an enterprising Sikh had bought a
village or a divided share from a Bagri owner, . and the Sikh desiring to
surround himself with men of his own country, would proceed to evict
all the Bigri colonists who had associated with the previous proprietors.
No doubt the struggle between proprietor and tenant would have
arisen in any case; but the Tenancy Act of 1868 helped the proprietors

and making it difficult for the tenants to establish a right of occu-
bi\ any other way than those described in the Angt;and.,th

proprietors remembered the wholesale grant of
gular Settlement Yo almost all the tenants in mhnd

e
! =

y the tenant} after the Settlement, and to preveht, ﬂw
Q:th of occupancy rights in such land, except by express agreement
between th

Y |
pea.tlyby hm?:wn the procedure to be followed in cases of eviction,

the Revision of Settlement brought the struggle to a head,
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tors feared the tenants hoped. They Gl Dist-engne Eloas
mthehndandhopedthattherevmonofSet ement, # give ther
ocea hts in the land they held, just as the | 1  !

m rﬁ the neighbouring Natlve Stateks of Pattidla and M

from which many of the peasants had come, while themm little limit to
the amount which a cultivator might be called on to pay, ne one ﬂwﬁ
of ejecting him from the land he cultivated so long u
on it. The general feeling of the country-side, a.mong '
of proprietors as well s among the tenants a$ a body, was that 80 leng
as a_tenant paid the custo rent on his land an
share"of the burdens on the village as a whole, he should not be
ejected from the land he cultx , especially if he or his father had
broken it up from the prairic. The ‘tenants accordingly contested by
Civil suit under section 25 of the Tenanc QZ Act mary of the notices of
e

ejectment served on them, as is shown by followmg statement :—
. | Number of notices of | Area of land regarding | Number of notices of
. Year. ejectment served. | which notices were issued. | ment cont:l:d by "
‘4 B
Acres. 8
1870 43
1871 59 wse s
1872 92 e
1873 288 - fod
1874 369 . .
1875 394 3,380 254 \
1876 540 9,928 319 -
1877 417 9,797 ’ 275
1878 " 866 7,209 - 215
1879 1,031 18,205 H89 ;
1880 1,296 12,922 780
1881 1,882 9,566 1,072
1882 922 9,148 245 g
1883 676 R Lo

+ In the five years ending 1882 5497 notices afe}amt
served ing 57,140 acres of land, and of these 2,901.0&

mz M in mem:?m ; h*

And if it be added that in
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’ ww here &numlsually impmnt M of the populatioh,
and embitiered their relations with their landlords. The bad feeling

engendered led y quarrels and perhaps a few crimes,
but it is another inp\&;: showing how easy it is‘.tq rule these
people that notwithstanding all these bitter disputes all over the dis-
‘trict there was hardly a case of anything like serious a%anan outrage,
such as murder, arson or mutilation. One case, in which an ejected
tenant murdered in revenge three men and a woman of the =
family, is almost a solitary’ instance. The hardship to the tenants was
not so great # at first sight would appear, for many proprietors were
* content to have established their right to eject and so reduced' the
tenants to fubjection; and ve ;‘{gten the tenant, after the e¢j ent
proceedings been concludelgin the proprietor’s favour, was allowed
to remain in possession of the land at a higher rent, or at a rent in kind
instead of in cash, or was given other land in place of that from which
he had been ejected. Still there were numerous cases in which the
tenants felt themselves harshly treated. They had settled as colonists
in the desert prairie along with the founders of the village or soon after
* it was first founded; they had broken up new land, had helped to*
dig the pond and make the well, and had endured all the hardships of
first colonisation which are unusually great in this tract owing to the
distance of water from the surface and its brackishness, the t heat,
the want of trees and the scanty and uncertain rainfall, a.m; now found
themselves liable to ejectment at the will of a man originally little
different from themselves, who had suffered no greater hardships than
they, who had expend?d little capital, but had at the Regular Settle-
ment been given rights'in land whjch had increased in vzﬁt‘;e almost as
much through their exertions as his own. But let the tenants speak
for themselves. One of the class describes the state of things in rude

verse as follows :— .

Alldh mere bdr basdi My God led the prairie.
Chdr khémt thon khalkat d@t People came ﬁfn all sides. The
Lambarddrdn kol bahdi h en got them to settle, and
Nl pydr de bhien kadhdi coaxed them to break up land.
Hon jdn de din tmdn khuhdi Now they have broken their pro-
Sdwaddr te arji ldi mises and brought claims against
Hdleim us di bhwen khuhdi the tenant, and the Ruler has
Is kaninm di habar na kdt taken away his land. We had no
Jikva kitd hon Sarvkdr idea of this law which Sarkér

Bedakhli karni nakin darkdr has now put in force.
, 2 3 Ejectment is not right. =~
mbarddr winm pind likhdya The vil had the headman’s
dmiydn bdih ‘ name recorded. No one founded
illage without tenants. W
tenant did not set foot, t

a
the
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" 'The tenants that came
performed

Sihriydn sdmiydn raldi diyin
U'Wgz kitiydn bahut kamdiydin
Biite mdre te bhiin bandiyin
Muddh kaddhe te vattén pdiydn
Tdn lambarddrdn ghair kardiydn
Hdkim oh bhi chd khuhm ydn
Nidun nd kitd kol Sarkdr
Bedakhli karnf nahin darkdr

Tkko lambarddr vasdwe
Sdmi na kdi kol bahdwe
Chha kate te khuha ldwe
Bhiiin kaddhe te kothe pdwe
Tdn usdd anddja dwe

Pt dewe kdr ieg ;
‘Bedalchu karni nahin darkdr

Sdmiydn dendiydin kdr b
Vdddhd khd lamba/rdar
Bedakhli utte hoiyd taiydr
Bedalhli kardi khud Sarkdr
Dulkhdn ndl basdi bdr

Kawre pdni karvan khudr

Is ka,mm di koi kare bichdr
Bedakhli karni nahin darkdr

 the

t labours, :
away th’ bg\f:;es and cultivated
the 1an{ took out the roots, ﬁd
made field boundaries. Yet the
headmen made them tenants-at-
will, and the Ruler took away eéven
that right. Sarkdr has done mno
Jjustice.

Ejectment is fiot right.

If the headman alone found the -
village, settling no tenant beside
him, dig the ‘pond and make the
well, break up the land, and build
the ho]mes, 11fs.hen ::le have
some claim he alone perform
the village burdens.

Ejectment is nothght.

The tenants perform the nlluge
burdens and the headman devours
the profits and is ever ready to

eject. Sarkdr itself takes away
the land. The peasants peopled
the prairie under hardshlp, and
brackish  water distresses
them. Let any one think of this.

Ejectment is not right.

The tenants’ view of the proceedings of the Regular Settlement is

thus stated .—
Alevar Sdhib kitt tarsi
Pdold bharke khuld charst

Mr. Oliver acted mercifully
when he ordered “ Whoever pays

Dodne viggha sab kot bharst four annas a cow may ‘“‘!‘

Chhad na yds{ vichche marst where. Every one wﬂﬁ

Is kamun te bast bdr ‘ annas a bigha. No one lmvc
" Bedakhlt karnt nahin darkdr.  his land—he will die on it.” This is
L the law under which the M

was Eeo
jectment is not m
And the tenants’ h are thus :

Alldh merd mulk exghy my God people the

Hdleim changgd hukm sundwe May the Ruler announce a

Bhid kist thon na khuwhdwe order, and takke awa

one, only make thz ; hay
fm-mnt. Sothnt M@" &
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m&hertemt describes the state of things in somewhat M

deprive tham'
vator of his land. The tenants

geopled the village along with the

h?nlge as follows :—
abza ldsht kisidd \pa khohe
Sarkdr

Pimd vasdya sdmiydn Tambar-
ddrdn ndl

Hdle den kadim te jo dkhyd
Sarkdr

"Nile dende eh rahe ]o Sarkdr
. begdr

Khdre pgni pike jhali ramj
hazdr

Kildn kahtdn mch oh baith rahe
vich bdr

Itni ramj uthafke hon hoe ldchdr

Kabza kdsht kisidd ma khohe
Sarkdr.

Raiyat malika shdh di hoi bahut
hairdn

Khusgayd hak dsimiyin hoiya
zulm tamam

Wiakif nd kanun de dhe eh
anjan
k‘:gge kisi na badshdh aisd kitd

Is aldke vich sd eh m'wd' pachkhdn®
J‘;{oko‘ vdhe zam('n kabza wsdd

Hdla hissa devanda oh rahe
maddm

Lakkar sotd ghds bhi jo sarkdri
kedm

«  Dende sdmidir sanm vdrovdr
tamdm

A_lc::v{ Juli devande te sarkdr
 Eh raiyat sarkdrdi haigi khds

Itni vang uthdke hon kité hairdn
 Kabza kdsht khoknd haigd bard

Ay m Theh'genumberofe%egment
Sl o8 notice o eGovemment
_;w“?‘ ™ report was called for on the w
Tenmey&oteﬂ:ﬂﬂﬁmtheﬁmu
mluxbmmada
m :

Let not Sarkér

admen. They ga from old time
the rent fixed by Sarkdr and m
besides performed the village b

dens ; have *drunk brackish water

and endured a thousand ills, have i

lived on in the desert through
famines and scarcities. After endur-
ing so much hardship they are now
wretched. Let not Sarkar deprive

- the cultivator of his land.

The Queen’s subjects are much
distressed. The tenant has been

deprived of his rights, t in-
Justloe has been done. Alas these

ignorant people were not-aware of
the law. Hitherto no king has acted
so. In this neighbourhood this was
the rule that whoever broke up land
should hold it, regularly paying
rent in cash or in kind. The ten-
ants gave, each in his turn, wood

and and whatever was re-
sleeping-cots, beddmg and
supphes. These are Sarkér’s sub-

jects and serfs. After en

such hardship the are now dis-
tressed. It is indeed in-
justice to take away land from the
tenant.

:,;;' =
hliede

bad attracted the
India, and a cial
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a Peasonable expectation that they would be protected in the n
of such land as they broke up from the praI:ne and tm
class of proprietors allowed that they were jusfly entitled to such pro-
tection ; that at the Regular Settlement the pLopnetors had been some-
what arbxtmnl y granted rights in land, whica owm iood
ment, good management and the joint efforts of t whole gdy
cultivators had became very valuable, and that it would be no injustice
to require them to grant rights of occupancy at a full rent to the ten-
ants to whom they owed so much; that what the tenauts hoped for
was not so much low rents as secunty of tenure ; that it‘was only fair
to maintain them in possession of the land the had brought under ;
cultivation, and good policy to attach them to the soil and " make them
more mdependent by giving them an assured interest in the land. For
these reasons I urged that the Legislature should be. moved to pass a
special Act for thg Sirsa district, granting rights of occupancy to all
tenants who had broken up land a.nd held it continuously cf%r
than ten years, provided they agreed to pay on it a rent eqnal to
three times the land-revenue assessed on the land. In forwarding thisre
the Settlement Commissioner (Colonel Wace) reviewed the policy of the
lar Settlement and pointed out how reasonable was the expectation of
the tenants, founded on the past history of the district, that they would
be protected in the occupation of their land as they had been then, and
how entire a reversal of policy was caused b %‘enancy Act of 1868
which, had it dealt with the Sirsa district alone, would probably have
maintained in some form that strong protection over the a.ctual culhvators
of the soil which had promoted the colonisation and cultivation of the
driest and most dﬁ‘ﬁcﬁlt portxorlns r(;tl' the ldlstuct and secured to the
lowest es of the agricultu ation that E'otecnon from
caprice ag;gd injustice at the hands OFO ﬁeu' leaders which, no less in
their old homes than in their new, they had always received from the
power. He dwelt on the hardsln caused to the tenants by these
wholesale ejectments and their robable effect in reduci the '
ity. But he thought that such a measure as I
l appear to both ropnetorsandtenantstobeaseoond revernlof.
cand the tenants would feel that they had
the law while the proprietors would feel that they rehed on u; gnd
thuttthadfmledt em. Heagreedthat special legislation was ca
forbutpmpoMthatthespechActtobepaaaedshouldmakeall %
ments and enhancements of rent subject to the approval of the DW
Commissioner, who should have the power to refuse to allow an ejectmentor
to require the tor to pay beforehand whatever conpensation for dii- |
turbanee he thought fair. ucha measure he thought would be mmm
toptotectthetemntaﬁ'omarbn treatment and to e
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while at the same time it would not expressly create new occupancy ughﬁ,
or establish, either in the present or in the future, any
interest between the two cyasses of proprietor and tenant. The Fmancinl
Commissioner (Mr. Lyall) phinted out that there was nothn{g very remark-
able in the relative positiol of proprietor and tenant in the Slrsa district
and that the history of tenant and proprietary right in other of
the Panjab had been much the same as in Sirsa, except that the evek:f-
ment of rights had taken place longer ago. In the case of recently
founded villages in othe® districts also, it had chiefly depended on the
turn of mind ofdhe first Settlement Officer whether all the cultivators were
« held to be equally proprietors or whether the actual tees and their
near relatios only were made the village landlords, and the other
old cultivators their hereditary tenants paying a nominal rent or no rent
at all. He thoughfhowever that in Sirsa the expectation of the tenants,
and especially of the recent immigrants, that they would be seeured in .
the possession of the land they had broken up from the prairie, was a
reasonable expectation, and that, as ejectments had hardly been known
before 1870, it would not be unfair to the proprietors to give all tenants a
presumptive right of occupancy in waste land broken up by them between
the year of Settlement and 1870 and since held continuously, such
presumptive right to be rebuttable only if the proprietor could prove
mn a regular surt that the tenant broke uﬁm the land under agreement to
hold as tenant-at-will or for a term only; and he recommended that
an Act to this effect should be passed for Su's& The Lieut.-Governor (Sir
R. Egerton) could not admit that necessity for special legislation in the
interest of the Sirsa peasants had been estabhshed_ He considered that
the expectation of the téhants, intergupted as it was by the Act of 1868,
could never have been very certain, and that as the attestation of
was then (October, 1881) approaching completion and many Civil smta
had been decided, the hopes-of the tenants must have d1ed out. To pm
a special Act for Sirsa would be to introduce a
treatment not only between Sirsa and other dlstncts but m?irsa xtself
between those whose dlsgutes had already been decided by the Civil
Court and others. He thought that probably the test phase of
excitement had passed and that to introduce a special law would give
rise to | discontent. He pointed to the strong position the tenants
occu and the profits they had made, and to the ease with which
land was cultivated and the readiness with which it was abandoned.
For these reasons he determined not to apply to the Legislature for a
special Act for the Sirsa district ; and the relative status of proprietorand
tenant was left to be regulsted by the Panjib Tenancy Act of 1868, as
in the rest of the Province. e |
330. As already stated, the rates of rent fixed bytheSettlo-;.;'
w4 ment Officer at the Regular Settlement con-
* tinued to be paid on such land as was then
the temnﬁ to whom occupanc ts were given,
currency of the Settlement t.ha rent ﬂnd.,
4 , fwm euh into hnd.




: % | i - , " | ’ i b4
y field showed that of the 850,000 acres held by wts with ri |
of mm Ghly 23,000 acres, or about 7 per oent,y ; in M

and of this 12,000 acres were'in the Gh valley and 2,000 acres in
the Satlaj riverain. As regards the land braxen up Settlement:
however, the proprietors and tenants were left to fix the rent by mutual
t, and grain rents became more common ; and our enquiries
m in 1880-81 the areas paying rent in kind, including both
tenants with right of occupancy and tenants-at-will, were as follows :—

e S
ASSESSMENT CIRCLE. A"‘m‘;‘t‘g"h’:{‘"g!togl area h&
‘Bg‘u t e 184
Néli 329205 | 22
Rohi i 59,952 i v <
Utér . 16.048 43
Hitér 17,069
Motal of district . ... 126,448 by 7o

Thus about one-sixth of the whole held by tenants was found
::lll;ep' )tentinkind. MmM?efwtlfehé)f&elmghhthoMﬁ
: (Hitar) pays grain rents; and o rv it S
be ugd that mo&‘ of gt'h.a;nlcvw land within macal'mggrthe oods of th
g;h;ﬁr ys rent in kind, while the high land dependent on the lo

i y generally pays rent in cash. In theEyCimlu.
in the Utdr, cash reuts greatly predowinate. In some village
especially near the Ghaggar, rabi crops pay in kind and kharif crops
in cash. It is curious to note how general is the custom to take rents-
in kind from Musalmin tenants and in cash from Hindus. The
tenants of the lands on the rivers where rent in kind is most common
are chiefly Musalméns, but the same rule is followed in the Dry Tracts,
and sometimes in the same village the Hindus pay in cash and the
Musalméns in kind.  Where the produce is very variable from year to
e it is on the rivers, or where the tenant i h ]

<




‘ ,andmmtdeferrem ing his until the

| ided it. One of thmf ob%:t?om to p&ymgm

uhnldmnonof the crof (batdi or vanddi) is that i { prevents ﬁ-

tenant and his family from living on the crop while i

otherwise they generally do. The proprietor will not allow them b
uck ears o gramandycarrythemoﬁ'tomakethe family’s daily meal,

requires them to leave all the grain in the field untxl e has

received his full share. - This objection applies more strongly to the

kharif crop which ripens By de%Sees than to the rabi crop which l:rm

more quxckly *field by field Thus a proprietor taking rent in km

* more power over his tenant ; and partly for this reason, partly because

it is generally found more proﬁtable on an average of years than a fixed

cash rent, the proprietors are %n:amlly anxious to extend the system.

For the same reasoms the thrifty dn t prefers to pay his rent

in cash, while the Musalmén, knowmg that he cannot save in years
prowde for bad, is more ready to pay his rent by giving a of his

actual crop, whether good or bad.

- When the rent is paid in kind, it is customary before dividing the

ﬁm between the proprietor and the tenant to make certain deductions
the payment of the village menials and others who perform custo-

- services to the cultivating community. I have already given some
account of these in describing village life. The allowances given for col-
lecting grain for the landlord, for shaving, for music, for cooking, for
lighting the peasant’s pipe, and for religious services, cannot fairly be
considered a part of the cost of production. If the landlord and tenant
choose to pay for such sgrvices in this way, the allowances must be held
to form part of their share of the praduce; and the maximum deductions
‘which can fairly be held to be pw't. of the cost of production may be
*tlken as follows ==~

W Servant. Work performed, A uo:l::l?;g:rdm& ot

“Blacksmith ... | Iron-work o 25
Carpenter ... | Wood-work 25

Potter .. | Earthenware and eurymg

) V#‘nm 25

Trader oo | Wei grain 25
Cobbler ... | Leather-work 125
| ’ Total ... 13.75

A

‘M Ulinmy'vllhgm some or all of these allowances m aid,
ut of eammmheap, but out of theten?gtam ﬂn fan
mum vantotheaemenm, per cent.
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division and other customs relating to the system are described in the
Administration-Paper of each village. For instance, in some villages
it is laid down that the tenant is bound to p/otect the crops and to cut
and thresh them when ripe, and that, although any Jbeggar passing at
harvest-time may be allowed to glean a littlé, the tenant’s wife bringi
food to the reapers must not take away any grain. Sometimes the
tenant is bound to bring the landlord’s share of the grain only, or of
both grain and straw to his house in the village. Ordinarily the process
of division is somewhét as follows. When the grain is threshed and
winnowed it is put in a heap on the threshing-floor,"and to prevent
tampering, little lumps of clay are stuck on it here and there and stamp--
ed with a wooden seal kept in the custody of the proprietor or his"
representative. When all are ready to receive their share, they assemble
at the threshing-floor, and the weigher (dharwdi) proceeds to measure
the grain. If the proprietor’s share is one-third, he weighs out the
in into three equal heaps, leaving a small heap from which he weighs
out their allowances to the village menials, anything over being divided
between the heaps of the proprietor and tenant. The proprietor
then takes one heap and the tenant the other two. There is a curious
survival which is found all over the district. Besides his own share,
which is called “the Ruler’s share” (hissa hdlinvi) the proprietor al-
most always gets an additional allowance which is callecf .“expenses”
(kharcha), and is commonly from 1 ser to 24 sers per maund caleulated
on the whole Eroduce, orup to 3 sers per maund calculated on the
proprietor’s share. This 1s evidently a survival of the time when the
ruling power took its revenue in kind, and the share now taken by the
proprietor was really “the Ruler’schare,” while the proprietor or head-'
man got only the smiall allowance now taken under the name of “ expenses.”
The custom is kept up partly for the convenience it ‘offers in raising or
lowering the rate of rent. For instance, whére a proprietor taking rent
at one-fourth and one ser per maund as expenses, wishes to raise the
rent, he does not make it one-third all at once, but makes it perhaps
one-fourth and two sers per maund, and so makes a gradual and almost
imperceptible rise. The practical result of this custom is that the extra
allowance makes up to the proprietor his share of what goes to the
village menials from the common heap, so that notwithstanding the
payment of their allowances, the proprietor gets his full share of the
whole produce. The share varies from one-half to one-seventh of the
%ross produce, and the areas paying ot each rate were found to be as
ollows in 1881 :— | i

Bhare of grain taken by proprietor. Area in acres paying rent in kind,
One-seventh e 3,176 ‘
One-sixth 20,346
One-fifth 88,559
One-fourth 88,885 .
- - One-third : 24,373 Wi
Two-fifths . ; . s

One-half
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The very low rates of one-seventh, one-sixth, and one-fifth are almdst
wholly confined to the lately-colonised Dry Tract of tahsil Fézilkd. The
rate of one-fourth is founs chiefly on the uplands and on the lands in
the Satlaj valley irrigated from wells. One-third is the usual rate on
the lands flooded by the Ghaggar and Satlaj; and the high rates of
two-fifths and one-half are very uncommon and are confined to easil -
tivated rich lands on the rivers. The proprietor sometimes takes only his
share of the grain, but usually takes a share of the straw also, generally
the same share as he tak® of the grain, but some€éimes a smaller share,
e. g., a fourth ef the grain and a fifth of the straw. If the crop have pro-
duced no grain, he always takes a share of whatever fodder there ma
be. Sometimes instead of taking the actual fodder he takes a small
cash payment; and sometimes, but very rarely, his share of the grain is
Va,lue(s)a and he 1is, paid his share in cash by the tenant who then keeps
the whole produce. In the Satlaj valley the proprietor who takes his
rent in kind is entitled to green wheat ( k}gzwz'd ) or jawdr (chari) as
fodder from the tenants’ fields at the rate of one kandl (about an eighth
of an acre) on every well or one marla in every ghwmdo (about one pole
per acre). This was formerly the Ruler’s right, and now goes to those
whom we have made proprietors holding at a cash assessment.

231. The cash rents fixed at the Regular Settlement for occupaney
tenants, which were paid by them without
enhancement up to the present Settlement,
were almost universally calculated on the revenue-rates assumed by the
Settlement Officer, and were made np of the land-revenue and cesses
charged on the land held by the tenant, sometimes without any addition
but generally with the addition of a proprietor’s due (mdlikina) of
5, 7, 30, 50 or evan 100 per cent. on the land-revenue. According to
the returns made at the measurements of 1880-81, of the whole area of
7,90,803 acres held by tenants, 6,64, 355 acres or 84 per cent. paid rent
in cash; and of this area 85,356 acres were returned as paying land-
revenue and cesses without any proprietor’s due, and 80,846 acres as paying
Jand-revenue and cesses with a proprietor’s due of from 5 to 30 per cent.
I afterwards found however that a much larger area ought to have been
included in the latter class, for in a large number of villages, especially
in the Fazilkd Rohi, where the cash rent was at first understood to have
been fixed without reference to the land-revenue and therefore simply
returned as “under five annas per acre,” it had really been fixed by the
Settlement Officer at double the assessment-rate. In almost the whole
of the Dry Tracts the assessment-rate of the Regular Settlement
was from 1} to 3 annas per aere ; and where the rents were double the
rate, it was not more than 2 annas per acre, so that almost the whole of
the rents fixed with reference to the revenue were under 5 annas per
acre. Including theln, the cash rents paid in 1880-81 were found to be
as follows :— % -

Cash rents,

Gl - Wi
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¢ 5 ﬁ‘ i [ g ‘ : : j H‘!‘Lﬁ"a‘_‘
Under 5 annas AL
From 5 to 64 annas Hh,
From 6} to 8 annas
Above 8 annas it o

s €%

Total paying cash rents ...

The 446,513 acres paying under five annas per acre included
almost the whole of the 3,29,267 acres held by tengpts .with right of
occupancy paying in cash, and the rent-rates above five annas all
been fixed by the proprietors and tenants between themselves without
any special reference to the rate of incidence of the land-revenue. In
almost every case the rent was fixed at some simple rate per bigha
(bigori or bigheri) such as 3 annas or 4 annas per bigha, and only 1,308
acres were returned as paying a cash-rent fixed in a lumpsum. Cash
rents generally are known as hdla, mdl, mdmla, i, mandfa or
lagén. These cash rents are payable every year, whatever the produce
be, and even in a year of total failure of crop the proprietor often re-
alises almost the whole of his rent. When the crop fails for more th:
one harvest the rents often fall into arrears, but they are seldom wiped
out, and are generally paid in full by the tenant o the return of good

Very often the tenant, before wandering off in search of work
and food in bad seasons, pays up his rent out of his former savings, or he
makes a point of paying 1t on his return from the proceeds of his labour.
L Tt 1 e | i - T sl ot i

k3 tase e people who are dying of |
Bopz; jdte mihnat karde and thirst go and vg::kg at Riapar
Utthon ledke hdle bharde (on the Canal-works) bring their
Nit hamesha ralnde dearde. savings from there and pay their
rent, but are always in a state of

anxiety. WLl
This system of average cash rents payable for good and bad years alike
founded on our revenue system of fixed average meema{xﬁa d

extent to which it has, in a district whose produce is 50 pr
supplanted the former system of taking rents in kind, which we
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m in many villages much more than double the land-revenue assess-
ment, so that the net profits of the proprietors, aftey deducting the'
demand of the State, were in many cases very large.
232. The defiuition dof the rights in land by the Regular Settle-
ment and the Tenancy Act and a series of

g:::s ai!;d !zl‘tg:z ¥ i decisions of the Civil Courts founded thereon,
rights in land, oy My i and the increase in the net profits of cultivation,

1éd to a gradual and rapid rise in the money
value of proptetary rights. The right of occupancy as a tenant was at
* first of no transferable value and many tenants abandoned their lands in
the early dafs of the Settlement. Even towards the end of the Settle-
ment land was still so plentiful that there was no great demand amo
tenants for the puschase of rights of occupancy, and instances in whic
such rights were sold or mortgaged were very rare. But sales and
mortgages of proprietary rights had become common. In the four years
1849-53 56,126 acres were sold at an average price of two annas per acre or
little over a year’s assessment; the Deputy Commissioner of 1870-71
was assured that land sold ‘at six annas per acre ; the Deputy Com-
missioner of 1875-76 estimated the average sellmg—pnce at Rs. 2-12.
According to the statement submitted with the Annual Revenue Report
the sales of land were as follows for the fourteen years ending 1880 :—

Average
Number|Area of land Yoarly Sunibuiis Average | number of

rice Percen of
uoou. (h.:om). Assossment.| movey. | P . pné?&'.'. of to:l'.
4 N
X Re, Ra. Rs, Ares, ment,
Total o 468 1,768,763 o15,551 1,67,102 0.14 10 9 8
AW" an- 33 12,626 Li1 11,222 0-14 10 07 08

- The average price per acre for the first eight years of this period, i. e,
:ilx;to 1874, was only nine annas, while the aveme price for the followi

ears was Rs. 3 per acre. The people generally asserted that land h

l increased in value during the previous twenty years, and an exami-
nation of individual cases left no doubt that it had done so in a very

ced degree. The number of sales and the area sold were d

e average number of sales in the six years ending 1880 was onl
the average area annually sold 4,635 acres or a four-hund.redt{
tﬁgmofﬂwdmma and the price paid av 23 years purchsse.
ot fhe revenue assessed on °the land sold. The detail of sales to
agriculturists lnd non-agncultunm for those six years was as follows :—
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Thus while the area sold to the two classes was about the same, the

land sold to non-agriculturists was more highly assessed and commanded
almost double the price of that sold to agriculturists. Some of the
| sales to non-agriculturists were made by mnon-agriculturists,

i taken on speculation being sold on speculation; for instance,
about 1878 the proprietary right in the village of Jhorar *near Sirsd,
which had been bought in open market some years before by a Pathdn,
was sold by him for nearly Rs. 16,000 to a firm of merchants. There
has been a good deal of such land-speculation as is oftén to be seen in
new countries. In the early years of colonisation men came forward and
took up blocks of land, not with the intention of settling oh them them-
selves but simply in order to make money ; and at first the pm]_mehx
rights in such blocks changed hands a good des! at a low price. .
little land-jobbing of this sort still goes on, but as population increases
and rights in lan(f become better defined and more valuable, such cases
are becoming comparatively rare. Many of the sales to agri 1
are sales made at low prices to relatives of the seller, not so much to
money as in order to admit the relatives to a share in the village. T
following statement gives for each assessment circle the average per
annum for some years previous to 1880 :—

Sales of Land (average per annwm.)

—

of
Number
Totsl | Number of
Num- | Area of
Assmment | number | villagesin fior ot/ jand sold | AION- | prioy "“‘”l’”y’::.’:; P
Cirele. of I'which sales g |y acres.)| mO0¢- SCre: | assess- ares.
villages. | took place. A ' ment.
ﬁ. — — L e ct— : Ay
Rs. Rs. RQGAA
l:rr . 67 % | 10 392 3 304 32 0 '3
N . 109 48 | 160 2188 835 [« 15,395 73 4% %
Rohi 364 es (127 2,688 151 4,285 110 29 k)
O ¢k 53 15 | 24 #80 54| 2107 KBS L
Hitar .. 62 13 | 31 168 58 781 414 14 -3
Totwl .| 60| 144 (43| 631 | ew| Sae73 | s 0| . 8| @

~ In some of the richer villages on the Ghaggar land sold at as
much as Rs. 40 or Rs, 50 per acre or over a hundred stm
ment. Since the Regular Settlement 4,455 acres of land had been taker

.

~up by Government for public purposes, the total "

b average price per acre of aine sumas sad in. 1775, 87
&c., on the land. o

:
:
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‘9;‘« &" have not yet become numerous.
ending there were only 189 cases of
in the same period 51 mortgages were redeemed, k
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Mﬂa 1-5; and the mort, money averaged 1] years' auu-
ment of the land mort . The following statement shows the

the six years ending 1880 :—

-_.— :m

e — ——
. llomm.:. Rlumzozs. Kxoxss or MOBTGAGES.
S %ren ’
a7 1:,:‘ mort- | Assess- | Mortgage ";::“ N:!' Aren | Assess-| Ares Assens-
; onses f(med- ) mmeut | money. | g0 | onses | (WCTeS.) | ment. (acres.) ment.
Rs. “Ks. Rs. As Ks. Rs
;::tm 4R 7,457 987 78091 1 1 24 6,545 778 912 214
turists ... | 81 | 48676 | 5,484 66,007 | 1 & | 27 | 25669 2458 | 28,007 8,026

Mortgages are increasing in number and importance as land gets
more. valuable ; during the eight years up to 1874 the average area
mortgaged per annum was 5,331 acres, and during the following six
years up to 1880 it was 9,355 acres. It is becoming somewhat com-
mon for ts in hard times to mortgage their lands to their neigh-
bours wander elsewhere to seek a Evelihood, and to come back
and redeem their land on the return of good seasons. In a few cases,
chiefly among the older Sikh villages, the occupancy rights in the
land are mortgaged by the tenant, but ordinarily it 1s proprietary rights
that are m The following statement shows the average per
annum for each assessment circle :— *

« Average per annum.

[ Vilnees in Mortga
Aratieeny Oliiff Hﬂ-'u:. 'n:;r:f -or‘t;:nd Aossn. | Totel | Mortmene nm; ::} g
: t,' sges take | guges. | (acres.)

mortgage | money per of tot
meut. money. .rnpoo ot‘. ,

—

©|~eskols

1 of lands mortgaged topagriculturists and non-agriculturists during '
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in 1879 to a number of Sikh Jat families chiefly ﬁ'o the Native
of Nibha and Faridkot for Rs. 8,800, which price of Rs. 5 |
acre or 166 times the then assessment. Not only wds 1t then unkno
how much the assessment would be raised at the revision then pending,
but the rights purchased were the rights of farmers only and it had
not then been decided whether the farmers should be made ﬁﬂl
pnetors or not. I explained the state of things to the purchasers, ut

were confident that Government would treat them in both respects

J; 'l"h ustice, and moderation, and completed their purchase.
e

all-round price of land per acre (uncult,xva.te(l land mcluded)
was estimated by me in 1880 as follows:—

Assessment Circle. Price per acre.
Rs. A P
Bﬁu 012 0
Bal - .. 8 0 0
Rohi ... : 200
e . .. 2 00
Hitar . 65 0 0

but there was every indication that the valie of land would continue
to rise rapidly.
The sales and mo had nowhere, except perhaps in the Nali
and toa leas extent in the Hitér, been so numerous as to indicate that
generally were in difficulties or the revenue demand un-
duly Eex dIn those two tncnt:l however ht:g nment:d had becmo
uneq and some exoeptm vxlhgea a comparati
under mortgage. Here, as in the districts farther east, the ugn-
dually passing out of the hands of the unprovxdent. Musalmén "
by sale and mortgage into those of the thrifty Hindus. The "ﬁd— »
ing classes have not however as yet obtained such a hold on

ofthl:J:emntamthu as they emtheolderlud.m:\ﬁi;ﬁg
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may ive an t of the development of ri in trees. Formerly
&ke itself to have the first right to trees and forest
duce, and this is still the law in manypartsof the Hills, but in the
the State has as a rule relinquished this right to those whom it
hu made proprietors of the soil. In the Sirsa district trees were very
scarce, and it was evident that any measure which would encourage the
extension of arboricultures and preserve the few trees already planted
would be of t benefit to the countrymde Accordingly a oondmon
tﬁ:e:ndmmmmate felling of trees was entered in the
ldmmmtratlon paper of the Regular Settlement. In some villages of
the Darba Fugma which first came under Settlement the restriction is = «
stated as follo%s :—“ The trees round ponds and in the culturable waste
and near the village are common property of the proprietors and no
one will be dllowed to cut them. Any tree that falls of itself may be
used by the proprietors,” This prohibition against the cutting down
of trees was, undew the peculiar circumstances of the district, specially
approved by the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-Western Provinces
in sanctioning the Settlement of the pargana, and a similar condition
was inserted in the administration-papers of parganas afterwards settled,
e. g, “No proprietor or tenant has the right to cut trees
without the permission of Government”;or “ No one shall cut a green shade-
giving tree without the permission of Government.” Up to 1863, it was
usual to punish infractionsof this condition on the Cnmmal side under sec-
tion188 of the Penal Code, and the cases were very numerous, but inthat year
the Judicial Commissioner on revision decided that the clause, no doubt
justified by the circumstances of the district, was of the nature of a con-
tract entered into by the landowners with Government, and that infrac-
tions of it could not be punished in the Criminal Courts. The Commis-
sioner in forwarding this order wroge that the transgressors of the record-
ed terms of the administration-paper could only be punished by fine on
the Revenue side. The procedure thus indicated was followed unitl 1878,
when the Deputy Commis#ioner referred the question, no that
the new Revenue law(Act XXXIII of 1871) did not admit of miscellaneous
fines, and pointing out that Govemment could take no action to enforce the
'condmon of the administration-paper though it is exceedingly d
. girable in a district like Sirsa to prohibit. the indiscriminate fy
of trees. The Commissioner and Financial Commissioner agreed that the
condition could not be enforced on the Civil, Criminal or Revenue side, and
~ that the Deputy Commissioner must be left to use his general influence to
and secure as far as possible the observance of the rule under consi-
deration. In January 1874 on his tour through the district the Lieu-
enant-Governor, who does not seem to have been aware of this corrmpon
' ee,mderedthe rule against the cutting down of trees to be ctly
A to as regards all trees on roadsides, wells, ponds, vi
) "'obmmon land, but ruled that in their fields proprietors might cut‘dow‘n
s as they chose. Since the romulgatlon of these orders many
rees have been cut ‘down, especml olY by the Musalmén ulataon
valley, and the opening of the Railway has yledt.oﬂp
‘a large number of trees for fuel. The history of this clause illus-
wa m whieh the power of the Deputy Commmom, who
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be tak genemloommtm , to prohibit _act
lu::lﬂ:i‘{chmll en“mm to the general good, is y: ly restricte

mtxlhexs efcthhnole ‘Eowertopunuhwuseﬁ Mﬂr

ence” to prevent indivis themselves and the cm«
munity in their short-sighted self-mterest. y other nwm‘ g
vague f;’ laid down in the administration-paper of the Settl

have now been deﬁned by Acts and Rules of general application, such Qﬂ
the Panjab Laws Act and the Rules under it, the Pohee Act, the
Tenancy Act, the Land Revenue Act and the Rules under it; and in
other ways the rights of the individual have been defined by ‘Acts
as the Contract Act, ¢he Evidence Act, the 'Regxstmtmn Act. and the
Codes of Criminal and_Civil Procedure. The people are'no left

to the caprice of their individual Ruler, and it 1s no longer possible for -

a Deputy Commissioner to do the arbitrary acts that he ‘formerly felt
at liberty to do. For instance, a township had been granted to a new
colonist on condition that he would build a village of 8o many houses,
and the Deputy Commissioner on visiting the village to see what pro-
gress had been made found a row of wretched grass huts; he gave the
villagers five minutes to remove their goods and chattels and then set
fire to the huts and burnt down the whole e, telling the ecolonists
they must make more substantial houses in fulfilment of the conditions
of their grant. Such summary procedure could hardly be adopted now.
Rights of all kinds have been much more strictly deﬁned and for the
: Knmrch;l rule of the Deputy Commissioner has been substituted the
of Law, strictly administered by Civil, Criminal and Revenue
Courts in accordance with elaborate bodes and Actsof the Legislature. It
may be doubted whether any great advance has been made in real
liberty, whether the people do not feel the burden of a rigid inexorable
gystem of law and p ocegure heavier fo bear than the somewhat arbi
orders of a’ sympa.thetxc Ruler, who may at times have been led by i umr
ance, prejudice or haste to do an unjust action, but whose conduct was
on the whole consistent with justice, equity and good conscience, and
who felt himself untrammell by elaborate rules and at liberty to
adapt his policy to the ever-changing circumstances of a primitive but,
ve society. The gradual = curtailment of the hal

progressi
power of the Rule:ntéy the extension of the reign of law must have made

rights of person and of property much more secure, but more law does
not always mean greater justice, and a worsted snitor still som
the decision of the Law Courts by carrying about a

ted torch to proclaim that there is darkness inrthe land. I bﬂa

own how stronf gm the tenant-class feel that they haveheenun;qlt&y
h'eated tion and limitation of proprietary rights m ﬂp
land and by the Tenancy Act: and other instances be given in

which ela.bomte laws have been put in force at too early a stage h

deve ent of the primitive society of this tract, and i
lm-dszh;x have thus been caused to the weaker and more

Thus in the end of 1879 when Settlement opm begen,

Stat ts bef, nghhmlnndhad
ﬂnn:ili: l:uhm:: owm‘
commenced,

n!empﬁou
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nmeaaemtbeState demand. In a number of villages the
pbndmg “fm ht conferred on individual cultivators at the
ement been transferred to others or the land had
boen dnnded in proportion to those shares ; but in many villages the
land was still held Jomtly by the ongmal proprietors pr their heirs.
A hard-fought struggle was {9 waged ‘between the proprietors and
the tenants regarding thd rig ht to hold land broken up from the

prairie since the Regular Settlement and owing to the definition of
rights which had been made at Settlement and the comparative care

. and thoroughness with which the patwaris had kept up the annual record

of rights and had distinguished between land ‘held with the right
.of occupancy conferred at the Regular Settlement and land brought
under cultivagion since—owing also to the aid afforded by the Tenancy
Act of 1868, the proprietors bad generally the better of the struggle
and were gradually bringing the tenants into subjection by establish-
their power to €ject them from land broken u g since Settlement.
Still the tenants had not given in, for they hoped for aid from the
Settlement, Officer, and expected the Rev1s1on of Settlement to give
them occupancy nghts as had been done by the Rpgular Settlement.
Indeed in view of the approaching revision, rights of all kinds were
still somewhat uncertain. The people remembered how arbitrary had
been the decisions of the first Settlement Officers in the original in-
tion and creation of rights in the land, and many had a vague
idea that a similar power would be again exercised. Some seemed
to consider the Revision of Settlement as a sort of Year of Jubilee,
when every one should have his own again, and they should return
ev man unto his possession. Not only did many of those men whe
gsed over in the determination of proprietary rights at the
ttlement and had learfed too late the value of what they
hugn lost, apply to me as Settlement Officer for a share in those rights,
but most of those who had been deprived of their land as a punish-

ment for misconduct in the froubled time of the Mutiny asked to have
‘thelr land now given back to them, and not a few whose claims had

been investigated and rejected by the Civil Courts and even by the
Chief Court of the Province applied to have their claims re-investi-

by the Settlement Officer who, they understood, had power to do
Jumce to everyone. This vague expectation that the co Revi-
sion of Settlement meant a genem{)ecreadJustment of rights from the
foundation must haye had some effect in keeping down the transfer value
of land by \esse r the security of title ; but the continued high price

of proprie ghts shows that upon the whole landholders feit
Je:.r es were fairly secure and would oontmue to be maintained
hy Govemment.

235. In 1879 the Sirsa district was placed under Re-settlement
under section 11 of the Panjab Land Bevenm

e e e ¥ Act XXXIII of 1871, and I was placed in
as Bettlement Officer with mstmehou" -
,, m the lsnd-revanue and revise the record of rights. It was a
owing chiefly to the . War, and Govern-
ﬂoﬁmwhum s pu.:hh Accord




ingly after a short visit to the district I ed that instead of mak-
ing a complete Re-settlement in the ordinary way ata twenty years’

lease with an increase of assessment of Rs. 60,000 (as then estimated),
it would be possible to make a summary re-assessment of the district
in six months ot a cost of Rs. 10,000, and take an increase of Rs. 40,000
for ten years without any revision of the record of rights. I pointed out that
the district was fast being developed, and ‘that probably rights in land
were in a state of change, and it might do harm to stereotype the
present condition of such rights. Moreover canal-irrigation was about
to be introduced, and ten years hence the district would be ablg to
bear a much higher assessment, and it would be some advantage to
introduce the Increased assessment by degrees by taking a smaller.
increase for ten years only. However this suggestion was not adopted,
and I was directed to make a complete Revision of Settlement in the
usnal manner. I was instructed to assess each village as nearly as
possible at half the net profits of cultivation, leaving the other half,
after the deduction of cesses and common expenses, to the proprietors,
New maps and surveys were to be made, and the record of rights
drawn up at the Regular Settlement was t0 be amended so as to accord
with the new measurements, but (in the words of the Act) not so as to
alter any statement as to the share or holding or status of any person,
except by making entries in accordance with facts which had occurred
since the date of the completion of the record of the Regular Settle-
ment, or by making such alterations of the record as were agreed to
all the parties interested therein or were sup a ]
decision. Thus we could not interfere with the record of rights except
to a very limited extent, and we had no power -to alter the decisions
passed at the Regular Settlement. The officers conducting that Settle-
ment had arbitrarily given propfietary rights to this man and occu-
pancy rights to that, and had arbitrarily fixed the rate of rent and the
conditions of occupancy. Their decisions had to be accepted as the
foundation of the system of land tenure for all time to come, and could
not be revised except so far as was necessary to bring them up to date.
My chief subordinates and myself were given mmal powers and
made Civil Courts for the trial of all disputes between proprietor and
tenant as well as certain other classes of land cases, but we were bound
athe Panjab Tenancy Act and by other Acts just as other Civil
urts were, and the hopes of the tenants and of others considering
themselves unjustly deprived of rights in land that the Settlement Officer
wonld have arbitrary power to restore them to their rights were doomed
to disappointment. 4 ‘
286. The procedure of the Re-gettlement was by the
The Settlement Survey. Rules promulgated in 1879 - the Land
i B Revenue Act, 1871, and the record of rights
was revised in accordance with those rules. The first | was to
remeasure the land. A scientific Land Revenue Survey of the district
~had been made by the Survey Department in 1876-79, and tk 8 gave us
maps ahom:get.he boundaries of each township and the topographic
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total area of each township and of its cultivation. The village patw
under my orders and under the supervision of the Settlement establish-
ment, mapped the boundaries of each township and surveyed and
1 every field and every block of uncultivated land. Their maps
were drawn to scale and showed every field boundary afd every to
phical feature in its proper place, and besides being carefully checked on
the field were compared’ with the scientifically accurate map of the
Revenue Survey, and any discrepancies were again checked on the spot
and corrected. The boundaries of the townships fixed at the Regular
Settlement had been maintained by the people, and the position of
.each boundary pillar was shown approximately on the maps then prepared
(though those had not been drawn to scale), so that there was no ‘great
difficulty in ascertaining the township-boundaries. In some of the
sandiest and some of the least advanced parts of the district the
boundary pillars, which were usnally made simply of mud, had disap-
, 80 that it could not be said exactly where the boundary had
n, but the old maps showed approximately what had been the
boundary, and land in such. places was of so lLttle value that the pro-
prietors of the neighbouring townships in such cases had no difficulty
in coming to an agreement as to what was to be considered the
boundary, and in accordance with that agreement the boundary pillars
were set up and the boundary mapped to scale ; so that in future, even
if it be effaced, it will be possible to lay it down exactly from the
Revenue Survey or Settlement map. That the field-maps made by
the patwéris are much more correct than those of the Regular Settle-

ment is shown by the comparison of total areas of townships :

with those given by the scientific Revenue Survey. The areas
given by the patwéris’ survey of t}m Regular Settlement were shown
to have been wrong in many townships by 7 or 8 per cent., and to
have given the agea of the whole district nearly 4 per cent. above the
true area, while the patwagis’ survey of the present Settlemeut gives
the total area of the district within one per thousand of that given by
the scientific Survey. Of the 650 townships in the district the areas of
450 are within 1 per cent. of those given by the scientific Survey;in
600 townships the difference is within 2 per cent. and there are only 17
* cases in which the difference is greater than 3 cent. And the
increage of accuracy in the survey of the field-boundaries was still
ter. In many places the field-boundary had been effaced so that

1t was impossible to see any mark on the ground showing which was

" the boun between two fields, and often the proprietors or cultivators
of neighbouring fields could not puint out with accuracy which was their
common boun£ry. In such cases where the former map showed where
the boundary ought to be, that was . marked out on the ground and
mapped ; otherwise the neighbouring Sroprietors were made to fix their
common boundary on the ground, and asin such places the land was
~ generally of little value, there was seldom any diﬁcuﬁy in getting them
to agree ; and the field-boundary thus fixed was mapped to scale, so that
~in future cases of doubt it can be laid down accurately on the ground

n?dadmddﬁo ~have been measured M’mdwid'

i) .*’;. A AR TR T ; S 3 S
AR A T R TR AT SR e o RO PR M e Wil T i)




¢y
much greater accuracy than at the Regular Settlement, and this in-

crease of accuracy is in itself a very great step towards the WM
nition of htsmland. s
nql‘henextstepmtoucemwe rights in eac mdwidnd

field The record of the Regular
The record of righta. showed to whom the pro geentary rights in tll.
land of the village had been granted, and who had ven oceu
rights in the fields then cultivated ; and the patwiris’ ummd
showed the changes which had taken place since, owing to the death of
rs or tenants, transfer of rights, partition of land, abandonment
of old fields and breaking up of new prairie. Had these annual records
been complete and up to date there would have been no need fora .
revision of the record by a special Settlement establishmert. But the
maps had become obsolete, and in many villages the patwaris had failed
to kee with all the changes and transfers which had taken place
ement Still the patwaris’ record was sufficiently accurate
and oomplete to be taken with the record of the Regular Settlement as
the foundation of the new record of rights. For the better preparation
and arrangement of the record a pedxg-ree-tablo (shajra. nasab or kuwr-
sindma) of all the proprietors was drawn up for each village, showing
their relationship to each other and other general matters of interest,
such as when the village was founded and how the proprietary riglits
had been acquired, transferred or divided. The record of proprietary
ht (khewat) was arranged in the order indicated by the pedigree-
ﬁle, the eldest branch of the family being taken first and then the
younger branches in order. The patwans record showed the names and
status of all the tenants holding land in the village, and this was attested
by the Settlement munsarim by enquiry from the villagers, and any
mistake corrected and the record bro‘u ll]xt up t:l,xs datf;d, Where any entry
to proprietary or occupancy right was disputed, the entry in the
mgfmma Settlexnt record orp?ixe ;g whxchrimd been mtry under
proper authority in the patwaris’ annual record was maintained, and
the person disputing it referred to the Civil Court. This list of tenants
showmg the cultivating possession of land (khatauni) was combined with
ﬂlo list of proprietors (kkewat), each tenant being entered as having a
separate hoiding under that of each proprietor whose land he culavmd;
and the patwari, when he commenced to measure the fields of the
tookvnth him this attested list of holdings, and as each
field was measured he entered its number, area, kind of soil

and ,oth mhcuhn ot his field register (khasra
ofako l;.:l of holn &awatklmtam() under (thp )'M
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field also checked the entries in the list of holdings. The field or unit of
measurement was taken as a block comprising the whole of the landein
one place owned by the same set of proprietors and cultivated by the
same tenaut or set of tenants, but large blocks of uncultivated prairie-
| had to be divided into several plots for purposes of survey. That
the record might be as simple as possible we endeavoured to keep the
survey plots or fields few ih number, and did not measure a tenant’s field
in two parts merely because of a difference of soil or because of a
division of the land made by him simply for convenience of cultivation.
- The total number of survey fields is 1,35,171 in the following detail :—

e o — TS
Talsil Total area in No. of survey Aversge nrea
t‘ ¥ * ucres. fields, in acres
Bivek . gt 6,35,168 42,319 15
Dabwdli.., - .o 5,22.765 44,932 12
Fiuilkd .., o 7,656,515 47,920 16
Torar .. 19,238,438 1,835,171 14

The large average in the Sirsia and Fazilka tahsils is due chiefly to
their having greater tracts of uncultivated land than the Dabwali tahsil,
such tract:%)eing generally measured in survey blocks of 200 or 300
acres each where that was practicable. If the cultivated area alone
were taken, it would probably be found that the average area of a
survey field, i.e., of a continuous block of land owned by one set of
owners and cultivated*by one tenant is about ten acres; but it varies

much according to the nature g¢f the cultivation. In the rice-lands
of the Gh and on lands irrigated by wells there are many such
fields less than an acre, and on the sandy uplands many are above 50
acres in extent. Where tha cultivation is infensive, and requires great
labour and care to bring the crop to maturity, as is the case with rice
‘and well-crops, the fields to be manageable by the individual tenants
must be 1; and where the cultivation is extensive, as on the uplands
and especially in light sandy soil, one man can plough and sow a large
area at a time and the fields are correspondingly large.

238. In the field r:Eiater (khasra) the fields were entered in order

; &a 3t hoti as they came on the map, each field having a
FagRa ot A0KINE < number on the.map corresponding to its num

in the register. In the list of holdings (kkewat khataunt) the fields

i1::;;‘81&51.’:;1pecl together into holdings, the fields cultivated by a tenant
' < “" - 2 t 3

parts of the village under the same set of proprictors being
ht together into one tenancy-holding (khatauni)'g:dér the pro-
tary | dmf (khewat) of those proprietors. Where a tenant culti-

s had » grouped in two or more 4
Sty Bl ol Shie persons o whomm the Tand. |

-
»
i

paid by an alln

0

be to different progrietora in the same “lm W
oldings each placed under the
lages, in those i E:,hmin P
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that the tenants had extended their cultivation in the prairie without
régard to the proprietary right in the land, and where the land had been
divided between the proprietors we sometimes found that the boundary-
line of proprietary right according to the partition cut right across a
tenant’s field ‘In such a case we had tol :;easure th;lﬂ_ﬁe d as 1tl;Vro and
enter the two parts as separate survey fields in two different holdings
g;kataun{) one under (})):;a propriet,()),r and' the other under the other.

deed so careless had the people been about their boundaries that

in some villages we found one proprietor had extended his cultivation

into the land which had at a former partition been assigned to another
proprietor, and in such a case, where the record of the partition showed
clearly that he had transgressed his boundary, we had to measure off
the excess and enter him in a separate ¢enancy-holding gs cultivm
so much with the status of a tenant under the propretor of the
Similarly, wherever one proprietor was found cultivating land belongi
to another proprietor of the village, he was entered as a tenant wi
to that land under the holding (khewat) of his fellow pro-

Knetor. These facts all tended to increase the number of tenancy-

oldings, yet the total number in the whole district is only 54,685
in the following detail :—

Tahsil, No.of villages., Total area. | No. of fields. honl.sn: :' :‘:?afol:::..
Sired .. 199 635,158 42319 20,821 2
Dabwali o 167 522,765 44 939 17,793 24
Fézlkd ase 204 765,615 47,920 15971 3
Total ... J 650 1,923,438 135,171 , 54,685 2%

When it is considered that many of the holdings entered as occu-

ied by the proprietors themselves contain a large number of survey
ﬁocks of uncultivated land, it will be seen that a very large number
of tenants’ holdmfg;‘ consist each of a single field, .., that the cultivation
of a tenant is often all in one place and in land belonging to the same
set of owners. It is only in comparatively few cases one finds a
tenant or proprietor cuitivating a number of separate blocks of lan
different parts of the village area. This is no doubt partly due to the
sameness of the soil and to the recent development of many of the
villages, which made it possible and convenient for the tenant who wished
to extend his cultivation, simply to plough out farther into the prairi
adjoining his field instead of taking up a new block of land in a dis-

tant part of the township.

239. Theuizeofaten&nt’aholdingvaﬁesvfriththé"‘ |

dam 7%

€%
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.

Arenheld § Average aren of a_
4+ Assessment Circle, Total No. of tenants.| = 0 (aeve Z) ¢ t.enmz:':':»;dmg
'

Bégar e ovs 4,260 1,14,762 27
Nl 8,938 1,47,454 17
Rohi w | ® 26446 470842 18
. Utdr sesly’ b 1,887 89,639 21
Hitdr il - 1,953 18,106 10
Total A 43,484 7,90,803 18

The true average of a tenant’s holding is probably a little er
than this, for some tenants holding under different proprietors
been counted twice over. The large area in the Bagar is due to the
sandy nature of the soil which 1s easily cultivated and produces little,
and the small area on the Ghaggar and Satlaj is due to the more fertile
soil and intensive cultivation. Of the whole district it may be said
that while on the average a proprietor owns 250 acres of land and him-
self cultivates 82 acres, a tenant on the average cultivates little more
than 18 acres.

240. When the whole of the land of the district had thus been mea-

_ sured and mapped, and the preliminary record
u:'obrg‘ attestation of the g, up had been checked by the S:rt};lement
. officials hy calculation of the areas and by
comparison with the' total areag of the scientific Revenue Survey,
it was carefully attested (fasdig) before the ple interested.
The measurements had been made and the record drawn up field
by field in the presence of those interested in the survey work
of the day; and now the complete record was attested before the
whole body of proprietors and tenants assembled in the
Each entry in the record was read out and expla.med to them, and
any error pointed out or objection made was enquired into and the
- record corrected accordingly, cases of dispu hebemgrefenedfordec:snon
toa lupenor officer. The peasants thus their attention called to

regudmﬁ lot of land, and were given every opporm
nityommng'how tahadbeenreoordedandof making an

t pro In cases of dispute we were bound
mmmw g:of ion, and mypeuonwhoblz
: S::Q*rudemedthemctneasofet::dforme&momd or desired to

e in possession was re to a Civil suit in the ordinary
~ way. We t the former record up to date by recording facts
~ which had occurred since theprevxousreoond,wemade
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(not already defined by law) the relations of th& etu_,
State and to other; mﬁ‘tggn that every one mﬁemtqdpeop‘ shou
know how the right or custom was recorded, and a oomplatereoordw
drawn up showing the results of the enquiry ; and as, under section 16
of the Land Revenue Act of 1871, the lelmes in that ree:;d will be
pnmmedtobetmemallfuturemcm.lpmoeedmgs e .
made in defining rights of all kinds has been very great. s

241. There was little difficulty in deciding who werp to be re- .
corded as the pro et.ors of the land in each .

Partition of the land
2 village. The num ns to whom
. prietary rights in the d had been gnnte? )
at the lar Settlement was small, and transfers of proprietary righ

which since taken place had been carefully recorded at the time.
In a few cases a proprietor took advantage of the chesp and mm]?la
a

m:'e of attestation before the Settlement Officer, to gift or sell at a
ble rate a share in his proprietary right to a brother or other

relative who was equitably entitled to such a share but had been omitted
from the list of proprietors at the ?‘guh.r Settlement. Such cases
were however very few ; rights in land become too valuable to be
parted with except for a consideration, and self-interest often roved too
strong for family affection and a sense of justice ;so that asa ‘
remained in the hands of those to whom they had been ven,
at the Settlement or of their heirs, except where they had b
lold for a price. tr’here land h!:g beex;‘ dlndedh blﬁ pm'txtx&n
mﬁonto e shares owned in the joint ho of the
the of the division had generally oe'c’m the m;;gmd pmpnetﬁ
and holdings of the Regular Settlement; and as in manfy
measurements had been very incorrect, we found in not a few mueutlmt
the partition had been wrongly done, so that the la.nd held some of
the sharers under the partition was in reality it had
been intended to be, and larger than the shares o Kuonsmld
mﬂBthemtorecelve Inaveryfewsucheues ietors
| land in excess agreed to give it up to their fellows; but gene-
rally they refused to do so, and where the pa.mtmnpapeu d
_ the boundary then laid down between the holdings co
~ present possession, we had no power to rectify the formgr error, a
o
than

E"

we ¢

who had tomsofmmmmentbeengtmh
entitled them to receive, had to rest satisfied with

them that they
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M?hndghboﬁrhp a larger family or more means at his
m%ndmghuholdovermom land than his share enhﬂedhmh.
he found it to his interest to apply for partition and defharcation of his
portion of the land. The attestation of rights at Settlement brought
some quarrels to a head and helped to make some joint-owners wish to
mat the same time defining their rights more clearly, and
to them ; and the re-survey of the land gave a better basis for

partition and made it Sasier to carry it out. * The large Settlement
M made it Possible to complete partition cases with less trouble and
* expense to the people than formerly, and the average cost of
wodx ngs was only Rs. 20 per case, three-fourths of this being the

of the stam pa.per on wlnch the partition-deed had to be writ-
ten out. Accordingly a very large number of heavy partition-cases
were instituted dunng the measurement smﬁd Most of them were
allowed to stand over until the measurements been completed, in
order that we might have the correct areas to work on, and were
out at the same time as the attestation of the hts in the village.
Applications for partition continued to come in, and we found the parti-
tion-work so heavy as to interrupt our Settlement work seriously.
Accordingly in July 1881 it was decided to delay carrying out any

after tha.t date until the Settlement reoord of the village had

finally faired. This was in many cases better for the parties, asit
gave them time to allay the disputes engendered between joint-owners
in the heat of attestation. The few applications made after that date
were received and registered, but no action was taken on them, and at
theume of Settlement they were handed over to the Deputy Commis-
sioner for disposal. During Settlement operations we carried out no
MMSSGMhom,mm of them being partitions of whole

ings aggregating 3,00,000 acres, situated in about half of the town-
8 in the district. Partition cases are of the greatest nnporhme.
and it is that they should be decided with great care

in accordance wi locsloustom. It will, thereﬁore,notbeoutot'
pllﬂlof some looount of the principles ‘which were evolvedtq ﬂm
M umerous cases.

Woftho ﬁrutmqummutohsveoomtmof*
, ﬁeldl.aldatrutwoﬁhymoordofpreeant

A llonuul t rights.  These were mdeuﬂ-
' ablob survey and attestation of Settlement.
vlod m‘du very useful in such cases,and I
dhthmamedoutxfpmNebythe atwdri

mﬁoma on}iw

EATY ‘.w‘

hitherto held joint, or of large portwns of townships -
ivided. 'We must have during two years divided FNP:‘:’
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hmemtheparhesthemoalveamththehelpoi putwiuw
vided the land in accordance with the principles agreed oﬁemdthendl
that the Settlemient Court had to do was to see that the patwiri had’
recorded the partition t?xs the parties mten;ied, a.nt'(;l to nncuenm their
Fweedaﬁ' But in the great majority of cases the actual partition
was carried out by arbitrators. The parties were required each to no-
minate an arbitrator (panch) and to agrec upon an umpire (sar panch);.
in the few cases in which they could not agred, I appoiuted arbitrators
or umpire for them. The men {)pomted were almost glways among
the most intelligent and respectable of the headmen in the neighbour- -
hood, and no difficulty was experienced in getting such men to act.
They always took great pains to carry out the partition properly, and
acted with intelligence and fairness, and although I always offered to
make the parties remunerate them for their trouble, t-hey
declined to take any remuneration. When their award had been i
the parties were allowed to file objections, which I decided. In such
cases I was content to satisfy myself that no obvious favouritism had
been shown or injustice done; matters of detail I left to the arbi-
trators, whose local and practical knowledge made them better judges of
such matters than a Government official could be. In some cases, party
feeling ran so high that no arbitrators could be got to act, or the pro-
ceedings on interminably, and it became necessary to direct
the Superintendent of Settlement to go to the spot and carry out the
partition by order as best he could These partition proceedings are
much more important and affect rights in land far more than a %
number of ordinary Civil suits, and require to’be carried out on a _‘
land itself Although in a number of cases, especially among the
Bhéneke Musalmans and the Raius of the Ghaggar and in a few Sikh .
Jat villages, there was a great deal of disputing as tothoﬁeldntoboﬂ
allotted to each sharer, comparatively few cases werelppededtoﬂn
G-Imm who generally upheld my order.
When we came to decide the mode in which the ﬂt ‘.
had to be carried out, we sometimes found th
m"""""ﬁ' the joint-owners had already made a md‘,&
partition of the land among tbemtahu
up fields cultivated by himself (khédkdshi) exclunvel in his possess
a rent for them to the common
only th and cesses due on them. Sometimes
thddhulmdundaoneowwonly( aht),

were mnntun-d as far as possible
that cach proprietor should have his land in®




( 3069 )
was Mnoee&ry where the q of the soil varied greatly
different mth t each ietor should

ahre of the good pre faog 16
ggar Satlaj, whereltwasnecmrytogneeaeh .
& share of the edor}mgaml]nnd ofthechyooﬂandoftk
wlom. One of the first thingsto be decided in making a parti-
tion was \ﬂutm onldf tlr:ie oomm:;ln‘ k;;d was to be exeluded from
the partition stil Id joint ( mt)Asamletbenllap'
site and the uncultlv&ed Jland round it, the roads, cem
eremation-grofinds, the ponds near the nllage with the land set
apart to collect ra.mwaber for them, and an area of uncultivated
ire as a“grazing-ground, were kept common to the whole vil
shdmldt dik). It was only in ene or two cases that the parties asked
for partition of the village-site and the land and ponds near it, and
that the application was granted It is very for &e
officer granting the partition to think of the mterest of the
community as a whole and to protect the ill-defined ngbtz
the non-proprietors, whether cultivators or non-cultivators. If ﬂ\o
land set apart to collect rainwater for the village-pond is divided
among the individual proprietors, and they are allowed to break it up,
great mjury is done to the whole community by diminishing its
:ng -water; and itis only in exceptional cases that
should nmtted to be divi Again all the inhabitants
of the vﬂhp, and ea the cultivating tenants, have certain rights
ol oollertmgfue and ﬁrewood,&c. in the uncultivated
‘ifﬂ!ewholeol'xtndlnd«i offand put into the exclusive posses-
mﬂh&m\mﬂ netas,the are likel mbreakupm“az
pnetors of rights, y
mhes ask to have a portion of the laud kept common
ﬂt nd, but it i¥ sometimes necessary to insist on their
=Fg or 300 acres of land common for the purpose. When
decided what lands were to be excluded from partition, “the
d8ito be divided were generally ranged in four classes with regard to
-8 l)hndenlh by the - proprietors themselves
dependents ; (2) land cultivated by tenants
; (3) land cultivated by temants without
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held by tenants with occupancy rights was always mhdedu"m, |
bmdb':nddiﬁdedbetmthedgh'eminmww
as p t to

¥

care being taken to allot whole i as sible and
divide a tenant’s’ holding between two proprietors without
In the older villages we sometimes found that a family of propriet
which had increased in number faster than'its fellows had cultiva
more land than its share entltiledulx(tlt& and inlsl\;;h cases the question
arose whether at sn.:tition it sho compelled to give up possession
of the land held by it in excess of its share. \gle found that . it
had been the custom in such cases to allow the family to remain in
ion of such excess land, but with the status of occupancy tenant .
olding under the proprietor to whom the land had tobe allotted in
proprietary right to make up his share ; and as Mm the arbi-
trary mode in which proprietary rights had been at the Regular
Settlement, this seemed equitable, we generally acted upon this prin.
ciple, and allowed the proprietor to whom such land was allotted in pro-
etary right to exact rent from his co-proprietor now holding under
E:n as from other tenants with right of occupancy, but not to eject him
from the land In some cases however it seemed equitable to make
this distinction only in favour of land which had been cultivated at the
Regular Settlement (khewat), and not to allow it to land broken u
since (mawtor);and probably in future partitions it will be
equitable to treat all land broken up by a proprietor after the ru‘
Settlement as held by him without any such permanent right of oecu-.
my as against his co-proprietors. e same consideration ies to
broken up by a tenant which afterwards comes into the vating
possession of an individual proprietor. In parlition cases care must be
taken to reserve necessary rights of way, and rights of watering cattle
Rl mons £ S rilagws va: the Sisqe. A E
among the i on the Gh ¥ of recorc
ﬂn'hog of the township as owned jointly in certain shaves
the whole proprietors (zaminddri), the Settlement
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mthnmywemupttom%hﬁ» .
t old-established rights of the non-proprietors, and thus to
&Mm injustice, and to injure the village-community as a whole
for the benefit of the small fraction of them who havé been gnntcd‘

proprietary rights. \

- 244. The extent to which p nem.rK rights have been
and deﬁnedp best seen from the modes
'@” dk:ribwo o iShe m which the propnetors' have divided among  °
: ) . themselves the burdens attaching to m
‘rights in the land, the chief of which is the lmblht wm
revenue. WHen I announced the new assessment of a v1l
assembled proprietors, I enquired what had been the previous mde
of distributing theerevenue, and how the proprietors ed to distri-
bute the new assessment over their holdings. As a rule, unless circum-
stances had changed, the former mode of distribution (fafrik) was
maintained ; where the proprietors wished for any change, I helped
them to make the necessary calculations, and aided them to come to
decision. Where they agreed among themselves as to
th of distribution, I explained to them how it would work, and
where 1t seemed satmfacto the assessment was distributed over the
holdings accordingly. Where there was a dispute, I discussed the
question with the proprietors, and decided it as seemed fairest to all
parties. The matter is of great im rtance because on it depends how«

!’i

much revenue each propri etor will on his land forthe iod of
Settlement, and it is often very comp wated owing to the di »
of making proper allowance for tle different qualities of the soils.

But the peaumta, with a little help and 1danoe decide these com-
plicated matters arhong themselves in a wonderful way, snd no decision
passed by me fixing the nfethod of distributing the assessment was
authority. Where the whole township was still

mrﬂyby the whole body of proprietors, each was made respon-

a share of the revenue proportionate to his share in the town-
the land had been divided between the proprietorsin
m to their shares, as a rule the proprietors continued to pay
ent of the whole township each in proportion to his &hage ;
er of cases, especially in the Rohi of tahsil Fazilkd, we
 medsurements on which previous partitionshad






