CHAPTER |1

Land Policy of the Bijni Raj Estate during the Mughal and the British Period

The Bijni Raj Estate which was a part of Undividedalpara district was subordinated
by the Mughals initially and thereafter passedveroto the British East India Company by
means of the Mughal Emperorfarman of 12 August, 1765. On the strength of Mughal
Emperor’'sfarmanthe British came into possession of fievani of Bengal, Bihar and Orissa.
At that time Goalpara district was a part of Bengala result of which Bijni Raj Estate was also

resettled under the colonial rule.

In the Mughal period, large areas of the courgmained with the Hindu chiefs, who had
at any rate, a claim to sovereignty, but had suedhito the Muslim rulers on terms which
preserved to them internal jurisdiction; These temight include the payment of a fixed tribute,
or merely the personal service of the chief witl toops, but in either case the Muslim
administration did not ordinarily interfere withettassessment of collection of the revenue so

long as the terms were obsenved.

The KochRaja Parikshit Narayan was a tributary chief underMheghals. His kingdom
suffered territorial loss, and was confined betwtenriver Manas on the east and the Sonkosh
on the west. His son Chandranarayan was recogaseXamindarby the Mughal authority,
and he was considered as the founder of the Bigiidgnasty’ The Bijni Rajawas a defacto
ruler of the Bijni Estate, and thus the assessrmaadt collection of the revenue continued on

traditional line without interference of the Empero
3.1. Revenue System in Bijni Raj Estate during Mughal Rule:

The Bijni Raj Estate had to pay a tribute of aggtegf Rs. 5998 for Bijni and Rs. 3486
for Bijni Duar annually to the Mughal when it was underneathNhghal command. After a
period of time the tribute was adjusted to an ahdeapatch of 68 elephants for Bijni and 40

elephants for BijnDuar. Estimate of each elephant were specified in Narag Rs. 88. In case



of the problem of inadequacy of elephant a squasl seaveyed by th&lazimto the Bijni Raj
Estate to seize a substitute of tribute. Time agairaMughal government accumulated their
dues forcibly?

When it was under the Mughal influence, Raja of Bijni Estate impose&ayerduties
on the Garos on their manufacturing goods whicly gwd at the border markets established by
them. Even in the advance stage of Colonial rujaiBlaj continued to levy those duties from
the Garos. The Governor General in Council, ofi 28y 1790, ordered to abolish the collection
of Sayer®

Inspite of continuous efforts of the Mughal Govesnt, the rule of paying revenue in
cash did not materialise in Bijni Raj Estate. Ev#inthe first half of 19" century theRyots
(Praja) of Khuntaghat and Habraghat pay half portion ledirt revenue in homemade cotton
clothes in lieu of cash to theaja of Bijni. From the Tobrang (TamrangBgel where 1400Mon
dry fish was produced the Bijni Raja got half pomtiof it asBarshik (yearly) Jalkar.” As the
ryots did not want to pay the revenue in cash soZidmmindaralso faced problem to pay annual
revenue in cash to the Mughal Government. As dtrésaugh the revenue was fixed in money,
the Mughal Government had to accept their tribntelephant, cotton, Aagar wood etc in lieu of
cash money.

3.2. Revenue System in Bijni Raj Estate during British Rule:

The Colonial government of India introduced a ngelitical organisation which was
based on the principles that was qualitatively idigar from the customary system that was
widespread in the country in those days. The Briéiso laid the foundation of a latest financial
arrangement which demanded new values, new typdsaiming, new approaches and new

equipments for its operatich.

Upon acquiring thdiwani of Bengal by the East India Company, the Bijni Eajate
had to give gifts in the form of elephants to thetigh. In the years 1776-1787 A.D, only 90
elephants were received out of 816. So with reconaaion of the collector of Rangamati in
1788 A.D., the mode of payment in kind was againveoted to an annual money payment of

Rs. 2000/-. However thRaja of Bijni was allowed a deduction of Rs. 850/- fraghe annual



payment as compensation for abolitionSdyer Thus, the British government received total

revenue of Rs. 1150 per annum from aga of Bijni.*°

However doubts had been expressed in some quageoswhether Bijni Estate had been
brought under the Decennial Settlement. It is atpof interest to ascertain whether the Bijni
Estate in Goalpara came under the Decennial Settiemhich was in due course of time made
permanent. Most of the contemporaneous accouratedeto the Bijni estate are of the view that
the Bijni Raj Estate by 1791 A.D. was completelglinled in the Decennial Settlement. The
Jamaat the Decennial Settlement for the Bijni Raj Estaas fixed at Rs. 2000 per anntiit is
to be noted thaflama fixed at the Decennial Settlement was usually dixe perpetuity in
Goalpara. However an exception had been made pecesf Bijni Estate. The revenue fixed
permanently for Habraghat was Rs. 1177 and for Kdglrat it was Rs.177 and an amount of Rs.
584 was deducted as compensation for the abolitiddayer In 1853 theRaja of Bijni paid a
Jamaof Rs.1770/-. As per the report of the QuinquelRegister, the Bijni Raj paid an annual
revenue amounting to Rs. 220%-The annual revenue paid by tRaja of Bijni in the first part
of 20" century amounted to Rs. 1500/-. The amount of negehat the Bijni Raj paid towards

the end of its long rule amounted to Rs. 235%/-.

The Bijni Raj Estate was managed by Bwvanon behalf of theamindar The Dewan
was the head of the Revenue administration. He tiwassole authority of rent collection,
settlement of rent. There were other officers urtierDewanto assist him. The rates of rent
were not uniform in the Habraghat and Khuntaglergana In Habraghaparganathe rate of
rent for all winter paddy landsSéli lands) was fixed at 1Rlarayaneerupees é&hal, but the
Zamindarcollected at the rate of INarayaneeupees in Habraghptirganaand in others at Rs.
10/-, while in Khuntaghaparganathe rate of rent was Rs. 6/Hal. In 1825, David Scott who
had been specially deputed under Regulation VII8#2, fixed the rate of rent f&ali lands at
Rs. 9/-(and in some areas at Rs. 1NAyayaneeupees and at Rs. 4-8-0 pwl of 17.5bighas
for 10 sukhowavillages in theparganaHabraghat. But the rate of rent was much highan th
what had been paid years before, which was saithve been as low as Rs. 2/- pat in the

areat?

Indra Narayan, the thetamindarof Bijni Estate tried to enhance the rate of enRs.

14/-, Rs. 11/- and Rs. 6/- in various localitiegf the tenants opposed tEamindar's move.



This shows the growing consciousness among theap&gsof their rights. The BijnRaja
appealed to the Governor General in council, whooayed the Deputy Collector to make a
regular settlement of Bijni Estate. In 1855, thepDty Collector of Goalpara district, who was
appointed by the Governor General in council, fixieel rates of the rent for different classes of
land. Those rates were usually known aspheganarates and were extended to all classes of

land®®

In 1870 A.D., the Deputy Commissioner restructutteel rates in Bijni Raj Estate. The
Habraghatparganaand Khuntaghaparganawere two mairmparganasof Bijni Raj Estate and
the new rates were as follows: In Habragbatgang homestead land with garden, Rs. 1/- per
bigha homestead land -/11&nna4 pie perbigha Sali or Aman rice land -/7/annaperbighg
second quality -/6/anna 3 pie perbigha third quality -/5/6pie perbigha Ahuland -/2/10pie
perbigha On the other hand in Khuntaghmrgang homestead land -/8&nnaperbigha Sali
or Aman rice land -/9/pie perbighg and rice land -/4/annaperbigha®

In 1908 A.D. the Deputy Collector of Goalpara hiasd the rates of rent in the typarganasof

Bijni Raj Esate in the following way.

Table depicting the rate of rents in different typef lands in Habraghagtargana of Bijni
Estate’’

ParganaHabraghat Rs. a.p To Rs. a.p. bli:;ira
Basti 0-10-0 1-0-0 bigha
Sali land 0-6-3 1-12-0 bigha
Sali (ancestral) 0-4-6.5
Ashu 0-12-10 0-8-0 bighal
Farma 0-4-9 0-8-0 bigha




Table depicting the rate of rents in different typsf lands in Khuntaghgtargana of Bijni
Estate’®

Pargana _
Khuntaghat Rs. ap. To Rs. a.p, Per bigha
Basti 0-8-0 1-0-0 bigha
Sali land 0-9-4 0-12-0 bigha
Ashu 0-4-0 0-8-0 bigha

Before 1825 A.D., the rent for rice land was r&adi at random rates on fluctuating basis
of land measurement and at varying monetary stdsddihe earliest reference to the fixation of
rent in Bijni Estate dates back to 1819 in whiclanfaja Indra Narayan, the thefamindarof
Bijni Estate imposed certain taxes.

In 1822, the company government ordered a resedtle of the Goalpardamindaries
with the objective of finding an apt policy to beirpued towards the Garos and the other
neighbouring tribes, and to find out the way tonghiate the illegal cesses. David Scott took up
the assignment and he completed the process dérsetit in some villages. In Habraghat
Pargana David Scott did not take up any further step othan the abolition of all illegal cesses
and assessed a few rice lands. He was then cdfl¢ol take up the charge as Commissioner of
Assam proper. Theyots took benefit of the prevailing situation and detech for holding their
lands. David Scott imposed new rents Saii land only'® The imposition of new rents on the
Salilands was the main cause of the resentment. Theaglaatyots, under the evil influence of
a manipulative person called Prem Narayan, werepgrd collectively against their superior, the
Bijni Zamindarand they decided against any adjustment of tleaitsr The clash had been going
since 1823, and had caused not only great trobbtehad also led to violence and atrocities and
kept the whole country in a state of fermentafibAgrarian unrest was also apparent in the

Khuntaghapargana

The Ryotsof the Bijni Raj Estate were also subjected tmseidn by theZamindaras a

result of Permanent Settlement. Tiy®ts had no rights, either hereditary or permanenta t



land they held. This caused a reversal in the iposdf theryots and the status he enjoyed as a
peasant in the Pre-Company rule. It was a mattepofern whether state was the owner of the
land or land belonged to the peasants, so longasapt paid his share of revenue, he could not

be dispossessed from the land he owned.

There were several reasons for the outburst afyibts antipathy against théamindarin
Habraghat and Khuntaghaérgana Firstly land arrangement was not concluded. fijogs took
the benefit of this position and occupied land xcess. Secondly, theots kept pending the
payment of their rent for a long period. Thgots raised their protest whedamindar
endeavoured to gather the rent and to start frestieBient Amrit NarayanBhup the then
Zamindar of Bijni Estate appointed Ananda Ram Dhekial Pimuka theDewanof the Bijni
Estate in 1849 A.D. During that period somewhatoticacondition had prevailed in the matter
of land revenue settlement in the Bijni Estd®aja ignored the accusation #fraja, similarly
Praja also did not obey the orders Rhja As a result government faced many problems in the
collection of tax. After appointed aBewan Ananda Ram Dhekial Phukan initiated some
reforms for the development of the Est&tele took measures to arrange the revenue papers and
records of BijniRajas He prepared a set of regulations namé&litkan Dewanar Kaidabandi
for the administrative convenience. In his set efgiation he added many things like- Rules
underRaja to maintain peace, justice, work culture and shimient for law breakef&.All the
rules and regulation which tax officials must feWlohad been written in the Phukan’s
Kaidabandi These rules were similar to the ones preparethéyBritish government. Phukan
advocated a survey for the settlement of land ibrhighat and Khuntaghaiargana He also
attempted to accumulate the amount overdue fromythte by enforcing law. Theyots opposed
the move. Th&Zamindarshad petitioned to the authorities again and agagive ruling in their
favour and to consider the rightful loss of theswvenue from illegal cesses etc. But tlgets
protested it. TheZamindar’s petition was disapproved by the collector of Gaadpand the
Comissioner of Assam Valley districts, and the case referred to the Board of Revenue,
Calcutta. Ananda Ram Dhekial Phukan was depute@atoutta by theZamindar of Bijni Raj
Estate to pursue the case on behalf oZdmindar®* An order was passed in 1852 by the Board
of Revenue, Calcutta that the land settlement shbelcompletedlhe verdict of the case went

against thezamindar but the government wanted a compromise. As atresuhat the then



collector of Goalpara, Agnew, took the initiative $olve the case. In May, 1852, he called a

tripartite meeting, but the conference failed twifout any solutioA®

As per the agreement of 1793, trmmaamount had to be constant. But in many cases
especially in Bijni Estate thiZamaamount was found to be fluctuating. As a resulrzdtching
the powers oZamindarsthereby causing losses to them in respect of ddgation; after 1813 it
was decided that th2amindarshad to deposit less tax amount. As a consequBika coins
were replaced by Company Rupees, for which anomaleld be seen in the calculation and
collection of revenué® Also due to transfer of land, sometimes the reeecnilected by the
Zamindarsbecame less than the usual amount. In 1853, theahincome of Khuntaghat and
Habraghatparganawas approximately 47,000NarayaneeRupees (30000-35000 Rupees in
British Company’s amount of rupees) and amountashato pay was 1770/- company rupéés.
According to government census at that time, theufaion was 49,028 numbers in both the
parganas of Bijni Estate (23,528 in Habraghat and 25,500Khuntaghatpargang. The
population was showed unbelievably less. After tweyears, in 1874-75 population became
150000 and annual income was 121,599/- Rupeeshdnfitst part of 20 century, as a
consequence of growth of population in Bijni RajdEs the revenue collected out of land tax
was increased by two lakhs rupees in Bgamindary The surplus revenue was collected by
means of some other taxes like forest tax, watereta. In the mean time a new system was
introduced to pay a local rate of tax to the gowsnt for the maintenance of roads, primary
education etc. The Bijni Rgamindaryhad to pay annually 19000/- Rupees for such tyfpe o
local rate tax®

3.3. Types of the Land Tenures that existed in the Bijni Raj Estate during
the Mughal and British Period:

Different kinds of land tenures and tenancies vpgesent in the Bijni Raj Estate during
the Mughal and British period. Land tenure in Biffstate may be divided into six categofies

which were as follows:
(a) Makrari Maurasi

(b) Maurasi



(c) Ordinary Tenants ajotes
(d) Services Tenures
(e) Chandina

(H Special Tenures

The Makrari Maurasi was a permanent heritable tenure at a fixed mergerpetuity.
These tenures were granted by speSiahadsin written by formerRajas of the Estate. The
tenure holders enjoyed full rights of proprietannless such rights were limited in original
grants subject to their paying rents and localsratetheZamindar The tenure holder had the
right to transfer by sale or gift. They could ceeatib-tenant, put up any building, excavate tanks,
and cut trees. But they had dalkar right in rivers flowing through the lands compdse their
tenure; no mineral rights or right to catch eleghamhey had no rights to collect tusk of dead

elephants or horn of a dead rhiffo.

Maurasiwas also a permanent heritable tenure at a fixetdimeperpetuity. The rent was
not permanently fixed unless the tenure holdercdpubve that he had been paying the same rate
of rent since the permanent settlement or thatléhgal presumptions were in his favour for
having been paid the same rate of rent continudos|20 years. The rate of rent was liable to
enhancement on account of any increase in the wdlthe land. These tenures were also created
by issuingSanadsin writing from the formeiRajas The incidences were same as khakrari

Maurasiunless controlled or limited by the original graht

Next is the Ordinary Tenure dotes.In the Bijni Raj there were no tenure holders who
might be considered as middleman or farmers ofsrefiteJotesthat were being settled were
purely cultivatingJotes i.e. one cultivator took the settlement in hisneaand settled the land
amongst his friends and relatives. Thdseéeshad of late been settled with the Mohamedan
cultivating tenants from Eastern Bengal (New Badegtdh). They were formed by contracts and
the incidents were limited and controlled by theme thereof. Usually they had no right to
transfer by sale, gift, or mortgage without the semt of thezamindar They had no right for

cutting trees in their tenure without authorizagiand they could not utilize the land contrary to



the terms of the agreement. The rent was accowntabbe enhanced at the end of a definite

period fixed in the contract, usually five yedfs.

Service Tenure in Bijni Estate was of two kinds) Rent free and (b) Rent paying. The
rent free tenures werBevottar and Pirpal. These were religious endowments in favour of a
Hindu idol or a MuslimPir. Incidents of those tenures were controlled by térens of the
original grant and the law relating to religiouslewment. In some cases if tBhebaitgpriests)
failed or neglected to perform the religious segsicthezamindarcould resume the lands and
appoint some otheBhebaitqpriests). No rent was paid for these tenures.t€hare holder had
full right to create under tenures to settle laralsj to cut trees. The tenure had no right to

transfer or sale, mortgage or gftt.

Chakrancan be termed as rent paying tenures. These teweresgranted by the former
Rajasat fixed rate of rent in consideration of certa@rvices to be rendered by tenure holders.
The tenure holder had the right to cut trees fa& ersonal use. These tenures were not
transferable except with the consent of #aenindar Right to resume the lands comprised in
such tenures vested in the Raj in the event ohtreperformance of the services mentioned in

the original grant?

There were another two kinds of rent free tenutiksse werd_akherajand religious
endowmentLakherajwere two kinds (a) valid and (b) invalid. Validikherajwere recognized
by the government, for which the tenure holderd gheir rent to the government directly.
Invalid Lakherajwere recognized by theamindarbut not by the government. Invalichkheraj
paid his local rates through theamindar In the absence of heirs, the validkheraj was
resumed by the government, but in the case of ichakherajthe grant was recommenced by
thezamindar BesidedDevottarandPirpal under the service tenure, there were also thefreat

tenures such ag8ftahmottar’, ‘Bhogottar’, ‘Mahottar’ and Zipka.*

Brahmottarwere grants to Brahmans for religious purpose®r@twas a grant of an
entire validLakheraj mouzdo Gurus(religious preceptors) of the Raj family. Someesthmall
grants were granted to thHurohits (preceptors) during theraddhaceremonies. These lands
were exempted from the liability of paying rent. €lth tenures were also heritable and

transferable subjected to conditions of grant if.4h



Bhogottarwas a grant of land made to any one for enjoynoériénd for free of rent
under conditions of grant and was resumable orchrehany of those conditions. These tenures
were not heritable unless expressly provided forware not transferable. There w&teogottar
granted to Brahmans for the performance of duties connected with wuaioreligious

ceremonies’

The Mahottar tenure grants were usually held by the relativeshe Raj families on
written leases. It was intermediary betw&amindarand tenants. The primary objective was the
collection of rent and a certain percent of coltattwere being left to him as collection charge
and profit.Zipkawere grants of homestead site with small piedardd to the original grantee of
Lakherajwhose estate had been bought up or resumed bRahéor failure or negligence to
perform the services stipulated in the grants. Zdmaindargranted a plot of land as homestead
to the former grantee. These grants were rent fse&vay of charity or maintenance. These

grants were heritable but not transferafle.

The 5th category of land in Bijni Estate w@bandina Land, which was settled for the
trade and commerce, was knowncasndina Lands settled for the establishment of shops or
other buildings with an intention of trade. Rentswaid in four installments. Provisions of the
tenancy act were not of any relevance to such laRdghts and liabilities of parties were

predetermined by the bond and they were regulatembbvey of property acf.

The last or sixth category of land in Bijni Bstavas Special Tenure. The rent for 40
years was approved to a limited liability compaaythe plantation of tea. The mutual rights and
liabilities were guarded and limited by the ternfighe lease. The leases could not acquire the

right of occupancy inspite of the terms of réht.

3.4. Different Classes of Tenantsin Bijni Raj Estate:

According to report of Mr. R.C. SeBewanof Bijni Raj Estate, which was submitted to
A.J. Laine (D.C. Goalpara) there were three kintiepancies in the Bijni Raj EstateThese

were-

(a) Paitrik Salitenants



(b) Occupancy tenants
(c) Ordinary tenants

The tenants who paid rents at a fixed rate wemavknasPaitrik Sali tenant. Theyots
who enjoyed lands at fixed rates were entitledabpgttasfor their land. The Second category
of tenants was called occupancy tenants. A tenaotaultivated or held land for a period of 12
years had a right of occupancy over the land citiiet by him. He might not hayattasfor the
land he cultivated. But so long as he paid the f@mthe land he was a genuine tenant. The third
142

category of tenants was known as ordinary tendrttey were also calletKorsha ryots.
These tenants were subdivided into three classes-

(a) The first category included the tenants whotagohy their rent in monéy.

(b) The second category included the tenants widottigay their rent in kind. These tenants

were calledChukanitenants, who paid annually certain fixed quantitpaddy pebigha**

(c) The third category included tenants who werevkm asKarari Ashutenants. These tenants
cultivated on yearly basis. They did not have &diholding. Their names were entered in the
separatg¢ouzi,and as soon as the crop was raised, the land led€aas Karfa or under tenants
were not recognized by the Bijni Raj. These thilesses of tenants were not allowed to cut any
tree in their own holding without the permissiontbé Estate. They had no right to construct

permanent structure in their holdirgs.

Incidents:

(a) The holdings of these tenants were non transferattteout the consent of the Raj.
But as a general rule, transfers were allowed ertrinsferee’s paying the prescribed
amount of fees. In the case of a sale, the purchaa® to pay 25% of the price
settled. But the Raj reserved the right to refuseetognise such transfers even when
the prescribed fees were paid.



(b) Non-heritable: All these holdings were in fact nbaritable but heritability was
recognised through a process of legal fiction,reat was taken througiv@rfat) the

heirs who were known aMarfatdars.
(c) Ejactment and enhancement of rent were entirelgiged by rent law.

(d) According to custom these three classes of tenvaate not allowed to cut any trees

in their respective holdings without the permissabithe Raj.
(e) They had no right to erect permanent structurgisair holdings.

(H Relinquishment- All petitions for relinquishment lebldings had to be submitted in
the month of Paus’ No relinquishment was allowed unless all arredrsent were
paid up. Partial relinquishment was allowed by R on payment of Rs. 3/8/- on

account of fee&®

3.5. Processof Changein matter of Land in the Bijni Estate during Colonial

Period:

After discussing the different kinds of tenancgttprevailed in the Bijni Raj Estate, we
are now going to discuss about the stipulatiorenfhcies under the Bijni Raj Estate during the
colonial period. The political aim of the permaneettlement introduced by the British was to
create an advantaged class who would work belovBthish and would turn out to be an ardent
supporter of their strategies. This plan of thetigni became triumphant to a large extent. The
Zamindary rights, right to discarded land and agreementryaft's agricultural land were
considered by theamindarsas their prized possession and which opened afpa#amindary
agreement with some special featuteslso any agricultural land possessed through thegss
of sale and purchase by any rich peasant classliter @rivileged class for agriculture
development did not came under their possessiagtedd those lands remained under the
Zamindars The inter-relation of transfer of land from onanll to another with unproductive
agriculture yield led to zero investment in agriagtl sectof? In the Bijni Raj Estate also same

situation happened.



During the Mughal period, th&amindars had been given limited right over the
agriculture produce from the land occupied by tyats However the right of th&amindars
over the agricultural land occupied by tlyetswas completely abolished by the Mughals. When
theryotswere not capable to reimburse the land taxesyeaf their movable properties and to
a certain extent subjugation ofot's family members were given a thoudhtBut ryot's
agricultural land was not forcefully occupied inyasircumstances. The motive behind this was
that it was not easy to find out new farming prefesals and it would become loss for the
government if any agricultural land remains unpithe. In terms of gathering of tax, the
system that was prevalent in earlier timeParganaswas followed. Also as per the needs of the
time, the system of tax relaxation and provisiondgricultural loan Takav) was given to the
ryots which forbade any extreme step by the governmgainat theryots®® Majority of the
ryots were given the relief of paying a fixed land taxtihe government treasury and snatching
the powers of th&Zamindarsto increase the tax rate every year without thengsion of the
government was introduced. However the earlieresysdf ryots ownership of the land rights
under his possession was not given any legal rétogninstead it was decided that due to
abundance of land in the country and limited nundfeyots a policy will be formulated which

will be in favour of theyots®*

Lord Cornwallis envisaged that by distributiRgttas of land in the midst ofyots the
connection between ttmamindarand tenants would became cordial. But in actu#tiéyrelation
went to the opposite direction. Whemamindarswanted to increase the taxes there arose
discrepancy involving theamindarsand theryots, as they wanted to pay taxes as per the earlier
system and hence no one party come to do an amiegpeement. In many placeamindar
increased the taxes and collected it fromriags, but they failed to get a recognisiKgbuliat
from them>? So the process of providingatta to theryots remained incomplete. On the other
hand in many placeyotsrefused to give increased charge of tax zawiindarswere unable to
get pattas favouring past taxes. As Cornwalliseskithe political and military power from the
zamindars it became hard for them to collect the taxesinmetfrom the tenants who were
unwilling to pay it. In this critical condition, el and property of margamindarswere sold in
Nilam. In the period from 1793-1819 A.D. about 70% of thed and property of many
zamindarsof Bengal presidency were transferred throdlami.>® But in Bijni Raj Estate the

condition was different because they had to paymim amount of tax.



To get rid from the doubts and problems of coitetpf tax,zamindarscreated a middle
privileged class. Actually the reason for sucheation was that theamindarswvanted to cut off
the direct relation with tenants. They created ddbei privileged class and gave them the right of
collection of annual taX! But the middle privilege class collected more f@m theryots and
gavezamindarthe earlier fixed tax. As a resdamindarwas able to pay tax in time and their
zamindarybecame profitable. Thusdatedarclass was born from among the privileged cfass.
To take advantage of this system and in later stalye to increase in price of agricultural
products resulted in less tax burden onrifas which led to regular payments of taxes by the
peasants. Thus th#amindary system became more stable after overcoming thblgro of
realisation of taxe¥

During the reign oRaja Amrit Narayan the entire Bijni Raj Estate was coisgd of
three divisions, namelilij Bijni, Habraghatparganaand Khuntaghapargana Nij Bijni was
considered as semi independent state outside thehBerritory. The Habraghat and Khuntaghat
parganaswere the permanently settled areas within thadBriterritory. Consequently the rulers
of Bijni Estate were termed &Raja of Bijni and Zamindar of Habraghat and Khuntaghat

pargana>’

During the period of King Kumud Narayan the entBgni Estate comprising of Habraghat
pargang Khuntaghatpargana and Nij Bijni covered a geographical area as depictedhen t
following table®®

Area Quantity of land in acres
HabraghaPargana 212,126 acres
KhuntaghaPargana 395,684 acres

Nij Bijni 130,000 acres
Forest Area, V\:chich declared as Govt. 8.037 acres
orest




Uncultivated Area 10,145 acres

Wheneverzamindariedaced any problem, the British East India Compdigynot come
forward to protect the rights of tenants insteasy/ttook the side afamindars By the regulation
of 1794,zamindarsgot the one sided right to increase the taxestiardwo regulations of 1799
and 1812 (commonly known as fifth and seventh @guts) gave the power wamindarto
collect unpaid tax by force and also to crock agase land. By exercising such type of power in
19" century they were able to convert tiyetsinto ‘tenants-at-will'. Only the rich tenants, who
had manpower and money power, were able to figllt @motect the right oMaurasi and
Makrari.>®

In pre-British age a thought prevailed that evpeasant had sufficient land for their
family, and that there was no economic divisioragrarian society. But this thought does not
have any historical proof. Villages did not meamyabundance in crop and fish. “No Poverty,

No Granary” type of agrarian society also did naseduring the Mughal periot.

The land settlements that existed during thatoplewere also intrinsically related to
social and economic differences. Every villager wassidered as thRyotor Praja under the
zamindar Within theryots someMaurasi andMakrari tenants hold a huge area of land under
their possession and subjugated poats to work for them. In the same way the high class
Lakherajdarsalso utilisedryotsto work under them in un-taxable land which thag.hFrom the
17" century the production of agriculture became mizokiented and rapid division of classes in

villages was created in British periftl.

It is manifest from the brief resume that the @aga district had since its acquisition by
the British, been a sufferer of administrative liegment and expediency which resulted in the
neglect of special needs and requirements of steiai In the Goalpara district, revenue chiefly
contained rents paid for the land and the propettich was fixed byRaja Todar Mal, 1582
during Akbars reign; the right or claim of which svagiven to thezamindars by Lord

Cornawallis when he made uninterrupted settlenme7D8%



If we carefully examine the stipulation of Indipeasantry, we can conclude that there
was peace in Goalpara when Deccan was rocked Isapeeevolts in the seventies of the last
century. The ‘Sepoy mutiny’ which started in gdrganaswas not supported by the peasants of
Assam which showed that they were not unhappy duhat period. A committee was appointed
by the British India government in 1879, to condale the substantive rent law, and to suggest
amendments in the law. The requirement of such mendment was thought of as if a
permanency of assessment had not been as urgéd tgot in 1793 by the authors of the
permanent settlement and as if the rents paidybts in those days were not already so much
greater, indubitably, than thearganarates, plusAbwab’ of 1792, as (at least) to assure the

ryotsimmunity from further enhancement of rént.

But the perverse fate of the authors of zhenindarysettlement appears not alone in the
mislaying of their brightest idea; viz. permanessessment for theyots but also in the
disappointment of their hopes. They hope much,hair tviews of the English landed system,
from large estates; and laid too little stress be well being of peasant proprietors. Lord
Cornwallis hoped, by the identification amindarsas administrator of the soil, subject to a
permanent rent. To get rid of this class; but liecthially provided for the disappointment of his
own hopes by his creation of greaimindars and his unfortunate gift to them of the wastaltan
of the staté?

Originally lands were settled directly with thengats in the Bijni Raj Estate. In the
Khuntaghat and Habraghparganasthe ryots claimed rights of occupancy by custom. But this
was frequently contested by thamindarwho had styled the original indigenoy®ts asKarfa
Ryots or tenants-at-will. The Bijni Raj had repeatedisought suits against thosgots for
arrears of rent as well as for ejectment. Tiets sought help and justice from the chief
commissioner of Assam after they have been conmpdibe large scale ejection. Though
ejectment suits were stopped for the time beinghleychief commissioner, Hari, Mala, Khaitu,
Kandura, and Keru and othgots had been ejected from their holdirgs.

In every likelihood the peasants received upp@dhas they enjoyed occupancy status
rights and theamindarscould not even increase his rent beyond the custpmirikh (level).
But when Permanent settlement came in place tbatgih became different. They became the

tenants of the landlord instead of the owner ofl#m&l, thereby losing their occupancy status.



The framers of the Permanent settlement envisagegive rights to theyots by fixing their
tenancy and rents which could not be realised afitye The reason for this was that thyets
could not generate any written confirmation to éxhiheir ownership rights of the land which
was under their possession and the amount of pamntisby them. As a result of which thgots

merely became tenants at Will.

Due to lack of any tenancy law in undivided Goadpdistrict, an unsatisfactory relation
could be seen between th@mindarsand tenants. The rent law of 1869 (Act VIII of 83®eing
considered defective was replaced by a new tenkavwecyvhich was passed in Bengal in 1885.
This new law came into force in Goalpara distram.tThe Government appointed Mohanan, the
Chief Commissioner of Assam to advice the suitgbdf the Bengal Tenancy law for Goalpara
when local agitation in the form of agrarian treaitould be seen in Goalpara distfictHe
found the new law to be unsuitable for the Goalpmhst#rict. The widespread rise in agitation of
the peasants of Goalpara was able to draw thetiatienf the local press as well as the
intelligentsia. The ‘Times of Assam’ in its editalrialso raised this issue of oppression meted to
the ryots of Goalpara by the Bijni Raj thereby bringing @ the notice of the elite class.
Raishahib Phanidhar Chaliha also raised the pairthe floor of the Assam Legislative Council.

Hence wide spread publicity was given to this is§ue

Due to such repercussions the Government contémapla enact a new tenancy law for
Goalpara. But later on it was dropped asZbeindarswere able to oppose it successfully. As a
result of the Non-Cooperation Movement in Indiag tBoalpara Tenancy Act, 1929 was
introduced by the Government. The new tenancy leigis was enacted to safeguard the
interests of the tenant8.As per the provisions of this Act, thosgots were given occupancy
rights who were in possession of the land for aopleof 12 years. The Courts had been given

jurisdiction in almost all matters including fixati of rents of theyots.

As a matter of fact the Permanent Settlement wamflated keeping in mind the interest
of the imperialist Government and not for favourihg zamindarsor the peasants. It is worth
mentioning here that the East India Company in ghe Permanent Settlement period was
running short of revenue in wake of the war wite Marathas and Mysore. The arrears which
had accumulated over the years were also a cofmetime British in India as well as in London.

This led the British to restore the old practis&€amindarysystem prevalent in India and settling



Jamawith the Zamindarsfor longer period of 10 or 20 yeafsHence a compromise by the
British could be seen as they realised that by dgsmg theZamindars stability in revenue
collection is not possible. Thus Permanent Setttéreasured regular flow of revenue from the

Zamindarto the British coffers.

The East India Company enforced a number of lawrnue measures in its newly
acquired territory which resulted in agrarian &isind unrest during the pre Permanent
Settlement period. The pre Permanent Settlemeiceras marked by a number of peasants
uprising which posed a threat to the British ri$e.the East India Company thought of creating
an alliance with th&amindaryclass and to acquire their support in controlimgl suppressing

the peasant uprising.

Lord William Bentinck, the Governor General of iadfrom 1824-1835 was of the
opinion that the Permanent Settlement althoughlaréain many respects was able to create a
class of landed proprietors which supported theticoance of British dominance. These
classes of people were also able to have compteteot over the mass of people who might

have the tendency to go on revolt.

This fact cannot be denied that @@mindarsin reality acted as an ally to the British till
the end of the British rule in India. When the ftemn movement in India was gaining
momentum, theamindarsof Goalpara as members of the All India Landhadépnference
retaliated the fact that it is their prime dutystoengthen the hands of the Government. Thus the
Zamindarysystem can be perceived as being outlived itsulrsegs in true sense to the cause of

nation building and peasant’s wellbeing.

Like otherRajasandZamindars Bijni Rajaalso established some upper caste families by
gifting them land and property free from any taxaba minimum fixed tax rate. The main aim of
this was to take help of their services in runningzamindaryand to subjugate the taxpaying
common people through them. This gave rise to araép class of people who gave their lands
to the working class to work as peasants and apsvkras thelotedars The documents and
writings preserved by the Barua family of Salkogravide ample evidence to this fact. It is
significant to note that the Barua family of Salkacwas able to accumulate 32000 Bighas of

landed property as gift from theaja of Bijni in return of their faithfulness towardee Raja



This huge landed property was gifted to the Baamilfy in order to fulfill ‘Jot Aabad by the

Rajasof Bijni.”? Likewise the Neogi family of Salkocha whose anwesfter migrating from
Mymensingh district worked under the BijRajaand received fourtedilouzasas gift under the
Maurasisettlement.

From the above discussion we get a complete piatfithezamindarysystem and the
Land policy of the BijniRajas But it is worth mentioning here about the diffgr&inds of
Prajaswho inhabited under treamindarysystem. As a result @amindarysystem four classes

of people were evolved, viz.-
(a) Tenure holder
(b) Jotedar
(c) Ryot
(d) Underryot.

‘Tenure holder’ means primarily a person who acgpiland from a proprietor or from
another tenure holder a right to hold land for plsepose of collecting rent or bringing it under
cultivation by establishing tenants on it, and unlgs also the successor in interest of person who
have acquired such a right. A permanent tenureenaéda tenure holder who has a right to hold

a heritable and transferable interest in land, eilse than for a limited timé&

‘Jotedat means primarily a person who has acquired fropraprietor or a permanent
tenure holder or from anothg@tedar a right to hold land for the purpose of bringitginder
cultivation, either wholly or partly by establishitenants on it, but is not himself a permanent
tenure holder in respect of the land, and inclutiessuccessor in interest of a person who has
acquired such a right. It is important to note ttet status of gotedaris inferior to that of a

tenure holder. He has no permanent right in the.fan

‘Ryot can be defined as a person who has been givemighes of land holding for
cultivation purposes. The cultivation can be doiveadly by the possessor of the land or by
engaging his family members. Thgot can engage his servants or labourers for cultiatie

can even take help of partners and cultivationtEadone by the successor of thiet who is the



possessor of the land. In case of acquisition ef ihierest, thayot may receive it from a
permanent tenure holder or a proprietor. He may egeeive it from thgotedarsor land holders
or settlement holders. Interest can also be aafjdiman anijara holder who is a subordinate

under any of the persons mentioned abGve.

‘Under ryot’ can be termed as a person who is actually a temagter aryot. He can be
said to be a subjugator of thgot. However those tenants who hold land under a peisothe
purpose of providing services can not be termeahdgrryot. In thezamindaryestate of Assam
we can find four classes ofots namely, (a) Priviledgedyot (b) Ryotholding at fixed rates (c)

Occupancyyot and (d) Non-occupanayot.’®

A priviledgedryot can be defined as thosgots who holds rates of land that cannot
supersede the revenue rates which is payable tgabhernment. Persons or tenants who are in
continuous possession of a land for a period oflesst than tweny years and pays a rate of rent
which does not exceed the revenue rates fixed éygtvernment. In case he provides his own
services or offerbhogthen he is entitled for payment equivalent to Iudlthe revenue rate.
However if he fails to offebhogor personal services then an amount is addedstoeht after
due permission from the revenue court. The teniankskheraj estates are usually priviledged
ryots A priviledged ryot enjoys the right of transfer or sub-leasing thadlaunder his

possessiof’

A ryot possessing land at fixed rates can be termedaas® ot who is holding land
straightaway below a proprietor or a permanentreemmolder. Such a possession can be either
free from payment of any rent for all time or ateat or rate of rent which is fixed indefinitely.
The fixed ratedyots irrespective of his right over possession of lavtll be governed by the
same provisions in relation to transfer of, andcegsion to, his holdings just like any other

permanent tenur€.

Occupancyryot can be designated as thaget who has the occupancy right over the
land under their possession. The right of occupaagywen to thoseyotswho are in continuous
possession of a land for a period of not less tialve years. The occupancyots have the
right to transfer and even give on lease the laitlkdowt taking any permission from the landlord.

However a written consent letter is necessary ftbenlandlords irryotwari areas in cases of



transfer or leasing of land. In case the landloehts to increase the rate of rent, then he has to
submit a registered contract agreed upon both éYatidlord and theyot. It can also be done by
a suit in the court of law, wherein the landlordynsarve a petition or application for increasing

the rate of rent if he finds that the existing riatevay too les$’

Non occupancyyot may be defined as thosgot who does not have any right over the
land under his possession. He is liable for reytrgnt as per the agreement between him and
the landlord. However the landlord cannot increffse rate of rent arbitrarily. A written
agreement will be required for such purpose. Ohegdte of rent is increased by the landlord, it
remains in force for a period of not less than fyears. However a non-occupangpt cannot
transfer his interest or sub-lease the land undempbssession unless and until he receives a
written permission from the landlord. But in BijRlj Estate, the non occupancy tenant had been
given the right to transfer the land under his pes®n to another sub tenant in lease, without
taking the consent of the landlord. Such a righatoon occupancgyot was given as per the

provisions of the Goalpara Tenancy Att.

A significant point to be noted is that the rightuse the land even before the starting of
tenancy agreement has been given to both the gged and the occupancyot. Also a
priviledgedryot cannot be evacuated from the land under his psisseantil it is found that he
has utilised the land in such way that it has bexonfit for tenancy. In case of occupamgyt,
he is not subjected to evacuation in terms of asrefrent. But his holding becomes eligible for
sale as per some legal binding for the rent to &d. pAn occupancyyot is also eligible for
evacuation from the land under his possession bylahdlord with due permission from the

court of law on the following grounds:

(a) That the land under his possession has bdesedtin such a manner that it has become unfit

for tenancy.

(b) That he has not followed the provisions of Tlemancy Act applicable to him. This is clearly
a case of breaking of registered contract agreethanhhas been reached between the tenant and

the landlord and hence making him liable for evéona

The grounds on which an occupangypt can be evacuated from the land under his

possession are exactly same foyat at fixed rent.



A non-occupancyyot may be ejected from his holding on the followirrgunds:
(&) If he has failed to pay an arrear of rent;

(b) That he has used the land in a manner which rentensfit for the purpose of the
tenancy or that he has broken a condition congistéh the provision of the Act and on
breach of which, he is under the terms of a regagteontract between himself and his
landlord, liable to be ejected;

(c) That the term of his lease has expired, when hesHahd under a written lease.

In Bijni Raj Estate non-occupaneyot may be ejected from his holding on six months aeoti
expiring with the end of the agricultural yé&ar.

3.6. Relation of Bijni Rajaswith the Garos:

In the border areas of Bijni Estate and Garo Isitisie Garo people lived from very early
period. In the last part of eighteenth century Bfamindarssubjugated many tribal villages of
Garo hill to theirzamindary Bijni Rajashad economic and trade relation with the Garog Th
Garos had to depand upon the frontier markets ltdrs@r commodities. So the rulers of Bijni
Estate established sorhatsand weekly markets below the Garo Hills, where@agos brought
differet kinds of products like, cotton, chilli, walac, rubber etc. They bartered their items with
cow, goat, pig, earthenware pots, salt, textile®effransactions were done mainly by barter
system, though money was also used, it was no¢mpeef by majority. Cotton of Garo Hills was
in great demand in the lochhtsand for the foreign traders because of its outtanquality.
According to Martin Montgomery, Garos brought a éagnount of cotton to the regular markets
of Habraghaparganaof Bijni Raj Estate”

Garos were dominated by three ways. Firslgmindar collected land tax from the
Garos who becamPBraja of the zamindaryand lived nearby. Secondly, anniN&zranawas
collected from the Gar&arders(head) living in far hill areas. This collection svaontinued

upto 1822 A.D. Thirdly, a portion of cotton 8ayerwas collected from the Garos who came to



sell cotton in théHats (market) under theamindary This illegal collection continued upto 1813
AD.%

The Garos did not get actual amount of their ecoold in the markets undeamindary
area. Buchanon mentioned that in HabradPetgang atleast one businessman had to open a
gola of salt for the purpose of paying high rate of.tAxWarehouse and shop was actually
termed asGola in local language. Small businessmen had to bwyMon salt in eight rupees
from theGolas So the businessman mixed the salt with dust aodamged it with the cotton of
Garos. They exchanged om®nsalt with threemon cotton®® From this example it is clear that
how the tribal producers were facing loss by foilogvthe barter system. Though the tax was

reduced afterwards but the suppression by#meindarscontinued.

From 1822 the tax collectors of themindarswvere not allowed to enter in the Garo hills,
and government itself collected taxes atazrana After thatzamindarhad no right over the
Nazarana.But from the total collection of land tax, 75% gde the hand afamindarand 13%
goes to Gardaskars(Garo leader). Rest of 12% was kept by governrasrdan expenditure of
tax collection. The Garo people who lived withire #tamindaryparganawere under the direct
control ofzamindar In 1887 when Deputy Commissioner announced lthakarshave no right
over the tax collected from tteamindarymahalwhich led to curtailment of the powers vested
on theLaskars.Since then under the leadership of Sonaram San@ar@NokmaandLaskars
started an agitation. They submitted two citatibtmghe Deputy Commissioner where certain
demands were placed regarding their possessiorsowes areas of Habraghat, compensation for

forest area loss and abolition of forest conseovatilles eté®

Thus the subjugated Garo people started to raisie voice. Even after arresting the
leaders government failed to suppress the agitatiitimately government gave in to the
demands of the agitators and declared that alteébeurces of forest would be under the control
of the Garos excluding the valuable woods of thedb Also the conservation plans initiated by
the government was lifted and definite number ofd3allages were allowed to be set up inside
the forest land’ Fed up with the atrocities of ttramindarsthe Garos from the hills came down
to the plains and plunder in there. Taking advamtafythe situation the British government

interfered and occupied Garo hills and createdvareign district.



3.7. Monetary or Tax related Relation of the Bijni Rajaswith Bhutan:

It is worth mentioning here that the Land polidytiee Bijni Rajaswas not only confined
within the Bijni Raj Estate but they had close emoit and land relations with the Bhutan
kingdom as the Bijnduar falls in close proximity with the Bhutan kingdoithe foot hills of the
Bhutan kingdom formed the Bhut&ars. The Northern part of the Goalpara districtohhwas
occupied by the Koch Kingdom forms a part of theuin Duars In 17" century the Bhutan
kingdom occupied this tract upto the Koch kingddihe two Koch chieftains, thRaja of Bijni
and the Raja of Sidli were given the status oftidioy chief by the government of Bhut&n.

During the Bhutan rule, BijnDuar was amenable to the authority of ChirgBigbahin
her relation with Bhutan. It is said that tRaja of Bijni used to receive his title deesafad
from the Bhutan king DeRaja’s Tehsildarof the produce of the land or tBaiar. Towards the
later part of 18 century, the connection between the Bhutan king R&jaand theRaja of Bijni
constituted a short of exchange of the productminthe two places (Bijni Estate and Bhutan),
which the Bhutia functionaries were pleased to dies@s the payments of tribute, the advantage
being considerably in their favotit.

It is really difficult to ascertain how the Nortimepart of Bijni Raj Estate which was later
known as the BijnDuar came under the control of Bhutan kingdom. Therelbrds preserved
by the Rangpur district throws light on the facatttBijni was part of the Rangamati district
under the Mughal government and paid tribute td lbo¢ emperor of Mughal as well as Raja
of Bhutan.

The Bijni Raj Estate used to pay a tribute of 1B@0ayaneeRupees tdRaja of Bhutan.
But during the later part of f8century exchange of productions between Bijni Bstiate and
Bhutan Kingdom became more preval&hthe Bhutan functionaries considered this exchange
as part of payment of tribute. The exchange of codities between the two kingdoms has been
listed in the next few lines.

The Bhutan kingdom presented annually to the Biaj Estate eight Tonyan horses
valued at rupees 820; Bhutanese Salt worth rupeethd sum total of which comes to rupees
860. Similarly the BijniRaja annually presented to theaja of Bhutan the following articles,
Mankeecloth worth rupees 480; Chintz worth rupees 100it@@oworth rupees 30; Thread of



rupees 100; Dried fish of rupees 520; Oil of rup2@@; A silver ware of rupees 50; a silver betel
box of rupees 50; a silver plate of rupees 50 apées 60 in cash; the sum total of which comes
to 1890 rupeed:

The Bijni Raj Estate had trade relation with Bimutdhe Bhutias came in annual trade
caravan bringing skins, blankets, chintz, musk,nwtd, gold dust and 400 to 500 hill ponies to
the value of Rs. 30,000/- to Rs. 40,000/- and edrback from Bijni indigo, broad cloth, leather,
copper, spices, lead and hogs in return. The arirage turnover rose to one lakh rupees in later
stages’ The Barter system was followed during trading leew the two kingdoms. The

Bhutiyas sailed down in the rivers during the rasepsons.

When the British India government annexed Ehar, the Bijni Raja laid his claim on
the Bijni Duar as he had been holding tBeiar under Bhutan King. The Bengal government in
1867 A.D. decided that theaja of Bijni should be regarded as ‘hereditagmindar entitled to
a settlement of thBuar as ‘Acknowledged Estaté® In 1870-71, as per the claim of BijRija,
Bijni was settled with Khuntaghat and Habraghatjamhe Court of Wards for seven years on

behalf of minoRajaof Bijni.

In 1882, the Bengal government decided to grajmi Bi30,000 acres of land of tiriar
which was surveyed by Colonel Haught8mBut theRaja of Bijni refused for the settlement. So
the Bijni Raj received 7,% of the gross revenue Malikana and was mad&has under the
management of the government for ten years. Thergowent excluded from the Bijni Raj the
portion of the BijniDuar which was uncultivated and uninhabited. There n@laim for the
wasteland and forest between thaar and the foothills of Bhutan, was declared reserved
1887A.D% In 1901, BijniDuar was settled unddkani Abhayeswari, queen of Kumud Narayan,
for ten yers oMalikana at 80 percent revenue. The land revenue assessmdifni Duar was
again raised to Rs. 41,480 and was settled perrtigivath the local rate, payable for Rs. 2,964
in 1905-06 A.D® In 1914, a further settlement for ten years tenas again offered to each land
holder. However the revenue of the tenants wasenbanced during the time of resettlement.

The assessment was made on 80% in case of Bijnvas@mounted to Rs. 34,67%/-.

Except the land relation that existed betweentte neighbours, the relation between

Bijni king and Bhutan king became strained dueddain reasons. In 1863, one Jhawlia Bhutia,



one of the Bhutazamindars burnt and plundered Bijni. The Raj family lefetRajbari to get
rid from the hostility of the Bhutia®. The incident is known aslhawliar Dhuma’in the local

account.

Undivided Goalpara district had margamindaries But in comparision to other
zamindariesBijni Raj Estate maintained friendly relation witBhutan. TheRaja of Bijni
acknowledged the suzerainty of Bhutan over Bijuiar till it was acquired by the Britis¥. In
the later part of eighteenth century, the connacietween th&aja of Bhutan (DevRaja and
the Raja of Bijni constituted a sort of exchange of comntiedi of the two countries. But
unfortunately the Bhutiyas started to interfer¢hia state of affairs of Bijni. The Bhutiyas carried
out incursions on the plains, and the entire fearif Bengal was exposed to it. The situation led
to starting of Bhutan War (1864-66). As a resultwdfich the Colonial government ceded the

territory under their regim&?

Thus from the above discussion of third Chapterhaee come to know about the land
policy of the Bijni Rajasduring the Mughal and the British period. It atboows light on the
revenue which the BijnRajashad to pay to different governments under whony theted as
tributaries. Different kinds of land tenures ahe tenancies and merits and demerits of the
permanent settlement are also discussed in thipt&hda he BijniRajasrelation with the Garos

and Bhutias along with their trade relations haanlbdiscussed in the later half of this chapter.
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