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Bombay Castle, 5th ;\thy 1885.
I ,

- ,"'/ ':)'
~~" "-. Memorandum from the Commissioner, S.'D., No. 32GC1;d:ited 15th September 1884'-Sub-

'-~ mitting for orders copy of the following letter N 6. 3009, dated, 1st August 1884, from
".:. the'Collector of Dharw:h:- _

l·j '; It was.uecided by, GovernmE!nLRcsolntion' No. I892"datecl 10th ApriLI8~~_ . _

that"devasthan aIl~\~anc.es not exceeding Rs. 5. sho~dd-not- be resumed, al1:hough .the , .~~-~. '-._
holdcl\s.f:Jld not applied 101' payment for more than SIX years. I beg to enqlllre whether'~

--....~,' this rule is still in'force. It is not include<l' "
Compilation ofY"nera~ ~{nles in the Revenue, in the rules lindeI' the Pensions A t 1871

Department, ReVIsed EdItlOn, page 171. I bl' I ,J 'I' . , e, ' ,, 'as ast pu IS leU, am 1t 1S contrary to
Hule XL which is of g.eneral applicati~n."

the Commissioner quoting the opinions ,eXI)ressed by theCommissi'oners; C. D.,and
N. D" on the very point now' raised by the Collector, Ivlr. Middleton; and stating
as follows :- '

" 4. ,IT nder the 'provisions' of Rule 13 (I), devt,thau allowance,s' of Rs. 5 ane.!
under are'disbursed through the village patils only in-s:ases where there are officiatinO'
hereditctry patilsbut whe;'e there are only stipendiary pitils thy allowances ar~
disbursed to the recipients dir¢ct from the t<'iluka treasury. In th,e former case

Government have rulecl* that the disbursin<r
'" Government Resolution No. 1892, dated 10th ofIjcer' need not t '0 II 'tl . , I '"

AprillS74 .. ", ,. I .u J e 1en~"e ~es any
. fur,ther after the sum 1Sonce palll from the

taluka treasury to the patils. l{ule 11 caqu\Jt, therefore, be held af>i>licable to such

allowances; , but in the, latter C,'ase,naUWI,Y',\ v he re th.e petty.allow:tnCes. are disbursed 'I,'

direct from the t:iluka treasury, H,ule 11 applies, and if the holdel's allow the' .'
nemnuks to remain in 'arrears for up\V: Is, of six years ~t may fairly, be presumed ,
t.hat tbe holders and the village COlllln ..Jit}~ do 110t care for theil' continuance and ... \, ,
they, may, in that case, be struck ofF th bouks." .

" , r ,,;. •• ,,~~_~~-<' ~__ , __ ' _ ~~:,~~~~Lvl(J(ulJrall(ju!1I ,nil], lue-'Jo,,,,H'''''hJ'CdITi'v: '~:1\T:: :;'-""1';;'; "tnCII ,JL~~.__ /'1. " ," ,;", 1;""~-.,>~.:~ Memorandum from the Commissioner, l~. D,", No. 3G6G, dil,teu 28th Octob~'?l884:- -- : .'("~'

, " In returnill~ th'~se Ilapers the uu\tersigned begs to state that' as Government"
Resolution No. 1892 of 10th April 1874 niade 110 distiuction" between hel'editary and

stipendiary p:1tils, devasthan allowancps lIot exceedin~ B.s, 5 were invariably 'paidto the patils in till distl:icts, but under ¥,ule 13 of the Rules under th9 Pensions Act,
such allowances are only to.be paid, through the p5.tils 'in villages in which 'there is,
an officiating hereditary p:itil. ,

"2.' In 'this Division, there are nd stipendiary patils in Ahmedabad, Itaira and
Broach, and no inconvenience or difficulty is likely' to arise from the alteration of the
former rule. But the urdersigned is of opinion that as' the old rule' worked ,veIl no
change was called fo~·,. and he \vould suggest that Rule 13, cited above, should be

. amended:" " _.' ,.:

Me~orandum from the qOl~J.Ihissioner, C. n; No: R.-1589, dat~d 26th March 1885 :-:-
'" In reply to m~moran<hlln No. 78'\5, dated 31'11 October 1884, from the Actirw

Under Secl'etary to Government, Revenue Department; forwarding fol' rel\lark~
memorandu m No: 32GO, dated' 15th Septern bel' 18tJ4, from the Actin" Commissioner

~?'i~ i, S. n, on .the,subject of the applicatiQn of,Sectiol! 11 of the Pension bRules t~ sm~di
ZIevasthan O'l'ants under Rs. 5, the,. C011llIllssioner, C. D., has the honour to intimate,'" .

,his concurrence in the views expressed by Mr. Moore in his aforesaid memoraridum., -

"2. 'To make the matter clear Government might perhaps, if advised by the
Remcrhbrancel;-of-L~gai A[~iirs; fr,illle {a rule> providing that 'Section 11 applies in
cases where devasthan allowanc,es ,umle!' Rs. 5 are disbursed to actual recipients."
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REVENUE DEPAR'l'Jl1HNT.

Ri!;sOLuTION.-Rule II. of the ol~ rules under the Pensions ACt published
in Government Resolution No. 406~, .df:ted 16th'J uly 1873, ran as follows:-'

, " All such pensions .01' granv: excee'ding Rs. ,,5 pet· annum sh~Il be'
paid to recipients direct from 'the !lUzur.or t6.luka t~"easur.ies; but those of
Us. 5 per ailIluin and under shall l)e paId through the patIls of the vilIa!res
in which the illstitlltions entitled t~ receiye them are situated." U



;. -~·l:-r> "
Subsequently, however, on a represent,atiOii from the Collector of Ratmigiri,----"
who pointed out that there were no hereditary patils. in his district and that'''''
it would be dangerous to entl'ust others with the disbursement of the allowances;
Government in their Resolution No. 2878, dated 6th 'June .1874, ordered the ~
fol!9win~ addition to bepiade' to the Rule II.' above quoted:- .. 0

, I ~ "

••"if there be no hereditary patils, the payment of allowances up to
Rs. 5 per annum shouJd be made from. the taluka treasuries.'"

By their Resolutions; Nos. 1892 and 2960, dated 'respectively 10th April ~""";
andllth June 1874, Government divested themselves of all responsibility as/ .. ' ,e

._ ~regards th~se petty allowances after they were once dis b,ursed from the talt'ld' .. ?

~~asur.,:, to th~ patils .• The Resolutionscl:'l.!I\Lme?tioned read ~connection wjth_ .... ' ',)1:he rulmg laId down m. Government HesolutlOn No. 2878,~ated ,6th .June
..~'-" 1874, make it sufficiently plain that Government intended to ~1pply?·the orders r- ,

conta,ined in those Resolutions to hereditary. patils al~ne .. J:t--ii thus clear that ;'.~'.J
Rule XIII. 9f the new rules under tbePqnslOns.~G"agm'if'a.;t" pages 169-176 L t. \
'Of the G@neral Compilation of' the RulesJ.,~ce&n the 1feven,u~.gepartmentr : "does not introduce any innovati~. in,' the ql~~b..r~ as supposed by the -·t·"".
Commissioner, N. Do, but that it1s simply a redraft qf •..the old Rule II. with the' _-:::~,.!
addition subsequently sanctioned by Gov~rnment .. "'.,-

I" I

2.' Now in cases where the allowances are paid to heredit~ry patilsa case
requiring the opefati~n of Rule XI. of the Pension Rules is not likely to occur
as Government div~8t t,hemselves of all responsibility as regards the allowances
after they are once dishurs~d. But when there is no hereditary patil in the
village'in which a religious institution is sitllated"th~ payment of' any grant
pertaining to it, whetber.it exceeds .Rs. 5,or not, is to .be made under the rules
at the treasury of the district or talu'ID~1in which the village is situated., In
,such cases Rule XI. of course appli~sl, and under it any pension or grant;,
:whatev~r be its amount, for paymimt4fiwhich noapplic~tion is ,duly, made for 0

....r'·~2retba,n six years, should. be str::sI{;,:, 'thebo~ks, and all arrears foi:feite~:
- " ;3.. Tbe rules as explamedabove ~ t> suffiCIently clear and no alteratIOns

.,~', ~d~~~dO'bC"~CCC~1~" ;~.=-M-~O-'N-T-E-· -A-'T-H -.- "l,'.J '. , \
. I Under Secretary to Gove~nm,e_~.
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