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9 No. 10, Lecistative, 1318 Fesruary 1897,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following petition of the Tenants and Mirasidars of Shrotriem, Inam, Mitta
and pefty Zamins situated in the district of Chingleput :—

That, under the Rent Recovery Aect VIII of 1865, the tenants seem to have been
classified impliedly under two headings, viz., tenants who have saleable interest in the
land, and tenants who have no such interest or tenants who are entitled to hold under
occupancy right and tenants-at-will.

2. That, under the said Act, the relationship between landholder and tenant is
created every year by the aceeptance of a putta from the landholder and giving of a
muchalka by the tenant and without that the former would not be entitled to recover
any rent from the latter.

3. That, under the said Act, there are several classes of landholders such as
zamindars, shrotriemdars, mittadars, inamdars and holders of land under ryotwary
settlement.

4. That with the exception of persons who hold land under ryotwary settlement,
no other landholder of the above class has got saleable interest in the land and the
position of the tenants who hold lands in the villages other than that direetly paying
the rents to the Government is miserable.

5. That the landholders such as shrotriemdars, inamdars, mittadars, excepting
big zamindars, are insignificant men paying few hundred rupees to the Government.

6. That the landholders referred to in the above paragraph are not entitled to any
interest in the land beyond that of collecting kist from tenants and pocketing the
differences after paying the Government.

7. That the Rent Recovery Act armed these petty landholders with enormous
powers so as to make the tenants their slaves and such ‘powers further enable them to
worry and annoy them and put them to an endless litigation.

8. That the landholders are entitled to the assistance of the police to ruin and
plunder the tenant’s property and bring them to so-called submission under the colour
of the said Act and under the name of rioting.

9. That the prosperity and welfare of the people holding lands within such

villages cannot be at their heart, but that of pocketing few rupees at the cost of the,
tenants whom unluckily Providence has placed within their province as their property *

is concerned.

10. That the lands in the villages subjected to the tyranny of landholders re-
ferred to in paragraph 5 are not permanently settled by proper authorities which
enables the said landholders to alter the rents to high rate and introduce new condi-
tions whenever they please.

That they convert the roka (paying the rent in cash) putta lands into warrum
(half the produce) puttas very easily when they happen to be influential with the
authorities, and so the state und condition of the tenants are not safe, secure and
prosperous.

11. That the sources of irrigation are utterly neglected in such villages for want
of repairs, but they never cease to realize the full amount of assessment.

e . S -~ . oo PG
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12. That the value of lands in such villages, instead of raising as time advances,
oing down, but that of taravari lands are raising every day.
lfiﬂ. That from these your Excellency in Council can see clearly that the cause
ghould be utter negligence to the irrigation sources, oppression in collecting the rent,
and dragging the poor tenants to an endless litigation.
14. That in addition to the so many advantages to the annoyance of the tenants

18

o
D

o~ Wind the powers conferred by the sail Act, if the landholders referred to in paragraph

5 happen to be influential men or possessing wealth or both, the state and condition
of the poor ryots are an unutterable and are reduced to nothing because the proverb
“ might is right ” becomes applicable to them as the poor ryots cannot raise their
voice to reach your Excellency’s ears.

15. That by reason of th(; ant Recoyery Act being vague, summary and giv.ing
room for doing all sorts of injustice and incomplete, and also by reason of the Civil
Courts wrongly being of opinion that they cannot set aside the orders of the Revenue
Courts on merits in regular suits, the tenants are placed entirely in the hands and
mercy of landholders referred to in paragraph 5.

16. That the last paragraph of section 10 of the said Aet provides that if a
tenant fails to accept a putta within ten days from the date of the Collector’s order,
the tenant should be ejected, but it do not say under what conditions and for how
long he should be deprived of his lands.

17. That, under section 41, a tenant who has no saleable interest in the land
and who is in arrears may on application by the landholder be ejected, if he does not
pay the arrears of rent within ﬁfteen.days from the time, a copy of warrant to eject
issued to the police officer under sections 42 and 43 of the said Act being served on
him.

18. That, further under section 44 of the said Aet, an opportunity is given to
such an injured tenant to bring a civil suit;in a Civil Court for the recovery of the
possession and to set aside the orders of the Collector.

19. That, while the iuterest of tenants who have no saleable interest in the land
is well protected either by allowing him to pay the arrears of kist, if any, or to
establish his claim in a Civil Court for the recovery of possession of his lands, the
interest of ryots who have saleable interest and who are not in arrears, but whose
only sin is that they failed to accept a putta, is not supposed to be protected in the
above manner.

20. That, for any amount of injustice either in the hands of the landholders
referred to in the 6th paragraph or revenue authorities, they have to quietly give up
their lands and go without any remedy. No amount of money would get back their
lands for not accepting a putta as stated in the 10th section that is the mistaken
presumption of law held by the lower courts.

91. That the landholders are entitled to only kist. To secure such interest, the
Act provides provisions to rca'l.ize such 1§iat by the attachment and sale of their pro-
perty or imprisonment even if they fail to give a muchalka as per order of the
Collector under section 10.

That ever since the passing of the said Act, ameudment.of the same to remedy
such anomalous provisions has been contemplated, but not carried out.

That it do not seem to be reasonable and equitable the tenant should be ejected
under the last paragraph of section 10, 1f hc_do not accept a putta within ten days
from the date of the order, when a provision is made for the realization of the arrears
otherwise.

That the object of the legislature could not have been to eject a tenant simply
for not accepting a putta as stated without giving an opportunity either to pay the
money on a warrant being issued as stated in sections 42 and 43 or to bring a regular
suit in a Civil Court.

99. That, however, the ministers of law have brought into practice erroneously
to issue orders to the police authorities to put the landholders unconditionally at once
in possession of the property worth thousands of rupees for few rupees due to the

landholders.

e

S

e

i S S S



s -]

o F

T R

-

e e P N A

4 ,No, 10, Lreisrarive, 13ra Fesrusry 1897,

e

23. That, if the non-acceptance of the putta 18 considered as a contempt of the
court’s order, the Government should take possession of it and not the landholder

should be put in possession.

24. That, when landholders have opportunities to get valuable lands in the said
manner, will your Excellency believe for a moment that they will not spare fair or
foul means to deprive the tenants and enrich themselves ?

25. That the last paragraph of the 10th section is really a deadly weapon in the -

hands of the landholders referred to in paragraph 5 and revenue authorities. No
reason seems to appear why the landholders should be given the option of ejecting
tenants or recovering the amount in the aforesaid manner.

26. That the allowing to exist two provisions simultaneously  is really not
equitable. The Government do not turn out its tenants for not paying its kist.

27. That the act of the Government in placing, though unintentionally, its tenants
entirely at the mercy of the landholders, referred to in paragraph 5 with the said
powers is really a mistake and not the act of a parental Government. The sooner it
is removed the better for the prosperity of the tenants and for the courts as their
doubts will be cleared.

28. That to secure one inch of land of the subjects of Her Majesty so many
enactments have been framed carefully. The High Courts of Judicature have been
established. However, no attention has been given to secure the peace and happiness
of the same subjects of Her Majesty who were and are handed over to the petty and
said selfish landholders.

29. That the procedure under the said Act is summary and it cannot be carefully
and honestly under the said circumstances handled by revenue authorities.

30. We therefore beg your Excellency to amend the Act and bring into force
80 as to make it applicable to all suits, appeals and application pending by removing
the last paragraph of section 10 namely, * If, within ten days from the date of the
Collector’s judgment the defendant shall not have accepted the putta as approved or
amended by the Collector as aforesaid and shall not have execute a muchalka in the
terms of the said putta, the Collector, on application made to him by the plaintiff and
on proof of such default on the part of the defendant, shall pass an order for ejecting
the defendant” or distinctly to state by adding ‘“that he shall be ejected in the
manner provided in sections 42 and 43 of the said Act subject to the same being set
aside within six months from the date of the dispossession” and for such other order
or amendment as your Excellency thinks fit.

For this act of kindness, your petitioners shall ever pray.
(Signed) €. VIIIARAGAVULU NAIDU and others.

—

Orper—No. 10, Legislative, dated 18th February 1897.

Communicated to the Revenue Department and to the Select Commitiee on the
Bill further to amend the Madras Rent Recovery Act VIII of 1865.

(True Extract.)

G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Revenue Department.
Belect Committee on the Bill further to amend Madras Act VIII of 1865.

”

Exd. C. M. Thumbuswamy.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT
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12. That the value of lands in such villages, instead of raising as time advances,
is going down, but that of taravari lands are raising every day.

13. That from these your Excellency in Council can see clearly that the cause
should be uttér negligence to the irrigation sources, oppression in collecting the rent,
and dragging the poor tenants to an endless litigation.

14. That in addition to the so many advantages to the annoyance of the tenants

etz and the powers conferred by the said Act, if the landholders referred to in paragraph

5 happen to be influential men or possessing wealth or both, the state and condition
of the poor ryots are an unutterable and are reduced to nothing because the proverb
“ might is right” becomes applicable to them as the poor ryots cannot raise their
voice to reach your Excellency’s ears.

15. That by reason of the Rent Recovery Act being vague, summary and giving

room for doing all sorts of injustice and incomplete, and also by reason of the Civil
Courts wrongly being of opinion that they cannot set aside the orders of the Revenue

Courts on merits in regular suits, the tenants are placed entirely in the hands and

mercy of landholders referred to in paragraph 5.

16. That the last paragraph of seetion 10 of the said Act provides that if a
tenant fails to accept a putta within ten days from the date of the Collector’s order,
the tenant-should be ejected, but it do not say under what conditions and for how
long he should be deprived of his lands.

17. That, under section 41, a tenant who has no saleable interest in the land
and who is in arrears may on application by the landholder be ejected, if he does not
pay the arrears of rent within fifteen days from the time, a copy of warrant to eject
issued to the police officer under sections 42 and 43 of the said Act being served on
him.

18. That, further under section 44 of the said Act, an opportunity is given to
such an injured tenant to bring a civil suit in a Civil Court for the recovery of the
possession and to set aside the orders of the Collector.

19. That, while the interest of tenants who have no saleable interest in the land
is well protected either by allowing him to pay the arrears of kist, if any, or to
establish his claim in a Civil Court for the recovery of possession of his lands, the
interest of ryots who have saleable interest and who are not in arrears, but whose
only sin is that they failed to accept a putta, is not supposed to be protected in the
above manner.

20. That, for any amount of injustice either in the hands of the landholders
referred to in the 5th paragraph or revenue authorities, they have to quietly give up
their lands and go without any remedy. No amount of money would get back their
Jands for not accepting a putta as stated in the 10th section that is the mistaken
presumption of law held by the lower courts.

21. That the landholders are entitled to only kist. To secure such interest, the
Act provides provisions to realize such kist by the attachment and sale of their pro-
perty or imprisonment even if they fail to give a muchalka as per order of the
Collector under section 10. : (o 3

That ever since the passing of the said Act, amendment of the same to remedy
such anomalous provisions has been contemplated, but not carried out.

That it do not seem to be reasonable and equitable the tenant should be ejected
under the last paragraph of section 10, if he do not.aceept a putta within ten days
from the date of the order, when a provision is made for the realization of the arrears
otherwise.

That the object of the legislature could not have been to eject a tenant simply
for not accepting a putta as_stated without giving an opportunity either to pay the
money on a warrant being issued as stated in sections 42 and 43 or to bring a regular
suit in a Civil Court. .

99. That, however, the ministers of law have brought into pract_i(;e erroneously
to issue orders to the police authorities to put the landholders unconditionally at once
in possession of the propérty worth thousands of rupees for few rupees due to the

landholders.
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98. That, if the non-acceptance of the putta is: eonsid_crod as a contempt of the
court’s order, the Government should take possession of it and not the landholder
should be put in possession.

94. That, when landholders hgve opportupities to- get Valual{lo laldaitn theasid
manner, will your Excellency believe f(n" a moment that they will not spare fair or
foul means to deprive the tenants and enrich themselves ?

95. That the last paragraph of the 10th section is really a deadly weapon in the ¥
hands of the landholders referred to in paragraph 5 and revenue authorities. No
reason seems to appear why the l‘zmdhnldfsrs sl_mul(l be given the option of ejecting
tenants or recovering the amount in the aforesaid manner.

26. That the allowing to exist two provisions simultaneously is really not
equitable. The Government do not turn out its tenants for not paying its kist.

97. That the act of the Government in placing, though unintentionally, its tenants
entirely at the mercy of the landholders, referred to in paragraph 5 with the said
powers is really a mistake and not the act of a parental Government. The sooner it
is removed the better for the prosperity of the tenants and for the courts as their
doubts will be cleared.

g 98. That to secure one inch of land of the subjects of Her Majesty so many .M
enactments have been framed carefully. The High Courts of Judicature have been : order ' 0 /Q.Z,Vr{ /3- Mw/?/877‘
established. However, no attention has been given fo secure the peace and happiness 24 -
of the same subjects of Her Méajesty who were and are handed over to the petty and

said selfish landholders. . (‘mnuuu u\/ﬁeﬂ Lo e Hevewwo o

29. That the procedure under the said Act is summary and it cannot be carefully W %/f A { N 0, : 4
and honestly under the said circumstances handled by revenue authorities. 1 : B-Q// ‘< 2 e e S r

80. ‘We therefore beg your Excellency to amend the Act and bring into force MM
s0 as to make it applicable to all suits, appeals a.nd.applimtiou pending by removing : f Z,,l el e H S DR )
the last paragraph of section 10 mamely, ¢ If, within ten days from the date of the '
Jollector’s judgment the defendant ghall not have accepted the putta as approved or

From ¢ - /o< e ' E
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amended by the Collector as aforesaid and shall not have execute a muchalka in the \ ke haovn. Read &""""f‘( acel v : 3 ; /

terms of the said putta, the Collector, on application made to him by the plaintiff and f' Received ' " 18 7

on proof of such default on the part of the dofqndamt, shall pass an order for ejecting | ,Vyg/é/y ¥ / ) /« R R ¢ 7/

the defendant” or distinetly to state by adding ‘“that he shall be ejected in the _ |/ . 4 Reyistered/z T

manner provided in sr—}!;'tions 4-21 an;l t43 (;f tﬂledﬂ‘md Act _sulz;’cctdfof the same being set ' % p /Z g T"é}&. i

aside within six months from the date of the dispossession” and for such other order Ded g , gl Vi |

or amendment as your Excellency thinks fit. f —“Z‘-lu’ WA, V4 4 EW 4/:42_);?__7 gnclosur 6{ / 2  \
For this act of kindness, your petitioners shall ever pray. , A’i s " feditine 5 i bceen ey 1755 . \
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(Signed) C. VIJIARAGAVULU NAIDU and others.

—_——
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His Excellency Sir ‘E@gbqa';nﬁ}& avelock, v
\‘ Governor and President in Council,
N _ and _ b
LR RN s
S The Honorable the other Members in Council. b 0
_ The humble petition of the Tenants and 1
\ g-\ Mirasidars of Shrotriem, Inam, Mitta, t
s N | and petty Zemins, situated in the Dis- !
\ : oL trict of Chingleput. i
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH. |
~ hat under the Rent Recovery Act VIII of 1868, the tenants seem to A
have been classified impliedly under two headings, viz., Tenants who have saleable -

interest in the land, and Tenants who have no such interest or temants who are 1
entitled to hold under occupancy right and tenants-at-will— -

9. That under the said Act, the relationship between Landholder and ;
Tenant is created every year by the acceptance of a Puttah from the Landholder '
and giving of a Muchalka by the Tenant and without that the former would not be

entitled to recover any rent from the latter.

3. That under the said Act there are several classes of Landholders such :

as Zemindars, Shrotriemdars, Mittadars, Inamdars and holders of land under

. Ryotwary Settlement.

A, g

e A R

4. That with the  exception of persons who hold land under Ryotwary |

lder of the above class has got saleable interest in the

| Settlement, no other landho
land and the position of the tenants who hold lands in the villages other than that

| directly paying the rents to the Government is miserable.

5. That the Landholders guch as Shrotriemdars, Inamdars, Mittadars,
excepting big" Zemindars, are insignificant men paying few hundred Rupees to the
Government. ; |

6. That the landholders referred to in the above para. are not entitled
to any interest in the land beyond that of collecting kist from tenants and pocket-
ing the differences after paying the Government.

W
: ;ﬂ?!a". i \
" w. That the Rent Recovery ‘Act armed these petty landholders with

enormous powers so as to make the tenants their slaves and such powers further
enablo them to worry and annoy them and put them to an endless litigation.
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8. That the landholders are entitled to the assistance of the Police to

ruin and plunder the tenaunt’s property and bring them to so called submission
under the colour of the said Act and under the name of rioting. ;

9. That the prosperity and welfare of the people holding lands within

such villages, cannot be at their heart, but that of pocketing few Rupees at the *

cost of the tenants whom unluckily Providence has placed within their province as
their property 1s concerned,

10. That the lands in the villages subjected to the tyranny of landholders
referred to in para. 5“dre not permanently settled by proper authorities which
enables the said landholders to alter the rents to high rate and introduce new
ditions whenever they please. ' ' %

: That they convert the Roka (paying the rent in cash) putta lands
into warrum (half the produce) Puttahs very easily when they happen to be
influential with the authorities, and so the state and condition of the tenants are hot
safe, secure and prosperous. '

11. 'That the sources of irrigation are utterly neglected in such villages
for want of repairs but they never cease to realize the full amount of assessment

12. That the value of lands in such villages instead of raising as time
advances, is going down, but that of taravari lands are raising every day.

13. That from these Your Excellency in Council, can see clearly that the
cause should be utter negligence to the irrigation sources, oppression in collectin
the rent, and dragging the poor tenants to an endless litigation. .

&
14, That in addition to the so many advanta
ges to the annoyance
of the tenants and the powers conferred by the sai«fAct, if the landhglders

referred to in para. 5 happen to be influential men or i

> possessing wealth or both, . .
o the z?tate and condition of the poor Ryots are an unutterable and are reducedz R
| . nothing because the proverb * might is right” becomes applicable to them astha T

g : ,BOOI: Ryots ca?cmot rgise their voice to reach Your Excellency’s ears.

ANERERAE N ,

Sl

o | 15. That by reason of the Rent Recovery Act being vague, summ?y AR

: .and giving room for doing all sorts of injustice and incomplete, and also by reason v

of the Civil Courts wrongly being of opinion that they cannot set aside the orders“.’;,‘, e
- O ouy

of the Revenue Courts on merits in Regular Suits, the tenants are placed entirel
in the hands and mercy of landholders referred to in para 5. 3

16. That the last para of Section 10 of the said Act provides that if
tenant fails to accept a Putta within 10 days from the date of the Collectoraa
Order, the tenant shqn]d be ejected, but it do not say under what conditions an;
for how long he should be deprived of his lands.

17. That under Section 41 a tenant who has no saleable interest in the
land and who is in arrears may on application by the landholder be ejected, if he
does not pay the arrears of rent within 15 days from the time, a copy of warrant
to eject issued t0 the Police Officer under Sections 42 'and 43 of the said Act being

served on him.
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.18, That, further under Section 44 of the said Act an opportunity is-

given to guch an injured tenant to bring a Civil Suit in a Civil Court for the

recovery of the possession and to set aside the orders of the Collector.
19, That while the interest of tenants who have no saleable interest in
he land is well protected either by allowing him to pay the arrears of kist, if any
or to establish his claim in a Civil Court for the recovery of possession of his lands,
the interest of Ryots who have saleable interest and who are not in arrears bub
whose only sin is that they failed to accept a Puttah is mnot supposed to be pro-

tected in the above manner.

90, That for any amount of injustice either in the hands of the land-
holders referred to in the 5th para or Revenue Authorities, they have to quietly give
up their lands and go without any remedy. No amount of money would get back
their lands for not accepting a puttah as stated in the 10th Section that is the mis-

taken presumption of law held by the lowever Courts.

91. That the landholders are entitled to only Kist. To secure stuch
interest, the Act provides provisions to realize such Kist by the attachment and
sale of their property or imprisonment even if they fail to give a Muchaika as per
order of the Coilector under Section 10-

That ever since the passing of the said Act, amendment of the same to
remedy such anamolous provisions has been contemplated, but not carried out.

That it do not seem to be reasonable and equitable the tenant should be
ejected under the last para of Section 10, if he donot accept a Puttah within 10 days
grom the date of the order, when a provision is made for the realization of the

~ arrears, otherwise. '
. e s Yk, h&ob]eetef the legislabure could not have been to eject a tenant 7,_,,,._ -
g an opportunity eitherto :

 pay the moneyona warrant being issued as stated in Sections 42 and 43 or foRg T

g o S A Ot

imfply for not accepting a Puttah as stated without givin
- R NS
-ﬂ i 4 ‘ ’?.” y \» - .
99. That, however, the Ministers o%ve I;r)d%t into practice

to the Police authorities to put the landholders uncondi«

erroneously to issue orders
worth thousands of Rupees for few

tionally at once in possession of the property
Rupees due to the Landholders.
the Puttah is considered as a contemp?

93. That if the non-acceptance of
uld take possession of it and not the

rder, the Government sho
Jandholder should be pub in possession.

94. That when 1a.miholders have opportunities to geb valuable lands in
the said manner- Will Your Excellency believe for a moment that they will nob
gpare fair or foul means to deprive the tenants and enrich themselves.?

95, That the last para of the 10th Section is really a deadly weipon in

the hands of the landholders referred to in para 5 and Revenues Authorities, No
reason seems 0 appear why the landholders should be given the option of ejecting

tenants or recovering the amount in the aforesaid manner.
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8. That the landholders are entitled to the assistance of tbe Police to
ruin and plunder the tenant’s property and bring them to so called submission
under the colour of the said Act and under the name of rioting.

9. That the prosperity and welfare of the people holding lands within
such villages, cannot be at their heart, but that of pocketing few Rupees at the
cost of the tenants whom unluckily Providence has placed within their province as

their property 18 concerned.

10. That the lands in the villages subjected to the tyranny of landholders
referred to in para. 5 are not permanently settled by proper authorities which
enables the said landholders to alter the rents to high rate and introduce new con-

Jitions whenever they please.

That they convert the Roka (paying the rent in cash) putta lands
into warrum (half the produce) Puttahs very easily when they happen to be
influential with the authorities, and so the state and condition of the tenants are not

gafe, secure and prosperous.

11. That the sources of irrigation are utterly neglected in such villages
for want of repairs but they never cease t0 realize the full amount of assessment.

12. That the value of lands in such villages instead of raising as time
advances, is going down, but that of taravari lands are raising every day.

13. That from these Your Excellency in Council, can see clearly that the
cause should be utter negligence to the irrigation sources, oppression in collecting
the rent, and dragging the poor tenants to an endless litigation.

14. That in addition to the so many advantages to the annoyance
of the tenants and the powers conferred by the said Act, if the landholders
referred to in para. 5 happen to be influential men or possessing wealth or both,
the state and condition of the poor Ryots are an unutterable and are reduced to
nothing because the proverb ¢ might i right” becomes applicable to them as the
poor Ryots cannot raise their voice to reach Your Excellency’s ears.

15. That by reason of the Rent Recovery Act being vague, summary
and giving room for doing all sorts of injustice and incomplete, and also by reason
of the Civil Courts wrongly being of opinion that they cannot set aside the orders
of the Revenue Courts on merits in Regular Suits, the tenants are placed entirely
in the hands and mercy of landholders referred to in para 5.

16. That the last para of Section 10 of the said Act provides that if a
tonant fails to accept a Putta within 10 days from the date of the Collector’s
Order, the tenant should be ejected, but it do not say under what conditions and
for how long he should be deprived of his lands.

17. That under Section 41 a tenant who has no saleable interest in the
land and who is in arrears may on application by the landholder be ejected, if he
does not pay the arrears of rent within 15 days from the time, a copy of warrant

to eject jssued to the Police Officer under Sections 42 and 43 of the said Act being

gerved on him.

of the Court’s Order, the Governmens should take possession of it and not'the
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18. That, further under Sootion 44 of the said Act an opportunity is
iven to such an injured tenant to bring a Civil Snit in a Civil Court for the
recovery of the possession and to seb aside the orders of the Collector.

19, That while the interest of tenants who have no saleable interest in
the land is well protected either by allowing him to pay the arrears of kist, if any
or to establish his claim in a Civil Court for the recovery of possession of his lands,
the interest of Ryots who have saleable interest and who are not in arrears but
whose only sin is that they failed to accept a Puttah is not supposed to be pro-

tected in the above manner.

90. That for any amount of injustice either in, the hands of the land-
holders referred to in the 5th para or Revenue Authorities, they have to quietly give
up their lands and go without any remedy. No amount of money would get back
their lands for not accepting a puttah as stated in the 10th Section that i3 the mis-
taken presumption of law held by the lowever Courts.

91. That the landholders are entitled to only Kist. To secure such
interest, the Act  provides provisions to realize such Kist by the attachment and
gale of their property or imprisonment even if they fail to give a Muchaika as per
order of the Collector under Section 10.

That ever since the passing of the said Act, amendment of ‘the same to
remedy such anamolous provisions has been contemplated, but not carried out.

That it do not seem to be reasonable and equitable, the tenant should 'be.
ejected under the last para of Section, 10, if he donot aceept a Pnttah within 10 days
from the date of the order, when a provision. is mada for the. realization of the
arrears, opherwise.

That the object of the legislature’could not have been to eject a tenant
simpply for not accepting a Puttah as stated without giving an opportunity either to
pay the money on a warrant being issued as stated in Sections 42 and 43 or to

bring a Regular Suit in a Civil Court.

99. That, however, the Ministers of law have brought into practice
erroneously to issue orders to the Police authorities to put the landholders uncondi-

tionally at once in possession of the property worth thousands of Rupees for few
Rupees due to the Landholders. e

93. That if the non-acceptance of the Puttah is considered as a QOﬂP?m{lt .
jandholder should be pub in possession. < &

94. That when landholders have opportunities to get-valuable lands i ¥y

the said manner- Will Your Excellency believe for.a m&omeh.ﬁ‘th they (wﬂl}.ﬂo{‘ ( )

gpare fair or foul means to deprive the tenants and enrich themselves:

I\ L el Yo
95. That the last para of the 10th Section is really a de?'glytheapon e 7 _
f the landholders referred to in para 5 and Revenues Authorities, No * o Y

the hands o ; : -
dholders should be given the option of ejecting: s&:s

reason seems to appear why the la.n .
tenants or recovering the amount In the aforesaid manuer. (
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| 96, 'That the allowi : e s S5
. That the allowing to exist two provisions simultaneously is really :
‘ not equitable. The Government do not turn out its tenants for not paying its kist 18. That, further under Section 44 of the said Act an opportunity is
| N in placi ' given to such an injured tenant to pring a Civil Suit in a Civil Court for the
' e e tho Government, A BHlEg SHIEILT SRRE SnsenmtS recovery of the possession and t0 <ot aside the orders of the Collector.
, its tenants entirely at the mercy of the landholders referred to in para 5 with th ‘ .
| said powers is really a mistake and not the act of a parental Government. T : 19, That while the interest of tenants who have no saleable interest 1n
f‘ ‘ sooner it is removed the better for the prosperity of the tenants and for thn C e _agthe land is well protected either by allowing him to pay the arrears of kist, if any
l pobaslii AT s it or to establish his claim in a Civil Court for the recovery of possession of his lands,
’ s a5, Kkan i the interest of Ryots who have saleable interest and who are not in arrears but
- . at to secure one inch of land of the subjects of Her Majesty so whose only sin i8 that they failed to accept a Puttah is not supposed to be pro-
" i enactments- have been framed carefully. The High Courts of Judicature tected in the above manner.
= have been established. However no attention has been given to secure the peace s . |
: | and happiness of the same subjects of Her Majesty who were and are handedp 90. That for any amount of injustice either in the hands of the land-
| It BT e T s Jolders referred to in the 5th para or Revenue Authorities, they have to quietl ive
| PeLty olders. ¥ | b
; 29. Th : : up their lands and go without any remedy. No amount of money would get back
; iy procedure'under oo Sk By O R their lands for not accepting a puttah as stated in the 10th Section that is the mis-
g carefully and honestly under the said circumstances handled by Revenue Authorities. taken presumption of law held by the lowever Courts. -
30. 'We therefore beg Your Excellency to amend the Act and bring into force 9]. That the landholders are ontitled to only Kist. To secure —
o as to make it applicable to all suits, appeals and application pending by remov- interest, the Act provides provisions to vealize such Kist by the attachment b
ing the last para of Section 10 namely “If within 10 days from the dateoof the Col- sale of their property or imprisonment even if they fail to give a Muchaika as per
= lector’s judgment the defendant shall not have accepted the puttah as approved or order of the Collector ander Section 10
= amended by the Collector as aforesaid and shal Ay
+ tergus of the said & ubtah the Goleatyr, on :P;&cz(t)foltllave egectu t&‘;]a M];Chahka e That ever since the passing of the said Act, amendment of the same to
I 4 made to T, P ‘
and on proof of such default on the part of the defendant shall l;?ss 5; :;h‘; I:}L?DELE \ remedy such anamolous provisions has been contemplated, but not carried out.
jecti ) T : £ | |
33201;1;&;:: defefl(;i a; t - dl-s tinctly to state by adding * that he shall be ejected in % | That it do not seem to be reagonable and equitable the tenant should be
i ¢ é}r sy in Sections 42 and 43 of the said Act subject to the same f ejected under the last para of Section 10, if he donot accept a Puttah within 10 days
eing set aside within 6 months from the date of the dispossession” and formggh o , from the date of the order, when a provision is made for the realization of the
order or amendment as Your Excellency thinks fit. & arrears, otherwise.
N i !
B o g o Rk 3 That the object of the legislature”could nob have been to eject a tenant
| gimpply for not accepting a Puttah as stated without giving an opportunity either to
: pay the money on a warrant being issued as stated in Yections 42 and 43 or to
bring a Regular Quit in a Civil Court. -
99, That, however, the Ministers of law have, brought into practice
erroneously to issue orders to the Police authorities to put the landholders uncondi-
tionally at once in possession of the property worth thousands of Rupees for fow
Rupees due to the Landholders. :
93, That if the non-acceptance of the Puttah is considered as acontempt ‘\‘
of the Court’s Order, the Government ghould take possession of it and not the
landholder should be put in possession. RO
94, That when landholders have opportunities to geb valuable lands in
the said manner- Will Your Excellency believe for a moment that they will mot
gpare fair or foul means to deprive the tenants and enrich themselves.? €
9. 'That the last para of the 10th Section is really a deadly Wbp‘g“l
the hands of the landholders referred.to in para 5 and Revenue. Authorities No
;eason geems to appear why the Jandholders should be given the option of ejecting .
tenants or recovering the amount in the aforesaid manmer. © il 3 s ok
dme a0 |
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26. That the allowing to. exist. gwo pi'ovisions' Sxmu]&neonsly is really

not equitable. The Government do not turn out its tenantffdr not paymg its kist.

27. That the act of the GOVernment in placing tho%mm ¥

its tenants entirely at the merey of the }andholdem referred to in para 5 with the

&4

as their doubts will be cleared. : - oy & ¢
h 98. Tkat to secure one inch of land of the subjects Of .Hér Majesty 80
k- many enactments have been framed carefully. The High Courts of Judicature
- ' have been established. However no attentian has beenﬁlven to secure the peace

to the petty and sald selﬁgh landholders.

2 99. That the prooedum under the said Act is ‘suimﬁa,ry and it ca.nn;i be =
# » g carefully and honestly under the Mclwumstances handled by Rey emw e ik

g 30. We therefore beg Your Excellency to amend the Act amlbpng into force
A7 50 as to make it applicable to all suits, appeals and application pending by remoy-

o ing the last para of Section 10 namely “If within 10 days from the date of the Col.
lector’s judgment the defendant shall not have accepted the puttah as approved or
amended by the Collector as aforesaid and shall not have execute a Muchalika in the
terms of the said Puttah the Collector, on application made to him by the Plaintiff
' and on proof Q‘feuch
i Aepiang, the defendant” distinctly to state by adding * that he shall be ejected in
~ thé manner provnfed in Sections' 42 and 43 of the said Act subject to the same
being set aside within 6 months from the date of the dispossession” and for such other
order or amendménm

our Excellency thinks fit.
For this Act of kindness, Your Petitioners shall ever pi'hy

said powers is really a mistake and not the act of a parental Government, Tha -‘
sooner it is removed the better for the prospenty of the tenants nd ﬁ;- the Courts

S and happiness of the same subjects of Her Ma]esty who were and are handed over °

fault on the part of the defendant shall pass an order for
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