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Review of the Annual Report on the Administration
of Estates under the Court of Wards in the Punjab
for the year ending 30th September 1929.

Proceedings of the Governor of the Punjab in Council,
No, 4252-D., dated the 6th December 1930,

Tue rumber of estates increased by two during the
year under review and now stands at fifty, the total
income of which is just over twenty lakhs of rupees.
The total ordinary expenditure amounted to sixteen
lakhs. While the income from cash rents showed a
decrease of Rs. 43,000 to Rs.” 6,39,245, that from balai
rents increased from Rs. 5,11,000 to Rs. 5,81,000. The
cultivated area at the end of the year under the charge
of the Court of Wards stood at nearly two lakhs acres, of
which nearly one-third belongs to the Mamdot Estate,
The average rent, therefore, amounts to just over six
rupees per cultivated acre,

2, The total assets of the estates are estimated
at nearly 5,60 lakhs,  but this, so far as it concerns
landed and house property, is largely flictitious as can
be zeen from a study of past reports which show little
or no variation, in regard to specific estates, under
these two headings. The average estimated value of the
cultivated area of all the estates works out at just over
Rs. 150 per acre, a figure which is probably a closer

approximation to the prices of to-day than to those of
last year.

3. As compared with Rs. 25 lakhs invested in
loans, advances and securities no less than Rs, 103
lakhs were lying idle in the Treasuries and banks. This
cannot be regarded as satisfactory and more attention
should be paid to the profitable investment of assets
immediately they accrue. The Governor in Couneil
trusts that suitable action will be taken by the Finan-
cial Commissioner to stop this defect in administration,

notice of which has become an annual feature of the
report.

4, The rise in the amount of rent in arrears is a
disquieting feature of the report, and the Governor in
Council is disposed to think that this points rather to
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inefficiency in administration and lack of control tha
to the inability of the tenants to pay rents which, a
is well-known, are usually fixed at a very moderat
figure. The attention of Deputy Commissioners ant
also of Commissioners should be drawn to the necessity
of periodical inspections, and the Financial Commis
sioner should take steps to ensure that the manager

who are appointed are of the type prescribed by the
Standing Orders.

6. The interest taken in the improvement and
agricultural developments of the estates depends very
largely on their size and wealth, but the Governor in
Council feels that even the smallest and most impove-
rished should be able to adopt improved methods of

agriculture, by the assistance of which their return to
solvency would be accelerated.

By order of the Governor in Council,
J. W. HEARN,
Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Revenue Department.
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1. Estates under management and those released and
taken over.—The previous year closed with 48 estates
under the superintendence ot the Court of Wards,
during the year under report the estates of Amb
(Hoshiarpur), Kartarpur (Jullundur), the late Rai
Bahadur Sardar Buta Singh (Rawalpindi) and Bahtar
(Attock) were taken over. The estates of Guler (Kangra)
and Killa Tara Singh (Montgomery) were released.
Consequently 50 estates remained under superintendence
at the end of the year under report.

The Amb Estate was taken again under the superin-
tendence of the Court of Wards, owing to the
extravagance of the ward, so far as his property was
concerned. His person was not taken under superintend-
ence, the persons of the three younger brothers, who are
entitled to maintenance only, have never been released
as yet from superintendence.

The Kartarpur Estate was taken under control
owing to the death of Gurn Sardul Singh of Kartarpur.

The late Rai Bahadur Buta Singh’s FEstate is still
in the preliminary stages of superintendence. The full
extent of the assets and liabilities is yet being explored.

The Bahtar Estate was taken over on -account
of the death of Sardar Dost Mohammad Khan: in order
t0 protect the interests of his minor sons,
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The Guler Estate had been under the superintend-
ence of the Court of Wards since 1899. Within this
period debts amounting to Rs. 4,26,000 have been
cleared off. The income of the estate at the
time of assumption of charge was under Rs. 25,000
while at the time of release it was Rs. 32,773.

The Killa Tara Singh FEstate was taken over in
1916 without any liabilities, and its ussets (other than
the value of the jagir) were valued at Rs. 1,36,557.
At the time of release the estate had no liabilities and
its assets (other than the jagir) bad risen in value to
Rs. 2,569,238,

2. Income and expenditure.—The total ordinary
income remained at about 20 lakbs, the increase in

jagir and from gale of grain being offset by a decrease
under cash rents.

The total gross income was Rs. 23,30,286 as against
Rs. 26,690,247 last year, The decrease is due to there

having been no such large sales of land or securities as
inflated the figures for last year.

The total ordinary expenditure declined from
Re. 16,567,033 to Rs. 15,97,888, mainly due to a decrease

of Rs. 73,181 in the personal expenses of the wards,
including the cost of education.

The gross expenditure also declined to Rs. 22,03,203
ag compared with Rs. 26,76,684 in the last year. The
decrease of Rs. 4,73,391 is due to the absence of any
large purchases of land and securities or of large loans.

The total ordinary income in all the estates was
as follows : —

Rs,
Jagir e 4,84,610
Caeh rents we  06,39,245
Sale of grain ... o B5,81,202
Other income ... A o 8,12,868
Total e R0,17,425

It will thus be seen that the ordinary income amounted
to about 3} per cent. of the total agsets and that
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nearly a quarter of the income came from State endow-
ments of the families concerned. Batai rents were taken
only to a slightly smaller extent than cash rents.
In 1924-26 the comparative figures were Rs. 7,19,802 to
Rs, 4,99,045. Officers-in-charge have found it easier to
collect batai than cash rents in days of falling prices.
The percentage of land revenue to the income from
?gricultural land shows remarkable fluctuations ranging
rom —

1'% ... inthe Chak Haidarabad and Sayadwala
Estate (Sheikbnpura District),

1'3 ... in 8, Manzur Ahmad Khan Estate (Dera
Ghazi Khan District),
1'8 ... inthe Kartarpur Estate (Jullundar Dis-
triot),
28 ... in the Labaul Esiate (Kangra District),
30 ... in the Mitha Tiwana Estate (Bhahpur
District),
47 ... in the Kalabagh Estate (Mianwali Distriot),
and
52 ... inthe Malaut Estate (Ferozepore District),
to—
40 ... inthe Amb Estate (Hoshiarpur Distriet),
439 ... in the Ghugh Estate (Jhelum District),
686 ... in the DBer Khurd FEstate (Ludhiana
District),
787 ... in the Sohana Estate (Ambala District),
and
922 ... in the Guler Estate (Kungra District).

The average percentage was 180

These figures are aflected to scme extent by delay in
making payments; but it will be found by a comparison
with the figures for previous years that most of the
estates mentioned above usually have gimilar percentage.
In the case of the Behk estate, the Deputy Commis-
sioner’s report shows that the high percentage is due to
Past mismanagement, and to the cutting of irrigation
channels by neighbouring villages. The latter is a
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state of affairs which can easily be remedied by the
location of additional police posts in the offending
villages.

. The average percentage is fairly high, more especially
in view of the fact that land revenue in the above
calculations is not shown as paid in cases where the ward
holds proprietary land in jagir.

3. Assets and Liabilities. — Investments were com-
paratively few this year. Plots of land worth Rs. 26,534,
Rs. 90,606 and Rs. 15,210 were purchased by the
Tarkhanwala, Kalabagh and Khan Bahadur Moham-
mad Jamal Khan’s estates, respectively. Loans secured
on other immoveable property to the extent of Rs. 15,000,
Rs. 40,000, Rs, 8,000 and Rs. 38,000 were made by fthe
estates of Mamdot, Mitha Tiwana, Tarkhanwala and
Kalabagh.

The Financial Commissioner notices that cash in
treasuries has again risen from Rs. 7,39,2356 to
Rs. 9,72,903 in the year under report. The balances in
the cases of the Sidhowal, Manauli, Mamdot, Behk,
M. Iftikhar-ud-Din’s and Dharek estates call for the
attention of the officers concerned. This state of affairs
is still more marked in the case of the estates of Rupi,
Amb, Buttar, Nowshera Nangli, Khan Abdur Rahman
Khan and Mohd. Nawaz Khan of Mianwali, Shah
Jinana and Hajipur. The balances in the treasuries in
these estates are in excess of their ordinary annual
income ; but the reasons for omitting to invest these
balances are not given,

4. Reduction of Debts. -Debts to the extent of
Rs. 2,356,458 were repaid as compared with Rs, 1,73,927
last year. The officers in charge of the Rampura,
Jharauli, Tarkhanwala and Dharek estates deserve credit
for having wiped off the estate debts in full. The
balance on account of loans still due to other persons
increased from Rs. 12,564,427 to Rs. 29,20,700, chiefly
on account of the taking over of the estate of the heirs
of the late Rai Bahadur Boota Singh of Rawalpindi with
debts totalling Rs. 16,17,419. The amounts of outstand-
ing loans due to Government decreased from Rs. 1,64,785
to Rs. 1,31,623. Other sums due to other persons
decreased from Rs. 2,29,217 to Rs. 8,244, The decrease
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is due to the fact that the Sohana, Manauli and
Ramgarh estates in Ambala distriet, F. 8. Najam-
ud-Din’s Bstate in Lahore district, and Tarkban-
wala in Shahpur district have managed to clear off
Rs. 62,875, Rs. 70,000, Rs. 61,777, Rs. 7,500 and
Rs. 24,344, respectively. A sum of Rs. 10,000 was bor-
rowed by the Arnauli Estate to defray the expenses of
the betrothal ceremony of Tikka Subhsher Singh ; this
sum has since been repaid. For the liquidation of the
debts of the Manauli estate a loan of a lakh of rupees
has been ‘raised through the father-in-law of the ward.
The first instalment of Rs. 50,000 was received during
the year under report from Sardar Sahib Sobha Singh
of Delhi, and the second instalment was received in
October 1929 after the close of the year reported on.

5. Arrears of rent.--A hope was expressed in the
last year's report that the wheat crop which promised
to be good wounld enable the managers of estates
to reduce the outstanding arrears of rent to a very
considerable extent, but figures for the year under
report show that on the contrary, the recoverable arrears
of rent have considerably increased from Rs. 3,561,620
to Rs. 4,33,216, The list of arrears is heavy in the
estates of Sidhowal, Buria, Manauli, Anandpur, Mamdot,
Behk. Rani Chhaunian, Kesri Sinzh and Attari. In the
estates of Manauli, Anandpur, Rani Chhaunian, Kesri
Singh and Attari legal proceedings have been taken
against the defaulters. In the Behk Estate in Feroze-
pur distriet the system of batar has been substituted for
cash rents to avoid trouble in future.

A comparative study of the reports for the last five
years shows that the arrears of rent have gradually risen
from Rs. 1,66,401 in 1924-25 to Rs. 4,33,216 in this
year. They amounted to Rs. 1,91,690 in 1925-26,
Rs. 2,567,646 in 1926-27 and Rs. 3,561,620 in the last year.
[t is perhaps natural that, in ye.rs of falling prices, the
system of cash rents, which had been introduced on a
large scale in times of higher prices, should have proved
@ burden on the tenants so as to make it difficult for
them to pay up. But the Financial Commissioner
fears that this disquieting increase in outstandings points
also to inefficiency in administration and lack of con-
trol.  Deputy Oommissioners have presumably been




Khan of Choti much attention has been paid to agri-
cultural improvments. The tenants of both the estates
are typical Bilochis, ignorant, improvident and conser-
vative. They care more for their cattle than for their
crops. They do not know even the value of manure,
which Jies in heaps in their houses and is ultimately
barnt. Their interest in eultivation does not carry them
beyond perfunctorily ploughing the land and scattering
the seed broad-cast. They work a well only when they
cannot find Nahri or Barani lands to cultivate. The
use of improved agricultural implements is out of the
question. The Leghari Chief purchased two Meston
plounghs which are still lying in his garden at Dera
Ghazi Khan. The only reform that ean be undertaken
is the supply of better sced. 710 maunds of wheat
P.8-A at a cost of Rs. 4,171 were purchased from the
Agricultural Department and distributed among the
tenants.

8. Miscellaneous.—Rs. 18,000 was spent by the
Arnauli Estate on the betrothal ceremony of Tika Subh-
sher Singh.

Rs. 693 was spent in connection with the birth-
day and other domestic ceremonies of Rai Bhagwant
Singh of Rupi (Kangra).

Rs. 4,000 was spent by the Lahaul Estate
(Kangra) on the marriage ceremonies of Thakur Partap
Chand and his sister.

The marriage of Tika Lachhman Singh of the Amb
Estate was celebrated at a cost of Rs, 19,858.

Rs. 12,00 was spent by the Anandpur Estate on
the marriage of Sodhi Harbhajan Singh.

The Kartarpur Estate spent Rs. 2.371 on the
death rites of the late Guru Sardul Singh.

Rs. 1,000 was paid to M. Ayub Khan, one of the
wards of the Ghugh Estate (Jhelum), for marriage ex-
penses.

The consolidation of holdings in the Ber Khurd
Estate is progressing satisfactorily, and striking results
have been obtained. Co-operative socicties have been
started at Ber Khurd and Kuhli Kalan. A scheme for
planting shisham trees in the bir has been taken in hand

and about 80,000 shisham trees will be planted during the
next 2 or 3 years,
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Though the late Nawab of Mamdot died nearly two
years ago, no decision has yet been arrived at regarding
the succession. This has materially hampered the work-
ing of the Court of Wards and has very considerably
added to the difficulties of management, which in an
estate of this size are always serious. The Estate
affords an excellent field for the activities of the bene-
ficent departments, but nothing can unfortunately be
done to prosecute these activities, owing to uncertainty
regarding the succession.

The Sarfraz Khan Oanal, which is the chief source of
income of the Isakhel Estate, is being properly attended
to and necessary steps are being taken for its silt clear-
ance and requisite repairs.

The Kalabagh Estate suffered a loss of
Rs. 54,088 by the flood in the Indus which carried
away three bungalows at Kalabagh and destroyed
a large portion of the Chahi area along with their
wells in use. The lands thus damaged are being properly
attended to and a great portion thereof has been
brought under cultivation.

In the last year's report a mention was made
in regard to the trial of the late manager of the Malout
Estate who was responsible for serious defalcationse
During the year under report he was sentenced to
2} years’ simple imprisonment and fines amounting to
Rs. 220, In two cases he was acquitted on appeal and
his sentences now stand at one year’s simple imprison-
ment and a fine of Rs. 170. A revision applica-
tion in regard to these two convictions is now pending
in the High Court.

The Anandpur Estate is a respondent in a Privy
Council appeal, and has also to defend a claim preferred
by the Shiromani Gurdwara Parbhandak Committee
under the Sikh Gurdwaras Act, to almost the whole
of the Amritsar property.

9. FEducation and training.— M. Iftikhar-ud-Din of
Bagbbanpura (Lahore) continues studies at Balliol
College, Oxford. During the summer vacation he came
back to see his mother.
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Malik Amir Mohammad Nawaz Khan of Kalabagn
{Mianwali) remained in England under the guardian-
ship of Lieutenant-Colonel R. W. H. Knollys, 1. A,
late of the Punjab Commission. He is progressing
well both mentally and physically, and is reported to be
taking a keen intercst in his studies.

M. Zain.-ud-Did Hyder, one of the grandsons of
the ward of Farrukhnagar Estate (Gurgaon), was with-
drawn from the Aitchison College, Lahore, as the estate
could no longer afford to meet his expenses at that
institution. He is now reading iu the Government
High School, at Rewari.

Amir Abdullah Khan of Tarkhanwala (Shahpur) was
suceessful in his annual examination held in April
1929. He will appear in the final examination of the
Diploma Olass in April 1930. After that he will probably
be sent to the Agricultural Oollege, Lyallpur, for a
ear or vwo, which will help him later on in managing
estate.

Syed Abid Hussain Shah of Shahjiwana (Jhang)

stood second in Form V at the Aitchison Oollege.
Lahore,

Kanwar Shiv Dev Singh of the Amb Estate (Ho-

“shiarpur) is reading for the B.A. degree in the Govern-
ment College, Lahore.

Tika Savitra Chand of the Bhabaur Estate (Hoshiar-

pur) continued to act as assistant manager of the
estate,

K. Harcharan_ Singh, son of 8, Kesri Singh of
Lahore, has carried] on satisfactorily the duties of
Manager.,

Tika Fatehjang Singh, the elder ward of Sidhowal
(Ku.na.l), was allowed to \;vatch the trial of cases in a
eriminal court, and to see the transaction of land

revenue business with a vi - : d
vate affairs later. a view to managing his own pri

M. Mohammad Sharif Kh : bz
and Sayadwala (Shei an, of Chak Haidarabad,

khu i
left the school in 1925, aggr?a) is 25 years of age. He

no i :
management of tho estate, 5o or0 (e
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Malik Sher Mohammad Khan, son of the ward of
Mitha Tiwana estate (Shahpur), has been appointed
assistant manager of the estate, but it 1s reported that
he has not yet acquired the progressive and construc-
tive outlook of a beneficent landlord.

10. Notice of Officers.—Nawabzada Ahsan Ullah
Khan, General Ma{naégr of the Court of Wards Estates
in Karnal distriet, has continued to work diligently and
conscientiously.

The services of Sheikh Nazir Ahmad, the Manager
of Mamdot Bstate, were recognised by the coqfel_'ment
on him of the titie of Khan Sahib. His intimate
knowledge of the work of the estate has always been
of great assistance to the local officers.

M. Sher Muhammad, Manager of the Isak.hgl Esbatg,
deserves credit for saving the granaries containing grain
and cotton worth Rs. 50,000 from being destroyed
by the unprecedented floods in the river Jhelum. ;

L. Parma Nand, retired Extra Assistant Commis-
sioner, General Manager of Court of Wards Estates in
Multan district, did much to rectify the irregularities

which had previously existed in the working“of these
estates.

‘The Financial Co nmissioner, Development, wishes
to place on record his appreciation of the efforts made
by distriet officers, in spite of heavy responsibilities and
added distractions, to improve the administration of
estates under their charge. Inquiry was recently direct-
ed into the cost of management, which in s)me cases
appeared to be high, and economies have been effected
wherever possible. The selection of suitable managers
present difficnlties inasmuch as there is no permanent
cadre of trained men experienced in this kind of work ;
the resull is that Commissioners and Deputy Commis-
sioners have to make the best of the material available
and are apt to fall back on the district revenue staff.
The Financial Commissioner would like to see trials given
to officers of the Agricultural Department where the
circumstances offer scope for improvements in cultiva-
tion, ete., but obviously the main —if not the sole—

interest in the appointment of managers must be the
good of the estate,
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’ Amritsar Nowshera Nangli * 1| 8. Buta Singh 2 3 2 = Section 8 of Punjab Act, Il of 1908 .. 99 1359 pare a— »
Attari 8. Balwant Singh § o o= Section & (1) of Panjab Act, 11 of 1903 445 1,004 5,107,000 4,561,074 v
Sheikhupura Chak  Haiderabad and § | Muhammad SharifiChan . 1904 [} Yoot dant ; 9 30 35,2¢ !
y Sayedwala. Muhammad Hasssp K 16-7-1013 Saction of Funjab Act, Sof 1909 IE5 BOT 2,302 35,200 2,790,481 i
Shahpur Mitha Tiwana Malik Dost Mubsmmad Khan i Section 5 (2) (d) of Aot ILof 1903 .. 4,510 2,8 278,006 700,081 | 32
. Tarkhanwals Amir Abdullah KBaj 21-1-1011 Seotion 6 of Act, 11 of 1003 v 2,541 3,630 4,900 00702 | 38
| Yakub Khan 14-1-1907
, Muhammad Behrsm Khan 1910 ] '
Jhelum 3 Ayub Khan 12-4-1811 Section 6 of Act 1 of 1003 4 2 10,472 3,34,000 4
| Ghugh Sher Khan 1912 r et o '3 o A ’
! Ghulam Shah o 14-1-1905 ) ,
i = Ghulam Mehdi 8-2-1909 L 5 e
I Rawalpindi Estate of the heirs of the ~| 8, Jasbir Singh, 8 Jaidev ‘smgh ] e Section 5 (1) and section 0 of Act 11 of 1,302 ki ] 16,17,419 10,27,325 s
Rawarrrvo: { late hn B. 8. Buta | 8. Atma SinghJand 5. Hardyal 1903,
Singh. Singh. .
Dharek 8. Rab Nawsz Kigh 6111010 Section 63 (b) and (c) of the Punjab 3,488 2,856 457,704 | 30
Attock Muhammad Hays Khan 13-10-1917 Act, LI of 1903,
Bahtar Iftikhar 1 Ml L 2.1-1927 Section 6 of the Punjab Court of Warda 14875 2,075 21,009 6,21,304 aw
. Afct 16-2-1926 Act, 1903,
f }‘ﬁh:: Huhm.dd ABSE IS M b ieras Khan, | ; ~ sﬁu?nl&gmqmcomawm Aet, 5002 0,452 l 1,382,436 447,680 | 38
: 4 man Khan and Khan — 5
L Misgwali 3 Mubammad Nawaz Khan. h- | \ > B Sk
. Baisiugh Malik Amir Mubbmmad Khan .. |  10.7-1010 s rond oy i T b N
ila Tara Singh Nau Nihal 8i - 411907 itto - ' b "
Montgomery Ditto ng s hmghl ; Section B of Punjab Court of Wards Aot, T | 4l
Gurdit Singh . 11 of 1903, !
‘ Shah Jiwana 8. Abid Husain Shah 1-8-1915 Sﬂ"m;"; 300; Punjab Court of Wards Act, ‘ |
o
Jhang A 8. Khizar Hayat Shah ‘ o ‘su“m gm 1(14} |°|‘ul1:':mj‘h Court of 5,725 16,199 1,15,402 704,902 | 42
S 8. Mubarik Ali Shah ‘ i : o L 08 TS
43 | K. Wali Dad Khan, Sayal | Khan Wali Dndgll{mhm, Sayal i ; S;ctim;ﬁ tll;l &fmi'uni*b Court of Wards 00 428 40,000 148,022 | 43
oty o »
44 | Dab Kalan Mubhammad Nawaz Khan 4 23.8.1010 Section 6 of Punjub Court of Wards Act, 3,274 10,422 3,222 11,67,588 “
s | I of 1903,
Sayad M Ghaus > x Section 8 (1) of Punjab Court of Wards
Mvtean 1) s 45 | Jalalpur Pirwala =% Act, 11 of 1903, 0,495 7,388 19,841 13,083,541 45
i - it Sayad Ghulam Abbas o 17-3-1017 Section 6 of Punjab Court of Wards Act,
’ s 11 of 1903,
40| ShorShah . | 8. Ghulam Ak Shah 1521901 Sletion B0 () T T 0,280 9,566 317,000 | 11,465,000
Amir Ha K amended by Act, X1l o
9 m‘l v+ | Ch. Sham S o Section 5 (1) of Punjab Aet, 1L of 1903 1,620 4,080 1,10,000 701,000 | 47
48, . llr Lutf Khan alias Section 5 (1) of Punjab Act, 11 of 1903 130 158 07,304 85,006 | 48
Shah n.
49 x.n.mnaum K. B. Sardar D, Muhammad Khan, % Section 5 (2) (b) of Punjsb Act, Il of 2,588 3,357 1,18,713 213,000 | 49
X M-‘m LE., C.LE, L 1903.
|| Dors Ghaci nan .. 4| | SgMamor Ahnad Khao, | 8. Manwn Khan, Qasrani .. | 25.3-1918 Section 6 of Punjab Act, 11 of 1903 .. 235 82 45,060 1,06,910
- : 81 | Batil K
. Sardar K Khoss . ) Section 5 (2) (b) of Punjab Act, I of 824 1,047 1Looo se,712 | 8
2|K B N i) : 1908, 20,45,57
- by d Mm"ﬂ?“ | K BN, Jamal Khan & Section 5 (1) of Punjab Act, I of 1003, . 16,211 17,074 1,70,654 s
— P '
LY -— ik 1;”.’” 'v“!m .M—%
- ; :
- |‘



STATEMENT No. IL
ASSETS AND LIABILITIES ON 80ru SEPTEMBER 1929.

ASSETS.
| P
) ﬁ ( Investmends, loans and advances. \ Crsh. Other assels. ' =
2 3 - P | E
- : .B } i 2 o= % = S = :
-] e s E ﬁf : | o= 1= "" | E = &
o o 823 e | e
DisTRICT. No. Name of Estate. .% _% -% § gé %E -E g E .% 2 ; - ": 0. ! 3
-~ . = § %,‘_ 28| = e *E |2 28 | 1 = H
3 T T i By e > | §8F I E 3 l - as | g - -
4 = = £ -E " lhged £ % Z g | $8 £ | a 5 x 3 s K-}
£ = £ 2 5 3 z EE =z | ¢ ]
Z B 2 & =TT K 2'0& 2 = £ 8 I‘ 25 £ 2 e € 3 ;
& ch 4 g | & o & 4 | & ] ] SRy = a & 2 = 3
" : 3 ' g 6 1 i 8 0 10 1 12| a3 14 15 e u 20 22 a3 O [
Rs. Rs. Rs. B Rs Rs. Ra. R, Rs. Ras. Rs. Rs. Rs. | Rs, It Rs, Rs, R R FLE
¢t 1 | Farrukhnagar .. . 116,006 6.30,040 | - 82,000 - . . L4802 | 1,436 e 4007 | .. | sosees | Bgos | ASOU0N - 5008 | 4470 .. 33,500 7l;;'ou 1 .
Gumasow *i| 2| Bsmpurs . ¥ e o ga . . 4 - . 600 | . .. | 600 |}1 e r TRA v o a0 | 2
| I
- 11,20,375 295016 | 1,79,851 1,69, 14,000 | 26,462 -~ 200 44,144 130 'y 24,005 | 23.764 18,98,547 v k4 % . d :
BTt B, o | Moatas | Tomese | rasoso | “susollaesr| s | - 7078 | 180 475 | 10200 | 182848 i % o 18,3847 | '3
= ¢l 5| Jharauli il 5 40,150 ] 33,140 5,000 [ 78, g & - . 5,100 25 6,335 196 1,68,561 ¥ P = - . 1,608,051 | &
: E 1,22,875 «  L21.585 25,000 oy - . vs . 5,002 75 e 9,727 | 1,803 2,402,026 31,807 A s A g 31,807 SR
R e | 1a3n0rs | 444,858 | 10,02,018 | 1,20,0088 8000 | .. i . so3i0| aso| oo | a7e2n | soms| 2073z - Y i, s - (-
+ Lk e ol 2,28,750 49,600 | 10,263 . ol o . 5,650 25 o 104 b5 2,04,443 oo |0 36,060 (.. ¥ 96,000 | 58384
s °] o | Manaali . | 124ests | 6smss0 | 33180 | " i ke v 38,060 | 200 .. | 24807 | 7394 | 235185 8000 | panger|* | | nee3e7 | sslonaw | o
s 10 | Ramgarh ks | 148,925 78,720 20000 | .. k. A bn . 2,007 “f 1 64| 248737 * el | it s OLTIT | "Yi86,960 | 10
™ 50,000 060 1,066 o . ve e . 56 . Ve “ i 52,382 L2 4,161 o¥ oo 4,151
s REaeen, o “ . eargeo | 253360 | 125000) Y. y | 20000 2wz I y i 5 10,63.477 - 7 At X ¥ e 1ok
l‘xnn e 13 | Lahaul 5 ot 13,325 37,440 30,308 i v 4 s - 1,782 va v 1,650 | 20,821 1,25,384 (|5 L - X , et
‘ Il 14| Rupi A : 4,78,125 1,2,840 70,000 | .. e . ot . H020 | ., 5 & 14,491 7,00,385 EISaR o Pl ¥ ! o o 700,385 | 14
e 5,63,25 L02,720 | L50,000 75, - 50,846 i e 57,658 100 221 | 8242 | 7,500 10,01,337 ' . o ol !
Hosmiar 9 ﬁ::;nur b X 21,176 66,550 1,000 &3 14 4 " 3 5,147 25 4,440 | 310 | 08,977 23,006 | .. oz 28,046 lo.g(:).:g'l: 16
OSHIARPUR 31 07 B Anendger h B 1,11,500 3,588,880 | 12,00,000 . 22001 “ie 400 | 10,018 100 24,224 631 | 17.30,351 1,650 | .. - 1650 | y7.37.701 | 17
JULLENDUR 18 | Kartarpur o 2% 3,37,600 6,87,000 | 3,00,000 1.3 e 2,239 o . 20,449 o8 & s 15,002 | 68,000 | 14,31,580 13,000 *a . 13,000 14,18,580 | 18
Lisha 19 | Ber Khurd 4,79,000 1,46,720 83,035 & A < P .- 2,437 .- . 2,281 | 17448 731,821 1,226 . . 1,225 7.30,506 | 19
¥ 10,109,575 | 46,656,676 | 861,084 | 518, 347 12,04,200 | 15,000 | 26,731 | 2,44,026 | 1,350 87 82,149 [2,18,742 | 90,62,370 5,604 | .. 5,604
[ o Dok 2 . s | 2397701 | 99092 | 25008 8000 | 48064 | 973 | 3,000 | 23,065 | - 70| 4000 | 27118 | 9,777 | 2670000 LIS | .. LUS | 250ams7 | 21
FEROZEPORE 22 | Shamsher Ali Kby o ” 12,000 | - 22, o = s .| 40761 15008 | .. - 1,008 | .. 73,048 . - 425 72,023 |22 B
i 23 | Buttar ' S 26,725 9,04,000 [ 22,000 .. .. s o . 10,038 157 327 7 542 9,65,656 1,083,202 43| .. | 121885 iash |2
o4 | Malout ) : 6,90,125 30,000 e ¥ 730 130 | .- 9,214 Pos 95 | 5,013 | 7,100 742,413 1,02,024 405 | .. 1,834,510 607806 | %4
o ikhar-ud-Di 16,800 4,64,409 | 1,27,000 7 2 . 648 | .- 55,850 150 . 0,048 | .. 6,74,102 ‘s o i 6.7
{ - B it ’ 10,125 80480 | 5,000 [ I 4§ > & R 5] v e 7800 [ .. 103,113 astoos | oo (0740 | ssesr| _Sinee | o
Lamone o 2 | Rani Chhaunian i 1,72,100 484400 | 80,234 4, 3 = i, " 34,020 100 ol 21,879 | 4,654 8,10,387 s . o by 810387 | 27
( 28 S. Kﬂl’l ﬁlﬂgh Y 1,3’,400 6,30,123 60,149 ol R e e SQM 13.265 50 s ‘21753 e 3."2,23[ e e L4 e 5.02r231 ag
a Nangli & d 362,825 | 5,67,376 50000 - 25,180 e . 21,069 846 . 5,660 | 18,312 10,086,206 | 35,024 . . 35,624 | 970042 | 20
e { 0 fft’&ﬂ"‘“ szl.! . .| 307425 80,320 | _ 10,000 . : s . 4,000 | .. . 2,704 | .. 4,20,448 b * | L5721 3,06,87 | 30
L2
SHETKRUPURA 31 | Chak Haiderabad and Sayad- 294084 | 10000 .. B} .. 500 | . 38 e 1 gl &% 5747 | 1380 320142 .2 8 . 3,20,142 | 31
fithe 1 17,25,481 i ya 2 000 | ¢
itha Tiwafta | osmzes | 1331300 84,000 0!5 .. | 48280 | 882 - A8 | SA0TH ey | g e ac 16,063,481 | 32
SHARFUR ..: gg %;k;:'::h 2 i i 7,13,326 16,648 50,085 | 62,000 | 41,202 465 . 5,600 o 9,700 o934 5,800 9,065,605 . .. " 9,06.505 | a3
Jukon 34 | Ghugh 5 .. | Inam 808 3,20,000 13,000 0, 000 e 8,000 2,000 14,403 1,707 .e 3,006 2,007 171 3,72,142 vh 3.70.142 | 34
A - 10,30,171 16,17,41 . o | 1817,41
RAWALPINDI o 35 Beh;w Ou{; the late R.B.S. T 7,13,825 | 3,13,500 - . o o 83 1,734 60 60 909 i 9 T A0 [ 5,857,248 | 35
Singh. | 4,890,041 X . -
Dhare 4 h . 00,000 | 10,000 9 .. | s0495| 8800 -» 18,286 | 310 400 | 1,000 850 89,04 . .- 4,580,041 | 38
| ArTock g 3‘.’, M“: ¥ i 11,700 ::75,594 20,800 ™ o 26,000 d ' 1,228 . 44 i 6,34,322 18,000 407] - 18,407 6.15.015 | 37
| i il ] <
38 | Khan Mubammad Abdur i 767,804 | 15,600 gy ol GRooMlb Bl O] 51  BA0L| 8280 §,54400 7660 | -+ 5 7060 | 846,840
Rahman —— W - s X D i i t
el NAWAL Khan. - .
. ™| 188350 | 383,678 | 815,080 | s | som| . 63,018 | 2533 | 6L194 | 3004 [L76660 | 48,4237 » x4 . = T
o - .,
40 Kila Toza Singh (Nau Nibal - 1,76,080 | 14,000 . | 20800 .. - g i Bt B i </ o L L 300,258 | @
Singh). ;
g v .kﬂwfgln’ah) . . 4 > i o . ¥ L s 8| 3367 . o 3 = 4,198 | 41
Shah Jiwana ..“ b "y 7,094,608 26,500 775 | 4,000 500 5 5,685 alp 23,731 | 2,735 | 14,787 04,167 | 42,544 1,064 | 107,775 784,504 | 42
K. Wali Dad Khan, Sayal ., 10,000 13:000 15,000 18:. 5% . B 4 o 88| 1,048 | 2,702 2402 | 1431 22,606 1,27,246 | 43
4 | DabRalan * .. k: - 1052704 | 1,090,850 el . 2,233 | .. 17876 | 229 1427 [ .. | 42,500 oo | 708 -- 1,002 | 1232815 | 44
45 | Jalalput Pirwala - ot nﬁm 1,73,222 ”ff 6,241 | 2,141 . 6,730 50 6,643 | 4,964 | 46,150 11,388 % .. 21,284 | 18,52,826 | 45
46 | Sher Shah e o 67,160 12,186,712 13,609 A 13,404 2 . 12,108 30 1,603 | 2,358 | 0,100 . e 20,301 13,15,050 | 48
47 | Shujabed . . . 501,500 | 99,300 = 8,807 190 | .- a7 40 12 .. 1,708 122,141 400 | .. | 122601 | 579,472 | 47
48 s ’s‘llm 27,020 r m .k .e e 12,192 . . i . # 31,467 . .o 31,407 272,245 | 48
49 LE. sﬂ’:‘.’a Din Mubammad .. 2,68.560 | 58,000 ¥ 737 | 1,166 | . 1,049 vh 3481 | 4,405 o 83,606 | 10,000 | .. 93,005 2,43,703 | 48
50 | 8. Mansur  Ahmad  Kbas, 94,000 6,560 | 5,500 - G 7 o ood| .. N sves | .. L S 31,100 81,880 | 50
51 | Batil & e as 78,685 1 ¥ 600 1,254 S ve v 000 . .s s | 1,000 1,000 06,000 | 51
52 | K. B.M. Mubammad Jamal | 12,00,000 |  13,65,920 l.wﬁ e 6011 | 4677| . 26,501 48| 25505 | 18764 | .. 28, . 1,10688 | 20,723 | .. | 1,3,311 | 27,62,665 | 52
2,02,165 [7,08,086 | 46,628 92,681 | 9,72,003 | 13,360 | 1,090,820 4,33,216 7,13,210 5,50,71 20,20,700 |1,19,667 [5,244 | ¥3,00,302 | 5,25,72,102




STATEMENT No. IIL

. .
INCOME OF THE YEAR ENDING 830m SEPTEMBER 1929.
T !
INVESTMENTS AND DEBT TRANSACTIONS. Orpvary [Ncoss.
Income from sale of Income from loans received from
District. Sir:l Name of Estate. h 3 Sals of Total B;'hl
| Income Recovery agur Cash Ok Total income. 0.
H II h“lum Other from of advances Total. Selagdaci ronts ;‘ﬁuuﬂ inooms. | nary ﬂe
| ouse pro- 3 od repayment | made to income. 7 4
Land i Securities, | Government. syl At o vt | of stack.
Court of duse to the *
Wards. eatate.
) 9 3 4 5 b 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 11 18 19
Rs. Rs, P Ra, Rs. Rs. Rs. s Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs.
1 | Farrukhnagar . i . o . e e . . "t 10,663 50 2,071 12,784 12,754 1
gosasox .. §l 3| Rampura .. > - : : » 5 o ® R - "3,73 % i 373 375 | 2
3 | Sidhowal 1 - L k. - * % 9,288 " 9,288 44,148 35,718 - 10,704 90,665 9,043 3
ATy { s o . 2 G 5 10,000 1,309 ' 11,809 58,118 4748 i 6,722 09,546 81,395 | 4
5 | Jharauli . . 5 ot ; 47 : 47 1,607 1,428 8 4,282 7,325 7,872 5
6 | Raipur % i . . .. . . . . o 3 4,801 14,602 3,330 274 23,007 23,007 L]
7 | Buria e 3 19 = o 5 X 1,000 " 1,049 35,334 4,857 3,073 7,540 50,804 61,853 7
AMBALA P 8 ;. Sohana e - “a as . . we - b e 9,112 582 250 6 9,950 9,050 8
9 | Manauli o ¥ . e . 5,000 50,000 . : 55,000 50,171 10,324 2,495 660 72,650 1,27,660 9
F W Ramgech . .. [ 2 F - 2 1,000 5 3 B 1,000 5,660 1,875 1,495 124 9,154 10,154 10
11 | Lambagraon .. . e ae v . . » - 1,083 15 71 90 2,150 2,159 11
Kavora 12 | Guler & . . N e * : . e 10,258 2,455 o 99 12,812 12,812 12
“n 13 | Lahsul e oL o e 5 il i 529 4,866 430 2,625 8,850 8,850 13
14 | Rupi i e 3 e ; oy 16,359 6,303 28 2,178 24,808 24,868 14
156 | Amb ol 3 * . . > . , 5,300 5,300 19,827 § 4,711 2,928 8,008 34,874 40,174 15
HOSHIARPUR { 16 | Bhabaur i 5 s . . e : 5 : s ¢ 1,878 6,216 E. 623 8,717 8,717 18
17 | Anandput 3 : . : 10,476 " ; 125 10,601 4,635 13,060 9,622 4,993 32,210 281 | 17
Jouwsour .. | 18 | Kartarpur .. 1 o 4,596 200 | . . . . a2 5,208 87501 30,810 1,240 40,008 i $m 8
LupHiaxa . 19 | Ber Khurd .. e 5 * P . A : £ o 18,457 7.183 2816 P AN 19
20 | Mamdot o ¥ 8 7,967 . : A 44 2% 59,997 3 67,064 87,663 2,28,300 7,635 1,12,188 4,35,885 5,083,849 20
(ol B.mko ¥ o 4 2,228 i ) = oY 5 8,059 34 10,321 " 4,608 19,058 2,440 27,015 37,336 21
FEROZEPORE .. 22 | Shamsher Ali Khan Ls L - : . 5 5 o . . . . . v 17,188 17,188 17,188 L2
23 | Buttar il ie - v 4 . B o A s i L 1,047 526 5,245 695 7.512 7,612 23
24 | Malout o 1 - i . . e o oe 379 379 R 3,782 10,882 937 15,541 15,920 24
% | M. Iikhar-vd-Din .. 12 113 5 . E - = : 125 0 803 34,812 9,008 Phose i g 8 s
Lam \ 26 | F.S. ;Iljnm-ud-b'm as % . . . . . . : * s 405} 7,500 % » e Lo »
- 7| 27 | Rani Chhaunisn i b 3 : » s i oy s . = 7,208 54,100 3.220 2177 96,804 00,804 | a1
(| 28| 8. Kesri Singh 4 ; i S ¥ : 3 1,973 it 1,973 6,604, 19,783 3,182 1,567 31,136 33,100 28
R ok | 20N Nangli . 2 g . : 1,178 : 1,178 s 18,559 1,873 520 20,052 22,130 20
TR B e mnﬁh -+ % E, i ¥, : A i 5 12,235, 500 3 147 12,885 12,885 | 30
SHEIKHUFURA .. 31 | Chak Haiderabad and Sayadwala .. . . . 2 4 i v " - SAAL0 i ol M Py "
4 e o : 1! 1,301 1,301 9,555, 40,510 4578 3,023 57,008 59,267 | 32
Semre’ | 3 | Tecibaavaa.. A £kt : 5 : : ¥ 2,585 6 | 2018 Cf] ame | aese ) e | 20383 | dsse | 3
y - ke S c
JuELo 34 | Ghugh " ; & A = o o ‘s 1,000 1,840 2,840 s 231 3,533 1,001 3,606 5,508 | 34
Rawarrryor . 35 | Heirs of the late R. B. 8. a .. L1 o 4 5 il - o i "o »
Boota Singh.
L A o L110 203 17,612 1,000 10,901 21,011 38
s . -f BIRRla WRagaeib : % ke g : s - 2 | wme | wo | dow | om0 | a7
38 | Khan Muhammad Abdul Rahman Khan vy s . L9 o P Lbe i i "
Muaxware { and Khan Muhammad Nawaz Khan. E ;
i 30 | Kalabagh H o3 W o 2 10,014 5,426 10,611 1,05,910 19,5830 1,237,416 2,00,856 10
a0 Lnaln ; ") 1 202 . 1,952 308 2,850 3,052 40
S <314 D‘ﬁfm (mgmf - 3 ) : 3 : . 873 1 874 874 4
§| 42 i o 775 650 336 700 618 5,049 4,113 937 50,509 83,678 42
Jmaxa i %-hll‘lv-hwm s = %S 2 ; v . y 2,509 577 123 4,264 4,204 43
(| 44| DabKalan .. X N : . o o - 594 662 46,438 4,098 51,798 52,492 44
45 | Jalalpur Pirwala \ .. 64 a o o3 206 1,138 1,845 28,237 4,300 34,182 36,607 45
o ‘ 46 | Sher Shah .. : i e ) .s . A 5 1,116 30,980 1,078 35,023 35,923 46
47 | Shujabad .. . e S . "o 500 47 . 15,506 5,621 21,027 22,364 47
48 u..rr L% y 4 vt e 4 o 475 N 2,830 4 v 11,223 11,608 48
40 xélx.wpi‘h}l Muhammad Khan, i i o ¥ : 304 689 14,965 7 16,901 16,205 4
Dara  Gaam :‘1' 8. Manzur Khan, Qasrani .. ¥s A o - i 5,025 e 716 9,641 0,641 50
Kuax. . Batil .a > o 4 o . v 73 Ve ' 3,544 35 3,579 3,679 5l
52 K:i 133 N, Mubsmmsd Jamal Khan, o o . : 4,661 ,207 1,661 91,769 2,402 1,47,741 1,55,609 53
Total | 87 5 6,600 60,396 | 1,32,851 18,000 639245 | 581,202 \ 3,12,368 \ 20,17,425 \ 23,30,286




STATEMENT No. IV,
EXPENDITURE OF THE YEAR ENDING 30rs SEPTEMEER 1989.

ORpIx 3E
o
g Purchase of 8 F 'g E £8 i §g§ . 8_2?.
Name of Estate. ‘- T A WA S : % 3 t"§ E 'EE-G
— - ¢ | i s 53 s |2 s | F s
% & |gg - =§§ g Tgs | T e g e
- 5 g | g2 £E £33 4 = | SE S , T 3
z E H laut EE= £ 5 B2 | <8, : % 'ﬁ E|¥EE 2
B . g | Bad - : : - B 243 SEE £ ] - -
g E g | EE5 =B | 3 -8 Z E 382 | ;i = £ -
i 5 = ) g =0 8 =) = Sm E 11 = B~ 2 B =} '3 2 - "
. "—‘ = = _|@ S = 2 E c - S Z ] b4 2
1 2 ’ 3 4 5 [ 7 11 12 13 14 15 16 18 19 20 21 2 23 24
Rs. Ras. s Rs. Ra. Rs, Rs, Rs. Re, Rs. Re. Re. Re. ™ Re.
| 1 | Farrukhnagar . 395 . > o 396 880 109 1,834 1,048 2,200 4,435 550 10,158 10,563
f ox 4| 2| Rampura | 2| . 4 3 30,203 [ .. - . . K A v waes | 0| 3
¢ Sidhowal . oo s e . . ok 11,450 1,150 8,121 9,271 16,171 4 P i
o i Arnauli | 10250 ) N2 " : 10,250 8,427 082 6,182 7,064 g:ass 1::33 33958 gﬁ:fs gf;::l’.g: e :
5 | Jharauli Aty 76 e ¥ - = 76 676 285 736 1,021 .‘“ 1,540 1,075 5,850 5,935 1.0 5
1 = e .
6 | Raipur 1 4,000 At in : o, 4,000 5,885 481 1,746 2,227 5,806 350 3,878 18,199 29,100
7 | Buris w 900 | .. : 2,018 | 8018 | 6303 | 1,067 3,466 4513 o023 | 15420 10004 o%120 1) R4 < I
Awmara £ 8 | Sohana 1,549 & i ; L8 1,549 1,342 217 875 1,002 1,25 502 178 5,229 6778 | 10.9 8
9 | Manauli 12,138 'y 5 ; i 12,138 | 13,767 144 5,063 5,197 1,000 [ 17,850 | 11,623 60,156 72,274 7.8 9
10 | Ramgarh 1,041 . e = - 1,041 1,727 .o 690 690 1,312 1,100 1,201 0,146 7187 5 10
11 | Lambagraon e 300 P &a g e 300 12 - 120 120 640 574 205 1,641 1,641 5.6 1"
12 | Guler . ‘ .- .- A . . 2,264 378 u10 1,288 5,000 360 61 10,203 10,268 | 10.1 12
Kaxana ++4| 13 [ Lahsu be N0 L 3 s B ¥ o0 132 346 By il 346 206 | .. 4,000 7184 ord B -
14 | Rupi s . e & L o 078 514 1,107 1,621 8,250 7,219 5,144 18,070 18070 | 6.6 | 14
15 | Amb 3 . % G ) o5 X 2,852 596 3,931 4,627 8,622 4,080 | 24,482 46,604 4004 | 13.5| 15
Hosauarrvs = 16 | Bhabaur £ 7 6,266 o -5 A o 6,266 1,016 .':3 lﬂil uZJ 2,323 000 516 5,044 12,210 1.1 6
L 17 | Anandpur 2 » . e : - o 4,763 693 4,878 5,67 5,899 7,240 | 17,557 43,021 e | el 1
J < 10,000 | .. . . 10,000 5,770 1,089 4,269 5,308 8,852 7137 33,221 00,520 70,620 6.8 18
ULLUNDUR e 18 | Kartarpur ¥ )y .
Lubpmiasa L. 19 | Ber Khurd h 6,650 ~ - 402 6,052 4,211 516 2,001 3,417 8,770 3,640 3,167 24,434 31,386 12. 19
o | M b, 1,574 | .. g 63,002 | 69,576 | 45,816 6,987 38,200 44,647 7,76 | 20884 | 1, Lm 400 3,54,003 424170 | 10.2 | 20
20 | Mamdor | e . - - 5106 | 6116| 5768 ':59: 87 6,081 6,061 | 2785 1207 31,086 sie | 26| 2 o
¥ % | Shamit | KI $4 A ; ) ] o 5 i : 4,077 " 23 4,907 4,907 4.0 22
3 = fa ?Sutur e 2 5] 11,270 3 i o, 11,270 875 360 1,041 1,901 1L1us 788 436 5,200 16470 |  25.3 23
o4 | Malous o 6,840 P b 13 6,970 772 341 2 2,730 . 2,126 1,040 7,080 14,050 17.8 24
ML I Ky e _ ! i : 2,371 3,019 4,063 758 3,080 ‘,43.5 10,801 6,300 14,308 42,102 45,121 6.3 25
S 32 i’ 8 \fa:m"‘f.ﬁn L) 4,000 os 4,000 695 - 13 413 2,085 1,480 285 4,508 8,008 5.2 | 2
Lanons ¥ 27 R'Iliiéhhlnnnim by ’ 3 i 5,762 5,762 9,740 037 4,204 5,101 18,963 1,625 10,308 46,435 52,197 7.7 27
(| 28| 85. Kesri Singh < 3 X 2500 | o 994 3,404 5,002 580 1,677 2,157 4,040 6,108 7,789 26,000 28003 | ©.9| 328
) e Sanail B 3 1,783 447 1,871 2,818 3,449 550 2,078 12,506 12,506 | 11.6 20
Amrrsar 3 gﬁ ﬂfm o R y % o g 2. i b 1,044 476 162 638 o 3,000 5,348 2,603 12,68 12,081 49| 30
SHEIKHUPUR 31 | Chiak Haiderabad and Syad- * % - 169 609 1,222 1,831 2 4047 o R . Licd et B
1 3 wala,
: v s 01 v 41,764 1,370 518 5,1 5,662 A6 1,702 1,690 1,302 11,851 53,615 9.7 32
i ey i b 01 sissal| ‘iso| £8,000 Moi | Ciso| asss| ase0 564 2,544 3,308 o) TA06 | 2400 [ 2,086 18,785 sii2s | 107 | 33
34 | Ghugh 6,000 2,000 | . £,000 1,664 363 1,008 1,446 160 2,302 812 1,870 8,108 16,100 | 25,5 4
- L L - 'y - -
85 | Heirs of the late R. B, 8 e . A < - 378 = L &R0 au e 330 1,662 1062 | 25.8| 35
Beia Singhe L , sal P 2 688 3,070 73 2,215 3,000 087 19,184 1000 16.3| 36
3 Bebeas i 5,030 i) = 3o 0| sase| e[ . 1,162 1162 . 2,201 20| .. 6,784 903 | 1.4 | 37
.. ¥ LA . -
38 | KiimiMomswss Avsar 19,990 — LAl i e B ) B b - e G800} 8003 | 13,007 59,302 3,08 | 184 38
Rahman Khao and Khan * h
t Mubammad Nawaz Khan. | o L o 1,000 38,000 | 5031 | 6,366 | 1,57,060 5,417 1,696 20,640 22,345 16,019 14,063 | 16,461 71,377 2448 | 16.2| 39
mh‘gh - » L) -a -
2 488 003 1,002 400 81 1,575 1676 | 38.3| 40
L 40 Kl!leSmgh ‘Nlu Nihal e .- e s e ‘1 [X} ~ o i
A .“% L *itto (Gurdit - - . v 42 3 . 10 549 M0| 88| @
- B ).
2,661 | 20987 | 10,852 s08 0,840 7,654 15,640 1,760 3,849 41,087 ote | 15.1 | 42
ot i :,’ %“wﬁw Sagil zf":‘*?: < a & 4 1,476 91 231 332 563 : 2,146 416 3,516 a2 | 132| e
Khan, § ‘ s g 2 :
1,874 8,372 | 10422 44 11,137 12,081 10,610 5,008 3,831 44,039 53810 | 23.3| 44
:: WMgu 5 = L 3}'; % g "160 763 7,388 670 g,ws 8,663 7,072 3,152 5,661 34,244 35007 | 25.0| 43
.- 46 | Sher 8hah s s ) al 1,741 1,741 ©,000 &lo 5,006 GIM :|'§U” 2,450 7,067 20,009 30,840 18.1 46
47 | Shujabad * 4610 [ .. ¥ & 593 | 5,04 | 4,080 306 8,620 3,886 4,507 . 1,507 17,144 248 | 18.5| 47
n . % & | |
o . 4,521 660 o5 31l 516 3,600 | .. 5,871 11,154 20,075 7.2 8
L R ] B % e o 1,167 | 3,867 591 3,041 4,532 3600 | 4,810 §22 17,617 18784 | 2835 | 49
mad Khan, C.LE.,, Leghari. . . -
Guagt Kiax % | 5. Manzur Abmad h}nn, - e B 2 - .. 80 445 108 553 ' =437 ~ 6,820 170 10,160 10,160 5.7 B0
] qmm ., . i ae . T . 40 1,047 280 084 964 i 500 1,200 340 4,842 4,882 | 27, 51
82 l;. B. M, Mubsmmed | 35324 | 15210 .. 3,076 1,664 | 62,940 | 17,668 1,781 20,020 22,710 | AUS| 19,562 0,312 | 23,774 97,042 1,50.082 | 16.4 g
wmal Khan, M.L.C. 2
Total w | 280,408 | 137,976 | 2,660 | 10,076 86,446 | 0,05,405 | 2,38,7 33,201 2,16,673 2,409,064 I 1,23000 3,42,163 | 2,291,406 | 4,22,582 15,907,888 22,03,203



IMPORTANT

STATEMENT No. V.

NSACTIONS (IF ANY) OF THE YEAR ENDING 80rs SEPTEMBER 1999,

VALUE oF sEcURITIES OF
LAND PURC LAXD sOLD, VALUE OF HOUSE PROPERTY.] GOVERNMEST OR LOCAL VALUE OF LOANS MADE VALUE OF LOANS RECEIVED FROM
BADIRS,
I N e S5 I—— E A L yur |
o L i | | | Debtsof |
DistrioT. Serial No. Name of estate, To other To other Other u!.lf; Serial No,
estates persons on eataten Other P”d' i
Area. Area, Value, Purchased. Sold. Purchased. Sold. under the | socurity of | Qovernment.| under the e
Court of immoveable Court of pe 3 "
‘ Wards. property. | Wards
] 1
1 z | T2 BT “ 7 8 0 10 ThEe B T T 16 16 17 18
A 1 Acres, Acres, Ra, Rs, Ra, Rs. Ra. Rs. s, Ra. Rs. Ra. Rs.
h Farrukhnagar 5a ¥ g o5 ¥ . b o5 s ! . o 3056 1
Gupasow bt | 2 Rampura R h . ¥ .e -~ Ls 39,203 9
. \ 3 | Sidhowal 35 e A e . ve e 3
Kanyaw ?. 4 | Arnauli . 5 ¥ 2 2 . 10,000 10,260 4
& | Jharauli i N T 7% 5
6 | Raipur . i3 v d . b 8 o . ’e 4,000 &
7 | Buria i e 40 - a5 o 6,000 . ve A 7
AMBALA - 8 | Sohana oA . 5 - 4 A 21 ‘e 1,549 8
9 | Manauli = : : L 5,000 50,000 12,138 9
10 | Ramgarh 5 . " 1,000 e 1,041 10
{; Lambagracn - . : - - . . e : 300 n
E Glll sn - * . . e -e e . . . s lz
Kamans 13 | Lahaul A & [ y . ; 5] ; 4 / = »
14 | Rupi A e ol &/ B . : - 14
15 | Amb o 5 - » . : < - - oy 15
HoSHIARPUR .. 16 | Bhabaur -t L. ¥ i : - as . g : 6,260 16
17 | Anandpur s e . b4 3 - 10,476 o o 17
JULLUNDUR - 18 | Kartarpur e 5 % 4,636 s 200 A 10,000 18
LUDHIANA . 19 | Ber Khurd P ¥ E vl o 6,500 19
[ 20 | Mamdot \s . (16 Ghumaons| 1,574 - 7,067 - : ‘ ; 15,000 2
| 21 | Behak = . 5 P 15 2,228 - o3 - . i os | 2
FEROZEPORE . 22 | Shamsher Ali Khan s Vo k. 5o s g gx . 3 | v 2
23 | Buttar e . . + ; 3 > . b ‘ {1,270 219
24 Malout . . ‘ ie . | 6,840 b |
‘ ig M. Iftikhar-ud-Din " . ] I 113 . . e .o . ’ 4(“) 28
LARORE ) : F. 8. Najam-ud-Din .. . . i . - . e : ' : 21
3 ( 27 Rani Chhaunian e A ok . A .e . . k. n
28 | 8. Kesari Singh b 4 2 500 o E e 5 - o
domartan § 29 | Nowshera Nangli x B - 5 - a» . o “ o
e 30 | Attari p E. 3 > s : ", ; 30
SHEIRHUPURA . 31 | Chak Haiderabad and Sayadwala i o . ’ Ve . + o a
|
32 | Mitha Tiwana » . 5 o . it - 40,000 . ! 1 750 32
SHARPUR = { 33 | Tarkhanwala 26,534 . - 150 . 1 i e 1 . \r l w
JurLon - 34 | Ghugh - - - o - . . 6,000 al | ! M
RAWALPINDI - 35 | Estate of the heirs of the late R. B. A ot - : 3 - - | [ 35
. 8. Buta Singh. |
ATTOUK o { 36 | Dhtir == 3 2 1,045 1 - s i oo . . v | % 0
3 Bahtar Do = i - . e .. £ . . ’ 3,030 27
| 33_.] Khan Muhammad Abdul Ranman ix . . . = o o . 19,936 a8
Mrawwars o | —Jhen and Khan Mabemmad Nowes | - iy
30 | Kalabagh & ~ ;s A & 1,000 7,000 o BT \ 17,008 )
40 | Kila Tara 8ingh (Nan Nihal Singh) .. | | L . ’ . . e l . ~ | 10
MoNTaOMERY - { 41 Ditto (Gurdit Singh) : L . . . . e | v 41
3 ¢| ‘42 | Sheh Jiwans o ! hos 8 o 10,000 i | 78 850 236 2,349 9
HARG oo 43 | K. Wali Dad Khan, Sayal X g o g "2 l b \ ;. 1,476 43
44 | Dab Kalan e oa 24 3= " " v 'I.OI7 --* t . e \ 200 44
45 | Jalalpur Pirwala 32 2 3 1 . 8 v .. . \ . 45
Muovrax g 46 | Sher Shah .. F ) % & " 5 . R o 48
47 | Shujabad 0 o ] v W 700 . . 1 | >4 4,510 47
48 | Hajipur B 3 ‘ . . o ‘ = \ | 9,821 48
49 | K. B. Sardar Din Muhammad Khan, o an . . | oy l { { i 40
C.LE., Leghati. | ‘ ‘
Dera Guazi Koax e 50 | 8. Manzur Ahmad Khan ] % f v . | 4 ! ¢ 50
51 | Batil P L . ; . g . ol AN o | ‘ ot
52 | K. B. N. Mubammad Jamal Khan, 60 : : 3,075 . : ' ‘ | 38324 52
M.L.C | . 1 ;
ol e - EEEEREEY b N ALY S e
Total .. | 280 acres & 18 14,957 2,650 1,917 10,075 77476 68000 | 101,000 | 175 | 6,650 | 60336 | 235458
16 Ghumaons i




STAT
ESTATES RELEASED DURING T

NT No. VL R,
YEAR ENDING 80rn SEPTEMBER 1929.

£ Ansa or s wmmhs uorrrany o, | £ | AT AR | A O
: : £
- On assumplion of On releane. y
‘ -
Date of Date g g E ' E
assumption of - i =
of charge. release. ‘%“ - E l i
3 i | |
SRR (] 101 ¢| N3 {1
s g g g 5 = ¥yl = % -
HEAERE di | ]
21 & 18 2 E 3 i1 i 5 2
1 5 6 1 8 0 un | 13 1" 15 16 " 5 " 20 21 n |
I
| s,
Re.| Rs.| Acres.| Acres. Acres. | Acres.| Be. | R Ra. Re. Ra. Ea Be. | Be | B
18th Decem- | 1s¢  April | 4,226,602 | .. | 1670 s0i2| 250 | 16710 | 80| 3207 | .. | 230000 | 1,235,000 .. 1,25,000 | .. | 878800
ber 1009, | 1929, !
14th August | 1st Decom: , ., b 2,383 | 1,310 13| 2,368 | 1,000 | 2,201 | 3,003 | 1,00720 | 11,200 | 18,637 14,000 | 96,200 | 32,008 | 2,80,238
1016, ber 1028,




STATEMENT SHOWING COMPARISO
REVENUE AND CESSES PAID TO RENTS REC

GRAIN SALES, AND THE OTHER VALUE OF TOTAL CROPS IN

vii

STATEMENT No. VIL

ESTATES FOR THE YEAR 1925-29.

N OF THE PROPORTION BORNE BY LAND

EIVED AND PROCEEDS OF

DIFFERENT

|
-
AR b 3
District. Name of Estate, =,g - < g j 8
E slya| ¥ |3 :
55 Rl il | 1
B | q8 B | 53 | 2 g
i 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8
Ra, Ra, Ra.
Gundios “{ Farrukhnagar 10,7113 “llo l|..3 4 “us
Sidhowal 34,903 6,253 | 17.8 ’
Kanvar ! Arnsuli " 45874 55 | 10.1 a
Jharaulf S 1,436 444 | 30.0
w 18,023 5,885 | 30.1
7,030 0,303 | 36.5
ANBALA .4 | Sohana LRV ] *1.342 | 76.7 *Includes Rs.
Manauli 21,819 13,797 | 30.0 704 on @m0
Ramgarh 1,727 | 36.8 count of com-
mutation and
Lambagraon 86 12| 13.9 22 haq-ul-tahail.
Guler 2,456 2284 | 92.2 | Fixed rent Rates not col
Kaxana L in cash. lected in
Lahaul o 5,798 132 2.3 £ time, hence
Rupi a 6,331 078 | 10.7 ; L percentage is
Amb Az 7,030 2852 | 40.5 14,078 | high.
Hossuwres . ’ Bhabagr S| em:s| nowe| 163 12,432
Anandpur | 2288 3,763 | 16.6 31,180
JurLexoen |, ’ 31,850 5,770 1.8 & 28 1,240
Lupmaxa .. | Ber Khurd i 7,183 4211 | 8.6 o L.
Mamdot .o | 2,96,034 45815 | 10.4 .s %
Behak = 24,508 3,764 | 15.3 t.1/6 03,104
Buttar i 5,770 876 | 15.2 16& 18,030
Malous A 14,604 2 5.2 43,812
M. Iftikhar-ud-Din .. 44,578 4,063 | 11.1 hh 26 823
Lasosy i F. 8. Najam.ud-Din .. 7,630 695 9.2 e
LA Rani - 67,419 0,740 |1 17.0 " ve
s Nengli .. :g',?g Tl 3 &3 0,51
¢ y 21.9 3 617
M | e 500 1,044 @ - 12,000
Smuxuorors .. | Chak Haiderabad and 13,584 169 1.2 i 774
ﬁ'&:" Ti 45,388 1370 | 3.0 $.2/5| 00,778
wans . » d
Bimron .. ’ Tarkhaawala 14220 | 3360 | 236 28,440
Jm " G h s a-m l-m 43.9 7,485
Rawarrrxor .. | Heirs of the late R, B. 2,862 8717 | 17.4 | 1 # with be
% 17,905 3,043 6 ;”i 2/5 18,012
» I -9 La
Arrocx o+ § | Babtar A o262 | 20081 | 322 A X
Khan Muhammad Ab- 63,250 0,452 | 14.1 IS RLE 1,17,623
dul Rashman Khan
Muaswars v and Khan Muhammad
o 1,16,521 5417 .4 125
" X 4.7 v I 1,687,104
Kils Tara w (N“ e . “e .. ’l' .
Imrs HNibal ) s S e AW
- IR | , W SN ST T—— Y . ! .
Shah Jiwana ‘ 73,303 16,199 | 22.1 i&
Tnaxa { Kbea dw-nmm 3,264 428 [ 13.11 f
yal.
Bizam,, | gm| wmiag| s
B " .8
MoLzax . 3 Sher Shah 33,188 9,566 | 25.8
Shujabad + 15,317 4,980 | 32.5
K- b Sardar Din Mah- n,au"m wm nd laniss
ammad Khan, C.LE., y
Dezs  Cmam 8. Manzur Ahmad Khan,| 5,925 80! 1. " !
Kmx, Batil oo 3,544 1,047 | 20.5 i-.l.',-l!: 3/5 41
K. B. M. Mohammad 93,330 17, 18.8 18 i
Jamal Khan, M.LC, o i ‘
Total 12,24,005 | 2,30,135 | 18.8 v
£
3
210 F0—133—10.12.30—SGPP Labore, i






