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18l.

A History of Land Tenures In Garhwalx
(Continued)

In all but the very highest castes in Carhwal it. is thc cuqvfi
‘for a man to take intd his house as his wife, the widow of.a:
deceased elder brother (Bhiuj). In such cases the woman 1is- reé; e
s equal to a lawfully married wife and offspring as legitimate %
~ (asl) children, but if the bhauj continues tp live in her decﬁpuw
huoband's house, sihe is.lookcd upon as a mere concubine .and ¢ :
izsueé is illegitimate (kamasl) (Kripal Singh of Pharkandai, Ir_v~
kot, versus Partab Singh, Mr. Ciles, Commiss ;ioner, 18%h July
-1891) . In part of Malla Salan, pattis Khatli and Bangarsyun,.
the son oi a bhauj is not allowed to take rice with his kinsmer.
“hough otherwise under no disability. The “erm bhauj like the
term bhai is somewhat loosely used, and is applied to the wife
.2f a cousin and sometimes to the wife of a distant relative,:
‘though not usually so if resident in a different village. In-
such ‘cases, however, the right of the son of & bheuj as such, -
uswally becones merged in the narrower right which is sometimoes

recognized, of an illegitimate son to succeed to his futhcr"l
inheritance in default of other issuea. %, )

Occasionelly 1n some hasziya villages, the vhole «f ¢hoe 4.
ccased's propoerty is made over to another man, on the conditins:
that he lives with the widow as his wife, This second husband
is known as tekwa, The reversioners, by tais arrangoment, give
up their c¢laim to any pert of the aec;ased‘s property. Thp
practice is regarded as a somewhat inmoral onc.

Primogeniture has becn claimed by a family of - Kyurk &dwa”.,‘
ut not proved. , '

Among the varicuc castoes of jogis, known as Giri, PLri;'F"Ji
Sairagi, ctc., the succession lies to the chela or disciple, i
+0 the son. This is not improbably a rannant of the time when f
this class was celibate. At the present Cate celibacy is: seldr.
observed, while o large numbnr, particularly near Srinagar,. i
mere cultivators, wnd only to be distinguished from others. oy
theilr orange-coloured dress and the custom prevailing amongst__
some_of them of wearing large wooden rings in their ears.

E2.K., Pauw, C.S., Report On.The Tenth Settlement 0f The 'G: Garhwe’JH
Dlstrict. Allahabad: North-Western Provinces and Oudh Qovgrr- :
Press, 1€96, Chapter II: TEGNUreS. PPe 32-32.
Qéntde;?}ﬁ
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At the outset a distinction must be made betwecn khaekars
in a village held entirely by khackars, and khaekars in a
village in which the hissedars have khudkasht, which is the
modern form which the¢ under-proprictary. and occupancy rights .
have respectively assumed. In the former case (to quote Mre J,.
Reid's we.::ds in the case of Padmu and others of Timli, lagga.l)
Pali, Khatli, versus Gauri Datt and another} in an order. dated. .
28th March 1889, as Commissioner)," the khaekars alonc have a e
right to arrange for thc cultivatlon, pasturage, ectc, includinﬂhﬁ
the successlon to land lapsing owing to the death, heirless, of™
Xhackars, the brecking up of waste, ctc.} while the hisscdars
have no right beyond the collection of revenue, césscs and
padhanchari.”" It would be hardly nccessary to give instances, L,
quoting cases, of such =2 well-known and well cstablished prin-
ciple, were it not that owing to the =bsence of any written law .
on the subject of these tenuwres, and to the unscrupulousness
and untruthfulness of litigants, new auvthoritics arc apt, mgrLlV‘
from inability to ascertzin the correct custom, to give decisiont
absolutely cpposed to all recognized rights. It is sufficient
to give cne such instance, The village of Milai is hcld cntic. 1y!
by khackars, who pay revenue to the muafidar. a4t last scttlonunk
the khaekars vho rcpresent the old cultiv-tors who have sunk !
into tcnants of the grontce were recorded as proprictors in %
consequence of their indepcendent position. On appeil they werc
subsequently reduced to the position of khackars. But there coult
b2 no question of thcir undcecr-proprictery right or the foct of
their holding the whole villagc. Balmukand the present muafidar ;i
sued a khackar Lalmani for re:covery of possession of land bruk.n
up by the latter, on the grcund that it was his khudkasht (a.
perfectly prepostcrous plea; a similer suit had in fact been
dismissed in 1888) and by somc means or other got a2 decree, ‘e |
defondant in appecl plceaded that the whole village was. in pos<css
sion of khaekars, and that th¢ muafid-r by custom could oniy
take the malikana and had no right to interfere with the cu1t*V"'
tion. T he Commissioner, howcver, refused to modify the decis ﬁn
(5th Mcy 1893) and an appezl to the Board of Revenue met with "4
the same fate (2nd Septcember 1893), though in the case of Padivg,
varsus Gauril Datt, quoted oalove, the Board hod themselves dccii%
‘o

B SIS

¢ "l"’

- that the khackars in a similar village were entitled to the 7%
Jpossession of land which the hissedars had actually pgrtitionci
out amongst thamselves. The cases of Khushal Singh of Dyuna, T7
Dora versus Lachi znd ofhcrb (June 8th 1889)) and Gangapuri of’
Mangaon, Dug versus Parsi Sah (December 20th 1593))1 both of WuQ%
went up at one time or another to the Board“are pcrhgps the i

1Contd. -I .
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183%
leading cases on the subject of the holdings oi khaekars in
villages held entirely by khaekars, Both are Almora cases ang: ;n
bouh the custom was held to apply not onlv-to prlncipal butgalso
to lagga villages held entirely by khaekars, when there.was; apyw
evidence that the khaekari holding’ represented- an old*ynder
proprietary tenure. They both refusel to the hissedar the :ight
to resume the ldnd of- an-heirless khaekar and’ in. both Casesiit:
was decided that the land should goto the common Pody’ pﬁ lhaekarmﬁ
The princjple i;,,ho iever, by no means a modern:one’, Sir H,- Ramsa7~
mentions it in thc Settlement Report of Xumaun, and a’ judicial
decision’ by him to the came effect exizts in arak: ulngh of’ Chyur--,,
cot Sabli versus Devi Datt (26th. June 1i8€2)% Again in the case
of Kaira and another versus Dalip Singh and another of Jukani
Wagga of Bangar, Sakli, in which the hissedars ‘wanted to divide'
among themetlves the unassessed waste land of the village of
Jukani held sntirely by khagkars, Sir i, Ramsay ruled: "Since. .
all Jukani is in possession of Khaekars tihe unmeasured land will
not ke divided amongst the hiscedars" {(30th November 1877). In
the case of Banwa and another versus Bala Datt, of Rauthiya,
Chal&nsyun, in wiich the defendant, a hissedar, got a deed of -
relinguishment £rom a kXhaekcr in a villaoge held entirely by
khaekars, and the plaintiff, a khaekar, aued for the-land, °
r, Ross, Commissioner, ruled: "The hissedar cannot get possession
cf any khaekar lJand. 1Xf a khaekar wishes to give up any of his
"land, it must go to the other khaekars’y" It was also.ruled that”
thé hissedar had ro right to cultivete unmeasured 1and in the
village (9th April 188E€), Nor does the hiisedar improve his
position by obtaln:rc by fraud or collusion the cultivating
poseession of land in the village, It has been laid down. in’
thc,ca e of Devi Datt wversus Prem Singh and others; decidled. by }
Mr. J.R, Reid, Commissioner, on 9th January 1889, that, a. hisset ggé
so obtaining land is’ on precisely the same footinc as’ r;gards’ ;
rishts and per1l€90S as any other khacskar, and that the land
20 cultivated is not eﬁuivalent to khudkasht nor does it affecw
+he under—propriftary”r*Jhts of the other khaekarse

In the caseof villages in which the his cdars have lang ‘in”

their own cultivation or khudkashi, the Lhackax_s land, in: the ﬁuim
event’. of his leaving’ helr, or collateral in cultive ting 908°esvior,
reverts to the proprietor’ This reversion was noted in the’ last*
settiement agrecment, though not the rever=ion to the® body of "
khaekarse In the case of Ude Singh in 1876 this’ mg%ter was- dlo—?

cus=cd Letween Mr, Colvin, the Off iciating Lommlssioner¢%and¢wgg

Contde’s 9


http:dec�_-led.by
http:J�dic.;i.al

184,

Mr, Beckett, the lattcr explaining that the agreement was a °
"mere form." . The khagkar may also relinguish his lend at any::
time by a deed of relinguishment (ladawa) ex~cuted in favour .
of his landlord, but not to the prejudice of his partners jn_.nd-
holding, Thus in thc case of Choti versus Jivanand, of Uprglnxnv‘
Bahhansyun, the plalntlfL, widow of’ a deceased khackar, suved -

to cancel a ladawa aiven by her eldest son to the hlsscdar Ae= g
fendent, as shc had a younger son’, Sir ii, Ramsay ruled:"If Pauni%
did not wish to cultivate the land, his vounger brother had the ~
right to all, and Pauvnlva had no righit to give it up by lddawa.
The decd of rcllnquluhment was accordingly cancellcd (4th
September 1878)%

““

As reg'rdu the right of rvlativcs to succced, no doubt has
aver been expressed ag to the son's ricght. The daughter's right»
is more doubtful, tnough in the case of Musammat Szuni and ;
another versus Parsadu a¢nd others, Pauri, liandalsyun, the Dl“ln"
tiffs sued to succead their mother as khaokars, and got a decrub
which was upheld by Colonel Erckine on appeal (l9th May 1890) « %
In a former case a nephew incapable of succeeding at all; facts‘4
wilich only show the ﬁgCQSSltj for a clear exposition of cx:.u.in
rulings. The daughter's richt' is no doubt a highly equitaile fﬁ
oneg, and would apprly a fortiori in the casc of a gharjawain -
and daughter's son, thpugh it can hardly be said that the rightss
of cither arc gencrally rzcocnized., The fact is that nine out 2

of cvery ten hillmen are hissedars, and cvery curtailment of =i
the right of succes~ion to the khackaer is to thcir advantage, a%i
it brings in more lapsecd holdlngu, ‘which can noy he let out SN
far better profit than twenty per cent, on the revenue, As re-

gards heirs other than descendants, the widow has an- UWJoubt“d
claim to succced in the ubsenco of sons, and in this is prcfc‘r
to the daughters. In ihe casce of Rattan Singh versus Dhaunkalu
and cthors of Sirwana, Iriyakot, the plaintiff hissedar’ sucd
to oktain land from the dufondents cultivating on "behalf of thi
cazxceascd khaekar's widow, Sir 1., Ramsay ruled: "While the wife
of the dcceased khackar is alive this claim is inadmissible”
(9th May 1872). Collatcrals, as a rule), arc only allcowed to
succeed if they share in the cultivation of the holding (i.e.
area What is lnown as shikmi)’s There.are. 'no definite rulings

e, ke

% ae

Q

on the subjcct, but Mr, J.,R. Reid has expressed his opinion ¥
that section 9 of Act XII of 1881 misht fairly rcgulate succes=g

sion in this case. The right of an adoptcd son to succeed woulda
not be worth noticing were it not that it was denicd in seve ral
cases by Mr. Ross whilc Commissioner. Sir H, Remsay, howoever, .

%
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in the casc of Kamrup versus Narain Singh, Kirkhu,-iuwalgyun Wil
(1st Fcbruery 13882), clearly upheld the right of an adop“ed sonj-
to succeed, and in thb cascs of Sri Ram and another ycrsus -
Gaje SingH of Bhaweain, -Khatsyun (9th September, 1829 , Klrpa,
Ghiri, Kapholsyun versus Kedaru (lst August. 1894) this view has.
.been recaffirmed. Succession by rclatives other than-those men- %
“tioned can takc place with the consent of the co-sharer but. not;f
otherwise), but this may be rcgarded rather as a renewal of the -
Kha¢kari right than 2~ continuation of it,

The right of a khockar to cultivate and hold unmeasured land
in a villagce in which the measurcd land is not held entirely by
khackars has been doubted. In the casce of Fatceh Singh versus
Hansu and othgrp, oi Dyur Khador:, I1:alla Nagpur, the plaintiff
was a hiszedar and the defendants khackars cultivating in the

same v1llagu. The latter had cultivated unmeasured land and thc
former suced for possession, The court of first instance gave @
degrec. Sir He Romeay reverscd the decision in en order -which
has always becn regarded as thoe' Great' Charter of khaeckar liber-:
tics. "This claim for waste land is nothing morc or less then
-an atcompt to cstablish a zamindcrldl right within the village
boundaricse. Thoe kahckars of the village arc old maurusi. asamis,
laste 'unmeasurcd land is the joint property of ngcrnmrnt -and
the villagers. If it were decined advisable to establish-a’ - .
nayabad or to prcoscrve @& block of jungle, government: his the”
right to do so, though such waste land is left unintcrfered
with, if it is not required by government. The rcecorded hissedar
h~s no right to cloim hisscedari during thc currency of the
scttlement in jungle land brought under cultivation by the”
khackar, He may cultivite new land if he likes, but he cannot i
claim rent' on land,” which doas not belong to him" (4th February
1382) . At the present scttlement all khackars have been rccordcd
as such in unmeasurcd land found in thhlr pOSSCSSlono

"The khackari right is only heritoble, not transferable i
This was dcflnltcly laid down by Colonel Fisher, zs Comnissiongr,
in thc case of Suraj Singh vcersus amardeb and others, Gurarsyun .
(2nd Fcbruary 1885). The defendants were khackars in a village
hcld cntirely by khackars and sold part of the khaekari land.
Thc plaintiff hisscder sued to cancel the s2le, and failed- to
get a decrece. Coloncl Fisher ruled on appeal: "The rcspondents
can sublcasc their lends, they cannot transfer them by gift to <
others," This OF coursc holds a Fortlori in proprictary villgguef;
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In these, however, the right to sublet has becn by no mcans = @
always acknowledged, decisions having bcen sometimes given to
the effoct that if a khaekar cannot cultivate all ‘his land ; v
his duty to resign it to thc¢ proprictor. But in the case .of
Bakhtawar Singh of Chamlan Khatli versus Kaulu and another;'
where the hissedar sued torrycover land so sublet, Mr, Ross
in appeal ruled: ruled: "The proprietor cannot intcrfere. Kaulu is |
the khagkar and he caa cultlv;te throujh whom he likes. AL S
Kaulu's dcath, Rattanu's tcnency will cease, and Laulu-' hellsas
iy any, will succeed, or thc land will lapsc to the proprictOiigs
(19th Scptember 18£7)3 3
It is a vecry general practice for khackars to give cultivatss
ing poss;saion in some of. their land, as sccurity for the p2y
ment of a loan, that is to say by deed or vcrbally they mort=
gage their holdingss: In the case of Dhan Singh versus Makandus
Koty Sitonsyun, tha defendant, a khagkar, glmllgrly mortgaged
land to various people¢, and the plaintiff hisscdar sued to res
comearthe' landL” The “court jofsfirst inctance (Col. Garstinlisi
after examining the paopers found that two of the mortgages
had been recorded in the scttlement papers, that there was
hardly a tcnant in the village but had some lahd mortgaged, t2
the plaintiff admittcd that the custom of mortgaging for a siR
time was & common onc, and that if the defendant would redecn &
in a short time he would not objccti Plaintiff was given o dCCEs
thaet if defendant failed to redeom in two years he might redeCy
himsclf. Sir H. Ramgay in appeal ruled: “"As there is no spoc1u.
clause in the scttlement agreemcnt, 3nd the whole village docsE
“not appear to b in the hands of khackars, I do not sec why th
khackars of Kot should be different from others: If they can @
mortgage they can sclli Thercforo any mortgage that khackars =
can make nust be purely nominal, and can convey no right to &
any other, of the khackari land he holds" (22nd sugust 1873) <8
The order was cancelled and the plaintiff given immediatc posS®!
sion. No more¢ rocent case has occurred, but it is difficult ©
se¢e why the hissedar is prejudiced in 2 case of this. kind any
more than by a sublecase of thc holding, and the commonness of.
the latter custom is evidenced by the rcecord of the former: ond
‘preosent settlement. In either case the OCCUpunCY must terminz®
with the real khackar's deethy and as thers can thus be no un"
authorized prolongeotion of thc khackari tcnure the hissedar!
reversionary interest remains unimpaircd.

A
I
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At the last settlement the2 miscellaneous dues Layable by
custom Irom khagkars to hissedars were comiutedeinto a.- fix°d§w
rate of 20 per cent, on the land revenue, the khaekars payind -
to the hissedars this armount in e»cess of thnegovernncnt rﬂvenue.
In. theefolloviny villages this percentace was, hOWQver den :t
frome- o

Pargana | Pati ' Village ' ,“mount 'Remarﬁé
4 L - IR
1 I : 7 — (R 5
’ y 1 d _ ) Eas .
_ ' ('3imirgaon lacca o Lolloaoh( '
‘ : ) 'Chizidhar ... 50 ! :
' ('Daheli ... ') ) .
Channdkot'Curarsyun .)sKirshal ... .o '( 10 'Per cent
' ( Pcli Halli o oo o S l) L :
' ) . San ’l‘l F:lkOti N ) e v 0 : . ( ¢ -
'Maundarsvune 'Amota S€ra ... eee : 40 'Per cent

At the jpresent settlcment the amount h:is reen equalized to
20 per cent, in every casee ;

The ejection of khaekiars can only tilke pluce on a decree oI
Court which is usually only made in case of sroved inability
to pay the assessment, for instance, non—satljfactlon of a
decree for rente It thuc happens that the ejection of khaekars
i= almost unknown. The hissedar is also very cautious in inter-
fering with a khaeckari holding unless armed with a ladawa as .
it generally ends in his bazing muleted in costse

The »oints which have been nost contested regarding the tenurs.
of the sirtan have been the permancnc< o. his holding and hic
liability to ejectment. &is recerds the right 2: sirtans of long
standing to a permanent occupency, the most various rulings hive
been given at differ:nt times. In the cace o: Mopta and other:z
ol Bajyuvn, Talla Migpur vercus Kitalu, t'ie plrintifis rhoehade
held land as girtans glnce 1€40 if not earlier, sued in 1074 to.
have thzir holding mace a khaekari once The Court of first:
instance held that plaintiifs should have sued within three vears
from settlement to alter the entrveé "Act X of 1469 is notein e e
force in this district, and therefore -length of tenure does not
give an occupancy righte" Th.re dis a want of sequence in the '
reasoning, but Sir H. kamsay affirmed the decision (21lst ‘anril -
1974)e On the other hand, in the case of Parmenznd and another,
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versus Biju and others of Jaspur, Dhaundyzlsyun, the nlaintii
hissedars, sued to.recover lund from sirtang, Biju and othoer
whose names were not enterel in the settlement pDapers. It wa
found thet the latter had held wore thoen thirty years, and t
fore. "by tie law of ilimitation” could nct be disturbed,:Sir ﬁ:
uamsay dlgﬂlq ed tnm hlsvadar¢ﬁ an'ehl (lSth Janu“Ly 1894)

de;endgnu, l‘u.\,z.n*r *11Lu ly 2 10! obcppuucy LQHULC wcrc only liu i
to pay rent as lhaekars. Thus the trinsformation was made com,

The famous decision of Lzl Sinch versus Amar Singh and oth
given bv the Board om 22nd Scptenb: r 1067 finzlly decided (liat
sirtans could not obtain cccupancy rights by length of tenure.
The plaintiff sucd to eject the defendantp a sirtan who had hel
over twelve vecrsn The evidenca was chiefly of a negative chan
racter, but it was found Lthat there was nothing to zhes theh
sirtans obtained oceuvpancy richts after twelve years possesciol
and Mr. Daniell acco.dind¢ly held that "the Commissioner's decis
sion igs contrary to usade in Garhwalp =nd must therefore be
reversednt This decision was held to govern all cases till 1€f1
though it would a:;perr thai: the Roard did riot intend & strictll
literal interprestation oI the ruling that no lencth oi tenure
whatever would confcr occupency riihts, bv the case of Ratti
Ram versus Sher Singh of Amkoti, i'endalsvun, in which the nlain
RS Ve it ans aiho had heldYsince 1857, wsuedtof establishrtaisss
of occupancy and cot a decrce which was coniirmed by the Board
tlie 6th January 1890n In the case of Utctim ilath versus Murtihi,
Anrin Malla Dhangu, however, the plaintiff, a sirten cjected ir
wagste common land broken up by him since settlement, suedsiol
reinstatementn On the 16th Junuary 1l6L9 the Comnissioner HMr.
ruledn "There is no law or custom in Garnwal that leaves an
occupancy and improving tenant at the inercv of.the so-called
landholders. The first principle ol the lond law in Garhwal is® 8
that in settled and assaessed lunds only hbvc the so-called landd
hol lers -complete and undivided proprietary richts ... Landhol: 18
so-called have ther:Zore nc preierential cla"n to land bxokon'
upP bv cultivetors without aid. £rout thém, . 2nd i fv-hosel cLYLiys
remain in possessioin ior a suflicientl: lonc time bﬂOlpOued ;’j
Shilewl andfiodderg o, wita thoi¥r: cdnsent; the 1zndhol "ors hrve 1o
title to eject them." The Board in upholdlins this judgmient -
cbservein "The fact zupcars to ke that when lMessrs,. Trail andi o
Batten cnd to somc extent also Mr. Beclkett made theiir cettl me?J

Gontclttsa
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tenants were schrrce in the hill tracts and the question of
occupzancy richts received little AttrnNEicNe oo The sirtan is”
a purely temporary occupant of land an'i must not be confounded :
with tenants who have lroken up and brou:-ht under cultivation ":..
waste lsnd, and have continued to occupy uninterruptedly throLc
» long series of vears® (20th January 18%1). It is a curiousz
instance oi the way in which each case of tenures is settled ag*
‘it arises in Garhw2l by a referznce to firstrcauses,:lnstead. e O
"oi according to established precaedent, that when it was desmrpd ¢
aiter the above ruling to asceriain in wkgt iy issegars,
khaekars ond sirtans should be recorded in nnmeasured land in
their posseosion st the present nett¢ement, this was done by
calling togetlerr the neoplz of several pattis and asking their
~pinion on tie subject, The opinion as to th+ right of sirtans
in waste land was that they should in all cases bg recorded as
cirtcens, and this was accordingly done, till the Senior Member
M, Re&id came to koow of the maltter in 1693 and altered the
arranganent accordind to the ruling in the alxve case. Sirtans
who hadl cultivited blocks < new land and had been in DOJ”O‘°lOﬂ‘
therac? Jor 2 number o0 vears were to be recorded as khaeskars in
such land,

(To Te Continued)
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War With Sikkim and the Chaubisi S

Sl _oiates
Dy
Baburam Acharya‘c

(Continued) | .:lbﬁﬁ

raj Pande sent on th& task ol besieging Tarlu, capital of Lamjh
towzrd the end ofeSeptember 1782 ile occuried Chiti and Chisap#é
without a fighte end ultimately overean Tarku. On lovember lll"ﬁ
Raja Biramardan Shah and ierdkumardatte £led from Lamjung ené
reuched Muktikshetra thiough the lananc liimale' From there thoy |
proceeded along the pzanks o:f the Kald--Gandeki river and reached
the Tarai territorv of Harskumardatta, where both oI them took
shelter, Biramardan Shan wrote a letter from Ramnagar pleadind &
for permission to bring hic family from Lamjung and take them tO
Kashi whers he wanted to spend his last duyse Queen R jendralas
gave him permission to do soe

After his return to Katlmeardu, Vamsha Raj Pande held negot
tions with Raja Siddhinarayan Shah of Keski for five monthsa On
May 16, 1782, a trecty was concluded, unler which Raja Siddhi-
narayan Shah accepted the suzerainty of thec llepal Governmente
Raja Siddhinarayan gZi.ah then returned to Kaskie At the time
0of Sikkim's invasion of the Kirat region, some Linkus sided
with the enemy, whiles scowne remained loyal to the Nepal Governiis
When the assassination of Dhwajbir Sen demoralized the Sikkimes
xajendrelaxmi summoned the loyal Limbu leaders with a vieu tO
punishing those who had collaborated with the enemye But the v
on the western front did ot 2nd until the conclusion of the '
treazty with Kaskige Only whezn a treaty was concluded with Kaski
were the Limbu leaders, vho had come to kathmandu, sent bacik to
Kirat along with arms and expensese Thercafiter, peace was resio
in both Kirat and tor-n¢. Kaji Abhiman Simha Basnyat returned
to Kothmandu after stationing Keji Swarup Simha and Sardar PrZ
Rana in these arcase P

c

e o —

xBaburam Acharyag HNegdallko Suymkshipta Vrittanta (A Concise
‘Account of Mepal¢. Kathmandu: 2022 (19g6), ppe 87-Sle
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Bhim Khawasy wlho n~d been sent tor the! battle oﬁ~SironchoP i
carly in 17€2 as Subedar of the Srinath Companv, ‘returned artec@
the end of that war, ile was then appointed as Chief Secretirv.;
of Mueen Re jendralami dnd also given onurge:o the Mlnt.'\&j;“
yamsha Raj Pande, wno rog’ rded the position of minizterras o «%
mononoly, was dissatiufipd with the favors shown on,BhimhKhawasg
nccordingly, kajendralaxni, on Decembar 26,71763, .r . banishedr?
Vaiigsha Raj Pande from th» countiys

then King Mukunda Sen II of Palpa died, he was ‘succeeded. ov;
his eldest son, Mahadatta Sen. Like LLU father, Mahadattai;Sen:
was hostile to the Mep:l Governmint, He resolved to occupy,Upary#
dang Gadhi. iith this end in view,  -he ‘decided to win over Kaji -
rRamirisinna Kunwar, who had been deputed o protect this area.
On September 13, 1783, he wurote =z letter to Ramkrishna‘Kunwar
accordincly. On learning of this, Queen Xajen dralaxmi held dis-
cuscions with Bhin Khawas, wvith reghrod Lo steps to be taken to
annex the state off Palpa, Bhim Khawos advised her torentrust
this task to Kaji Swarup Siwha Karki, giince the waer of rPallo-
kirat had ended by that timey Xaji Swarup Simha Karki was therc--
fore summioned to Kathmandu. This was alsc one of the reasons ;n:ich
led Vamsha Rej Pande to leave Newels After Swerup Simha Karkits
return, & plan was prcrmhﬂl to occupy not only Palpe, but also
Parbat znd ocher Chaubisi stetesy Accerdingly, Keji sbhiman
Simha Basnyat was sent w1th five compunies of troops to occupy -
Palps, end six companies were despatchad to Parbat wnder the
command of Kaji !'aru Shah. Otner “ajiz +md Sardars were also:’
deputed. These troops Ifirst set up their camp at Werrangmi in’
Pzllo-iTuwaliot witii a view to occupying that state. The troops
of that stets entrerniched at ristiy ”hreo companies of -Gorkhali':
troops were thercforae despatched to risti, which was. then occu-~x
piled. On Fekruary 2&, 17.4, Raja Aridaman Shah escaped. One : -
company of the Corkhali trcops remesined there, while the rest? -
returned t» Varmzingmni. 211 the thres ccrpanies then invaded the -
stite of Poiyun in cthe south and occupied ity The RaJa of Pu*jul
fled.

Meanwhile, Abhiman Simhs Basny=t proceeded southward from &
Tanahu toward Palpra. lie <rossed ithe le; Condaki river and the f*
Manobhzrat randge to reach Gaintiznkot (17 zulpur) Hz occupied {he™
outposts oi Palpa which vere citurted on ti.€ way and overranrs
the enemy inra minor skirmish at“Waldung. On April 4,l7u4,-bQ3
occupici Tansen, capltal of Palpa. The chief administyator- /.
appointed by Kingrlivhadatita Sen of Palps in therTarail reglonﬂi
of Butaul defected to the Gorkhali side. MahadattarSen then tooks
refuge with the Raja o:f Arghe..
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Raja Kirtibam Malia of Parbat then nzde massive pr»pu"a;'OT
for war and mobkiliz ,an ~rmy which vae , bicger thant:that of J
Corkha.tith the Puroort of the Raja of Satahun, his feudzioiiM
he sent his troops to Dahara-Lekh. Maru Shah therecfter "EC‘C'*~
Piiyun and recalled his troops from there to Warpangmix leaniid
Raja Siadni Werayan Shizh or Keski want over to the enenmnyy unu_'.
threw aw:zy the treaty which he had concludal with Xing Ran J250sS
Sheh at the Gorkhali camp =@t Kristi, thOfﬁvj inforrming the GGf“
khalis that he had chiopgated it. Wien this report rzached Katb

nandu, it was felt thot the Soukhali troups 1n Yiuwakot 'would be
encircled. Queon ﬂ;jend alaxmi, tlwrefore, ordered trooms tc be

withdrawn £rom bot!lh frontex On dune 3, 17€4, Faruw Shah wit amw_ :
from kFuvakot and lLaought hie troops to Lamjung., On June &, /bif
Abhiman Simha Basavat similerly uithidrey from Palpc and came
Lamjung along witnh his troops.

The troops of Parpat then occupiwd Makaidanday situated LO8
the westc of Lamjundy, on June 22, 1784, 'Men chis ucwn reachzd
Rathmenduy a company o7 troops was despatchel under the comiadif
of Swarup Simha Karki. These troop¢ attucked the enemy and A2
ed hims Ganesh rlalla, commande: oi the Parlet arwyy was captlls
Swarup Simha then returmed t9 Xathmandu, while Mhimen Simhkz
Bosnyat and Maru Shali spant th? ronsbon at differcent wlaces i
Tanahu.,

Hdeanwhile, Rajenloalasuni daveloped siumptoms of tubercul
Out of frustraztion, she, on the advice oi#f Bhim Khawvas and 3SW:iiees
S dmhay summoned Dalajif Shah and appointed hiim &s Chaoutard on’"“
Qctoker 13, 1974 in order to ensure thaet there wes no danger &

the po.ltion o# her minor con, Rana, Bahsaur Shah, DilzjitvSihge
had diseppeared after the death of Pritiwi lizrzyan £hah., Onls
one year was left ol the sacred-threzd  investitwwrs ceremonyss
o.. Rarns. Echaduir Shin. Dut Rajendralasmi want2 the ceremcny €9
be complctea much anead o tha stirulited ditey She *ler”fof’

vent to Po:k%; along with heir courtiers. Prohzakly, Dahadur Eb is
was invit=d to the ceremnony, But Bahadur Shahh wes suszuacilous 9;
the invitacion. T waos to fispel his suspicion thet Dalajit 50
was appointed as Chnutera bezforehand. aladur Shah tock this 8
appointment as en indication that wisdom had £inally dawned 28

[
hls gigster-in-law. e “herefore attenie’ the ceremonvi On

g - = - " ey
January 1, 1785, Rana HBeahzdur Shah's sacred thread 1nvc~t13u-

cecemcny was performed under the supeBrvision of Yeau Hath HAS:
the chief royal priest. :
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On Completion of the sacred thread investiture ceremony
ssueen Rajendralarani returnad to Kathmendwe along wiitn. Bashaduiy ,
Snah.Vimsha Raj Pande tco was pirobebly invited to the ceremony.ﬁ
If not so, he might hnve been suaioned to (Gorkha to take chrisrge
Oof the campuaiyn to convuwer Kaskl. lowevecr, h=2 did not go tor:
Goriha, seeind that Swoerup Simh Korki still occupi<d. @ domisr .
nant sogition in ~hs Yalecey On Morch: 2, 1935, howeves,. Vamsha .
Raj Panide came lack to Kathmandu, though reluctantly,.: Zut withe ¢
in 45 d&ys aftor his arrival in Kathmendu, Vamsha 2aj Pande wves
charge.' witnh hevin commiitied a crave crime and,r on  April 21,
2755, he was bhaheaded at thae royval palace gardensy Behadur ‘Shels -
naturallv resented this acte But he had to ramain silent, es-
he himself{ was powerless and was virtuslly living in cdetention:s

Soon after liquidating Vancsha Raj Panlde, Rejendralexmi orderec, r
Delajit Shah and Swarus Simha Karki to cccupy Kaski. Gorkhali )
troops werz alreedy stationcd in ad=2t¢uate strength in Tanahu,
Cormanading the necessary nunbaer of troups, walajit Sheah and
Swarup Simhe Karki reuched Kaski and occupled Runakait and Arghavy,. |
on a singl=s day withouve any fighting. On June 11, 1785, i.c. :
the third day oif the conr uest off these two areas, they occuniet
Zarankot, and Reia Siddhinarayan Shah fled throuvaghy toe- Muktinath
-route (nd disappenrgd. kaslkl vas then merged into the Hingdom
of Ltepal. ‘ 3

Alhimen Simhe Basnyat had been despatched to occupy other
petty states in chae andhi-Khola »rea. Orn Junz 17, 1785, Reja
Bhupanaraysn Sheh oi Satahun mec Abhinen Simha Pasnyatran’ accept:it:
the suzercinty or !epal. Raje Dhakta Xhan of saraghun was a miior,
being nine years of age only. His guardianc left him tc the | ]
protection of Abhiman Simha Dasnyats Later, Raj: Benil lrasad- |
Sen of Risiing and Raja Chakrapati Ehen of Charikot sowght, pro-
tection from the licpal governmants Hovevzi, the rulers ofrdhor | |
and Poaiyun loct their kingdoms, becausc they had suppogted tha
Rz jiu of Parbaty These petty ot tes were subseguently merged into
Mepals Swarup Simha Karki was made governcr (Hakiin) of Kaski, , .
and stationad in Poklarz. Delajit Sheh too stayoed there. Jdbnliman -
Simha DBasnyat roturned to Kithuondu alenc with therRajes wino.. o
had prefe. rod to seck Nepal's protectionys g i

«

- BRI R A L RN

" Rujendra Laxmi vias azfrcid thai Sahodur Shah might ovarthrow

her son, Rana Bahs ur Shah, in order to take rovenue for the .

way she had tr.cted him. This was the reason why Rajendralasaad)

following the advic: of Phin Xhawas cnd Swaruvp Simha Karki,'hadii
] d i
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brought Behadur Shali ta Nethmindu. Hor mrimasy aim was to cxrwi
him, and as the first step o this cnd shc had becheaded Vamsh
Raj Pande. In order to carry out the remaining nart of this plé
e Rehaes ] amd i de-makicnlly prderaditht] arresh cf Bzhadur Shan 0
July 2, 178685, and thoen iwprisonsd nim znid tight security arré
gements at Pharpinc, a village situcted 7 miles to the south
of Katlmandu, Bahzdur Shah was thug pDut Loenin? brrs for the uh*‘°
el BnesSone Iuly 13,1785, 1 1,2, wricliing 12 days ziter Ben.dub
Snah'®s arrast, lucen Rejendisalexmi soddenly dield, Lhn"ubj digx
curkific the edainidcration of tha coundry once ogeain,

Durins the ruele of 2njendeal=zaciy gu:cc v il s on tu'
souvthern ifront-until +thz and of Ylarrea lidstings' ruls in Ia
I LMFE5S JowWwiver, conmzrcinl s lu;"onr ith Tibat lhzd Q;gun
worscening since Gho c*rly days oi hoer ruls, '

Dueen=RE yendra ke smmit iy e sieert s .lj afWstopno rulers Learinh
beécn born in the princely :amilj lgd wihich rovelled da
LRtV R Sha Cspdnt ™ e :ﬂolcsc ENnCéy in Lu; voyalicourty - itgies
;aLUrally expected that shiz would lack IZircwness. anié courge.
2t alpc actuelly domonstrated thes: qualitics at times of cri
Her® succzss in' gotting '©id oit Bzhadur Shei,  and finally A3
sending e, testificd to her fimmaese and strong will LoWeTeL
she also displaved cowarlice charactoeristic ol a WJmun. Tor o
voars shic suspended tiny campaign to extend ths frontiers of
fiesal,  stectad by Prithwinsriyan Shzh. Fhe Cimansion: ofslaiegt
frontiers wp to the iElicandoicd during her rule was due to f£o47
tuitousicircumstencaes,; cathes thaeit'a diesiga, hbecayse thelsettys
statas in thet arca w.ic z.nuxid only when Gorkhali troops atté
2d to repulse the aggressors Had Juceen R;j;njl“l aadl soughic
concilizcion with Bahadur Shah, instecad of working acgainsc
and had she pcid attention to Pritnvi itravan Shah's nlan foi
territorial expansiony the frontiers of jiczal would have cons
derably oxpondzal during her lifetin-~, Sho vould then have e
uch famne, which later wont Lo RDehidur Sheh. HoJever, no recon
ciliztion was possibl. betwrecn thase two weisons, becaust ox
sus: icious, jealous and unstable cheracter, and other normal
" female choricteristics of rmucen Rejenloaluxmi. This retarded
Hlejcal's procraessy » X
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Population Census-Statigtics for Ehadcaun, 1853

Bricf particulars regarding the population census conducted
_in 1856 ..De. by Primc !{ddnister Janygy Bahadur had been given in
Regmi kResearch Series, Year 2, Uch 5, M~y 1, 1870, ppe 117-°1G,-
JMore doteiled ficures have now become availalle. The fellowing:
statistics relute to Bhadgaun town in Kathmandu. These statistics
wereg® collected during a period of 1o days between Bhadra Badi &
and Bhadra Sudi 10, 1910 Vikrama (,ucust~Scptember,1853)%

Name of Tol Yo, 0of houses Mcn flcmon  Yotal population

Tile Tocateh

1, Bharabacha 8g* 15

293 259 562
2. Itachhe 168 22 531 510 1,047
e Lankﬁdhuka 178 5 511 539 1,050
4., Lakolanchhe 120 17 436 412 848
5. Kauma 11e x 448 444 892
G+ Tekhacho 322 31 1,072 983 2,055
7, Tulachhe 129 3 423 40¢ L 831
5. Ghakha 92 9 339 300 629
9, Malachhe 163 13 558 564 1,122
10.7anlachhe 167 6 606 565 1,171
1l. zumadhi 226 Ga 793 781 1,574
12 .Chochhe 293 21 589 g61 1,750:
13.Wolachhz 166 30 €74 62C 1,302
14.Ilacho‘ 164 72 546 633 1,279

contdese


http:l:.la(.1i
http:1.1.::i.ve

196

¥rat hando 256 25 778 738 1,516
Golmadhi 259 &7 1,214 1,148 2,862
Tauchayal 302 16 584 £36 1,720
Yanchheo 241 35 740 775 1,523-fu
Jela 160 19 637 €12 1,249
Chamkhel 227 20 722 708 1,430
Thalachhe 132 14 404 380 7G4
Kgachha Bl 9 234 247 451
Guchhe 58 & 190 176 366
Taulachhe 443 37 ' 1,249 1,232 2,457
TOTSL 4,613 623 15,279 14,755 30,034
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Tiie Lamapathi Levx

In several -~=vtr ol xathmanau Valley ~nl oisher areas in tae
Gions : cuddi.ist pricsts (luma) vere ti ad"LionvlTY

to recite pravers and incentatiocus to ward off impend-
ing heilstorms end thereby protect crops. The following documoins

1
"~ Q SRS e
shned 1icohit on this systeai.

1. Patan znd Fhadgaoun

Gombu Dharke Lema of Jaulakhal, Pacan, submitied che Folloil-

ing petition to Prim~ Ministoeor Chondra Shrmsher: "On Narti): 29,
1667 (Wovembzer 14, 1S10)5 ol ovder hed b=zen iscuoed entitling ny
father, Sonanm hyqlav Lams, to protect crops in the: districte -af
Patan sind Buadgaun from nailstorms and take vhatover vas offizrad
wrillingly by the meople. On Sirawan 11, 1621 (Suly 26, 1924),

on & coizlaint £iled by Gadul Sinch Lame ond othiars, the Firet
Diwani *Adalet rulad that cthoele had no rizh’t <o collect this

aVYe. rvever, ny iabtlher, Soncin Gyalbu Lanc is now dead, and
I therciore proy thot on order be issund antitling me to protentc
cropes in tha whove--wentioned two districts from haillstorms and
take hatever mey be oficred willingly by the pecplg.?

The hadcanichainr Ofiice (of the Primo Ministar) then sent
the Zollowing note to the Pherd Pandobast Revort Phant OJEicw:
- _}

"1Z the gpllicant, Gombu Dharke Lama, kriows the .ites +ithat mush
be periformal to prevent hwilstorms, an order may be icsued in uis
name encitling uim to rotect cLong in th=s two districtz of
Patan end Bhadgsun Zrom hoilstorws, keop the people sctis’ied,
and tole whatever chvey way ollier te Ludm rillingly.

Inguirias werz wade chrouch the rovenue (11al) officez in
Patan and Bhcdooun to accertain whether ,ombu Dhuwk Loma ki
the rites that nust be rerformed to ward ofY hrfilstorms. ihe
local ryots an! revenue functionbrics (ighinaiks) hove shorfed

-~

= report co the effect that iz possesscs such knowleddexs

The matter has now bwon reported ko (Pr1m~ Minioster Chindica
Shomsher) <hrough the Purji Yhont (Secticn) cf the Muluki Jdda.
Tl Pehad Dondobast Reyort Phant Office is h reby directed o
issue an order auvthorizing Curbu Dherlss Lamé throuchout his
life-time to vrotect cropes in the two districts of Pntzn and

Conileee
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Bhadgaun »xrom hllSLOLN;, kecp thr rvots satieilied, and take
whatever they may oifer willingly. This order will be rescinded
if it is proved that anvthing has keen collected by force from
the ryots, or that they uLuve becn harmed.

Targa 17, 1581
(DPCDML.r 2, 1024)
regmi Research Collections, Vol. ll, pne. 433-34.

2. Xaski end Lamjung
In Kaski and Lemjung districits, Lamas wino performed these
s«<rvices held land, ass lgnmwnts amounting to approximately 20
ropanis on a tzx-free basis. sn order issued by Pllmy Ministor
Mohan Shamsher on Jcstha 31, 2007 (June 14, 1850) stated, "Tw"s“
.districts are zituatel near the Himzlevas and hence face groeant
danger rom hailstoitass ¥rom the month oif lMartik (commenc;ng
.October 16) to th: time when cropsiare harvested every yeary
Lamzs have been nerforming religious functions to propitiate
the clouds (Megha-Malz), as well as the gods Indra and Bhumi,
and thereby warding off hailstorms und protectia thes local
peonlz2., This system should not be abollshcﬂ. The government bhzs
not been making any paym-nt (to the Lama), who only takes whut- !
ever is offoered willingly by the people as Lamcpathix A plo'1‘ ok
mation shall bc made to the :fliect that paym.nts ghall he mads

veluntarily by the people, and that force shall not e used.”

LM'A.{% sy

Regml Research Collactions, Vol. 12, pp. 369-70.

Other References

R

1, Herilel, Pahad :inl RBishaya (Revenue Offices in the H111r§
fathmandu: Nepcali Bhash. Prakeshini Jamiti, 200€ (1931;-,

Y. 16,

2. Manesh C. Regmi, Lana Tenure and Waxation in Nepals
vol, IIXI, Berkeley: Univ. rsity of Cslifornia Press,

;?65, P. 28,
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Revenue Scttlement I [ry. 3%

W

Villoge, 18

5¥
1837
To Agnidhar lJadhyu, Chi labi],:..l Padhyu an:i I\harlqm.ndg X’ad ?1;"'
akhivas of the village of Karkinata in tuwakot * (Syan Ja¥ :

dlSuriCt, vhich has Lecn assicned as Jagir tc the uimngnat
Battalion (Paltan).

In tha coursc of surveye conducted in that village during 7%
the year 1£93 Vikruma (1836 a.D, ), revonue wvas dixed at Rs 1966
and 5 annas’s Tho sources includad in this ficure arc the actu"
assessments from tha Sceriea ¢nd Saun. Fagu leviass, judicial™”
fines (Danda-Kunda), oscheats (ilarvo-aputali), flnes on peroone
convicted cf adultury (Chak-Chakui), and all paymonts due to the
local administrator (Amali)’. '

A

v

i [N LD

Revenues from Crown liwvies (Raja-inka), treasure-troves '’
(Kelyan=dhun), levics du™: to the chief Lpliglous authority
(Dharm.dhikar), fines, -tec. collected from wersons .convicted!
oi nurder,ccw~-slauchter, wastc fornst, river and other productS,
levies Aut: to the arsenal, feec collected on the appointment
of the local administrccor, hoswitality charges (Mejmani) and”
payment du: during the Duashain festlval will “be collected in-
addition,

The brewkdown of the annual payvment of Re 168 end 5 annug,
due for one year from Baisakh Bfdi 1, 1097 (Anril 1687). is as
follows: Serma (Rs 126 and § annas), Scuna Fagu (Rs ll znd 13~
annas), Jsneni (collections ifrom unscheduled sources™ Rs 60).
Tnis amount shzll be handed over tc the Amali cvery year in
Zour cgual installmont: in the months c¢f DRrisakh, Shrawan,
Kartik and Felgun. - i

The rvots shzll not make any extra vdymnnt, nor. ¢ hgll uqﬁ?
Amz1i dcwund any. In czsc hLie makes any <colloction in Lxcess~;
of the stipulated amount. (Thek-Ranai) , the matter shall be ™
reported to us. “ e RO gy S
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holdinges} nor shell veou demend roemissions for depopulated hwld
ingsl On these¢ conditioug) we hereby wake this Thek-Thiti arrasss
AR

georicnt in your namesl PRESS

Chaitra Sudi 15, 1893
(April 1£37)
Regmnl Reskarch Colloctionsl}l Vol, 351 ppl 100-01.

*AA KK o hkK
Monopoly in Suprly of Sozp,l1E47

From King Surcndral
To KRarna Khanl

We nereby gfant you a mcaopoly for the salda of “soap procu:ﬁﬁ,
from Silgadi in Doti for the vear Baisakh Badi 1 through' ChaltTisiss
Sudi 15} 104 (yrar cornmeincing April 1847 L.D.) on payment of §
Rs 30. ko rcemission shall bo allowedl

Jestha Badi %, 1904)
(ME'.Y 1847) i

Regni Research Collectiongl Voll 37, p. 2151 \
/
. kKK KKK AW KKK :
(S.B. Mzharjan). . e ﬁ
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