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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Memorial from M.R.Ry. K. C. MA NAVIKRAMAN RAJ
tary, Kerala Mahajana Sabha, to His Excellency th
George, dated Calicut, 23rd February 1899,

May 11 PLEASE Your ExcriieNoy,—We, the members of the « Kerala Maia-
jana Sabha,” an Association chiefly representative of the land¢

d intercst in Malabar
and whose views have always received a genercus consideratioy at the Landgs of the
Government of Madras, beg to take thig opportunity of offering an eurnest and
emphatic protest, in the interests of landlox:ds and tenants alike, against the princi-
ples and details of the Malabar Compensation for Tenantg’ Improyements Bill which
the Hon’ble Mr. H. M ed into the Madrgs Legislative

AH, Honorary Secre.-
e Governor of Fort St.

. Winterbotham hag introdue
Couneil.

2. We feel it our duty to voice the feeling of anxiety and insecy
prevalent throughout the district at the prospect of 'so imperfect g mea
hastily passed into law. We unde_rsgand th_at_the Governmen ;
for its speedy enactment, because it is of opinion that such g |
recurrence of those bloody outbreaks of lawlessness which have Leen the Lane of this
district for more than half a century. On this subjeet, we have sulmitted ouy views
more than once before, and we may be permitted once more 10 assure your Fxcel-
lency that these outbreaks, occurring as they do generally during the ramzan
month, are traceable almost entirely to religious fanaticism and ignorance ang that,

rpened by destitution and Starvation, they gre never
tent, by unjust eviction, or by Jazmi Oppreesion — gg
Hindu tenants never join in these outbreaks noy ’have
Mappilla janmis been the vietims of th.em. We may take thig opportunity 1o sug-
gest that the real remedy for Mappilla riots should be sought, not iy the enactment
of an ill-considered law which upsets all existing relations between the landlord gyq
the tenant and annuls a]} existing contracts, and which hoth parties will take long to
understand, but in steady eﬂ’or@s for the amelioration and education of the Mappilla
€ opening up of roads and g railway through the jungles
of the congested taluks of Erpaq and Walavanad, angd i, the relaxing ‘of the
Forest Laws in those taluks where their rigour is keenly felt by the poorest classes,

3. We beg humbly to protest against the poliey of introducing hasty changes in
a law which has not been tried for even a dozen years, Madras Act 1 of "1887 has HO
doubt proved very imperfect in the working. But itg Imperfeetion i in its vague-
ness, and not in the madequacy of; the compensation It provides a suffj-
cient rate of compensation, a rate which tcnants 14 bly accepted with
satisfaction, except where indefiniteness in a Jap ias led fo Munsify
granting in rare cases very small compensations, entially an agrieyl-
tural district and here, more than in many other is cenvidered by the
people as the only safe investment. e
mind which accepts custom as sacred

bar popular
tion, can easily be imagined. 1t is ¢urp hon
Jmprovements will not be

rity widely
sure beirg

prevent the

Ve iuvarig
guage employed |
Malabar s ege

distriets, lang
The effect, therefore,

ripe for consideration and canno

1 given a sufficient {yi
a close study of its working,

T e o —

§ water which irrigates also |
0

— e T

S e
i I I I

e S A NS 3
MWM;’:N?;% LecistaTive, 14t Marcu 1899,
; ' ’ : N

)
A NN
A ART
B
SN
o
i

4. Apart
to every super
is characteri~e

; : t
: inaccuracies which are paten
* imperfeciions and Inaccura . s f Si01
ok o oty h et
ficial reader au Buh SEatenc) R
d and empha . ch a necessity for
d by a prououn(?e : - 1a]ld]01.dry 18 48 n.u 3 f the
5 TOSPerous 2 L t the result o
expense of the 1”?01311&!.&1Aeo§1utrl))’ as a contlented{htull;:;fﬁ(}) 3 gﬁireiy at the mercy
. a1 5 e .
-being of an agricu w, would be to place th S sition.
Wrilt:ent Bill, if passedh 111_11t.;)“;12:e :1 few observations to 1llustmtevoll£ P\zhieh LY
of his tenant. R f the present Bill lays down J gn?v l?s(i);tent with the purpose
5. Section 4 (1) Oh'ch is suitable to the holding 411.1 (tt)) be paid for at eviction.
Jue of the holdmg”’W 1 an *improvement ” which hd\S b ol witl Yo -decioedian
Z:r which it_was. gk asded to it to the effect that no Slflc-mv other part of the land-
An GXPIanath‘l'tl'si? };upebStantiallv (liminishes1 hthe Val\};Sj.:)u ;'n this explanation is x;ery
. t* ’s Dolding.” The provis opped. It is often
improvement 1 the tenant’s ho 's holding »” are dropped. o
? 3 ty m (79 the tenant’s holc 5 ther adJ(»leg
Jord’s plOPeI‘ less the words ‘*1n - at the expense of o A
! uate, mnles improve his own holding a o Ehileh acnkis & Botd
mad'el?le for Sgpenent to tmprov ose a tenant leases out an area W d. The tenant cuts
0881 rty of his lundlerd. bUIg:her lands belonging to his laudflm: o ()w;l Sl or
ro wolv from those lands and utilises it el]}lre]};h:'; llandlord. Sdas ad
{f the water ent1.1-p1) lo'n°‘ ficld which he holds x'mdel ‘IEIO ther property belonging
giv«-rts it 1o & ?;e]ghbﬁlu{)le offected only to the d?tmtnellt‘?e l?is lands, he endeavours
; nt "’ wou if, with a desire to sa i s to pav thie
¢ jmproveme d vet the latter, if, h Iready sustained, have to pay th
: dlord, and yet U ition to the losscs already his lease, the lana-
to his 13“, nt. will, in addition ] he tenunt entered upon his lease, ¢
JG0 IS PO YL 2w 1 e the'time € e teng aving a monopoly o
to ivof the m]provement.t with him preventing the latter fr 0'2 1;‘:;1 éi\:es the tenant
fg:d had made any 0{)‘151 tl(;:;‘c the Bill nullifies any such coutrac
section
the Watery

: ion. ol f contract with
complete freedom . ac:;l'mrlx which robs the landlord of all fi gé?.(:imt(l:at il
ey B be justified. We strongly rf-eo(in be added to the end of
his tenant, ¢2% * &1 Oal?::!,ither and that the i“llo-‘:'ﬁl'%ﬁgo:e:nls of the agreement of
d be expunge ich is pot inconsistent with itability or cowsistency
2235:’11 A CI/EAS %lmd vZlels‘:"(}:l'}’lstha\t the burden of proving tle suitability
i It is also necess:
letting.

e t. in the grip of his
should lie with the tenantends distinetly to place a poor llan((ii}?):((} ’tl?) evictgi(nll) either
7, Section 4 ('2) éa)o en to the latter to provoke his Eu holding. The holding
:ch tepant. 1t will l.es (Il)ues regularly or by neglectuTg Lhe but-the:section enables
ll-)l declining m]p:s);duto him forti““'ely ag('iiciuu.‘l‘;fdggu:};‘pss-s-;enaut thereto and thlllls
have been le ling-house and buildings : npensation he
me to build a costly 1dwjllolrl:ig who cannot! pay the el}OI‘lilouz tﬁ‘;; t?he dwelling-
v ssfully defy the lan tand, it should at least be laid dow _ virements and
succe If this gl%ilj.enlsstz hsoul d,be proportionate to reasonable require
d other building

stic poses
it the icultural and domestic purpos i
houses an the holding. We submit that a_xgqcut. R R JRAG
thypxtes; fOlli‘nked together. 1f necessary, aspecial sectio I
' t be =)
should no

4 on (=] ) ) uk ? ) ’

i njoys the full
BEGomesty.boc of 4 (2) (¢) should be patent The ﬁegfﬁgtg&oﬁhem. For
8, Lhe unfaqu:;‘,:n'ed to therein, though he never Pl? nfo rent ‘fl‘om his tenant,
benefit of the tfleiselsponmlxeousl y grown the laudlu’l‘dy g(t)osthe landlord to whse soil
such trees 8s leii of such trees should more properly é_’o t who has spent on them no
though the ¥1¢ (urowth and fertility, than to the te[? dulandlord pay compensation for
L lt;lbe;;ro k1, phersigrs unjust_tu 1‘1‘13(111 emzil?teuance of those treesfmay :ltiStv
4 or 5 » P £ S ,he rotection ¢ ke : & d()r or cattle,
:ﬁgﬁﬁlrees. Ihe t{:af(lleb‘;’htllﬁ]; v‘ieldpwhich they bring lﬁi fhet El;aElfn (c)ill(fx(‘)d(.l’s Suliell a1t
is amply i ensit:] ro.,ﬁng,'fuel, &o. ; Moreover X eefruit or garden crops, every
materiﬂi ftcgl :;fl; gl’l the capacity of the soil to produc
is caleul®

i hape of bamboos, .
jelds much unconsidered return to the tenant in the shap
: o
holding always ¥

ry low, anc 4l
;,fe i);wcstcd in any other wajy

i reater return
] i is L sents would yield a grea i)
g Taavrl pi Whi?grhi(l::ll:ll liipxl‘)i forgotten thit, where a holding
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consists of a proportion of immature trees, which the tenant must tend an
a time before they come to bearing, there is always a condition in the le
an unrecorded condition, but a really existing one—that the landlord
portion of his purappad.

d nurture for
ase —perhaps
must forfeit a

9. Section 5 is, at best, a superfluity and with regard to the words, ¢ notwith-
standing any custom to tie contrary,” we would ouly appeal to that judicious policy
which Government has always adopted towards the established eustoms of the people
— customs which are so often closely knit to their religious life and feclings,

10. Seetion 6 (2) will, we are afraid, be productive of inc
tends to convert the privileges of a landlord into acurse. Many
are poor and cau sel o command much ready cash. The
men of some wealth who advance money to the landl
Such a tenant, if he desires to invest his capital in a more paying concern, may
wantonly tease his landlord, by neglecting the land or failing to abide by the 4 e
agreed upon or refusing to pay the michavaram, or the customary renewal fee, and
goad him to scek relief in a civil court. If the court decrees g large amount of
compensation to be paid, which the landlord is unable at once to nake good, section
6 (2) will enable the tenant to get the decree executed and get the landlord’s goods
artached and sold in satisfaction of his claims. It is obvious that when the decree for
ejection has been passed, it should be the landlord’s interest to get it executed. But
if he is unable to do so because of his mability to pay the Compensation, the tenant ig
the gainer, for he can remain on the holding, enjoying its produce paying nothing to
the landlord and being the landlord himself ‘de Jucto. It 'is eruel to permit the

oods and property attached, simply

tenant to harass the landlord and get his ¢
rbitant compensation deereed by the

alculable mischief. Tt
of the janmis of Malabar
tenants or kanomdars are often
ords on the legse of the land.

because he has no ready money to pay the exo
court,

11. Seetion 6 (5) affords another small instanc
lously attentive to the interests of the tenant, deliberately over-rides and disre
those of the landlord.  Korevery so-called :¢ improveme"t,” even in cases
actually detrimental to the landlord’s property, the landlord has to pay compensation
But if there are any tiees in the holding for which, according to the Bill, compen-
gation cannot be paid, the tenant is empowered to cut them down. Th,eltenl:a,nt
therefore, is permit ed during his tenure of {he holding to plant and' grow on it aq
many trees as he pleases—there is absolutely no restriction with regard to ove slant-
ing—and cut them dowp when he surrenders it, We rcspeetful?y urge th;%: thi‘s
would be a case in which compensation is due to the landlord, "The tenant alone
enjoys the benefit of those trees ; but it should b
foil has made a very important contribution tows
Is the only return to the landlord to be an inevitable prostration
Lis soil, (and in addition, too, the trouble and expense of re

roots of the trces removed)? Either he should be allowed ¢
snould not be removed. :

12 In fact throughount the Bill is g
the landlord and the tenant. We contend that if
gation for improvemen(iis effected the landlord is equally entit]
for deterioration cansed. A tenant may, by his carelessnes

roductiveness of the land and restore it to thz landlord much ;’()O';(;tr‘l;llllla);l ;‘l(;drt;e; i ‘t;:(el.
1t ; but the law allows no compensation to the landlord for the destruction of his
property. In the matter of improvgments, too, it should he remembered that the
tenant’s eapital and labour would not in themselves suffice - the quality of the soil, of
which the landlord is the owner, isa very important factor. If the Goy ernm’ent
assessment 1s ]iable'to be inervaged in cousequence of lmprovements and incmged
yield, the landlord is equally (.entxtl.ed o an Increased rent, Pyt no such inerease is
claimed. The rent generally in this district, chiefly in Lanom and kovilagom tenure
is fixed very low and during the twelve years’ tenure the lessee gots the ful] benefit
pf any inereased yield from his holding, whether such ine

: : : rease was the spontanecus
work of nature, that is, due to the quality of the soil, or the result of hisp(e)xortions.

e of how the Bill, while serupu-

moving the stumps and
ompensation or the treeg

entitled to compén_
ed to compensation

' @Government.
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1 that the landlord can ask
i time for the next remewal comes
It ‘;.oxlllle{- :'Ve]ftn t}?l?he unfairness of the existing lav: itself tc;ulgalllliil t(:) ;bg zgz?;::;
HRARY L8 idetation. 8 anmi leases out a was :
gasligon soomiertar: rtssS utlk)lg‘)::a:teﬂiand into arable or the one-crop into a two-

BRI i him and the
land. If th.e tienan i i the profit is shared -bet‘yeen
crop land wlthl%ﬁgejﬁﬁdgzishlzgfgfx?é, andp if at the termination of the lease, he

i i illing to pay, the only course

claim rent which the tenant is unwilling _ g

:ahl;'enei:ablt)fggigf :ile tenant and in doing ls)odpayt thmhaé gs{gg)e;:la(ﬁ(:; ::,h:fl ;
e as i the rates prescribed in the schex X .

i c?sfl::e ?Z(rzx(:lrilrxl]dg ;3 some cas%s actually exceed it, thereby rendering

purchase valt;lseovalueless. Even as the law stands at present, if the tenant is pros-
his janman t

icipating in hi ity ; while if be is
means of participating in his prosperity ; while if be 1
e, e landlori% ]feﬁlcl)l;es to prospeg better by leaving the land, hel hz}z hl;vl;' ;:’123
L viction, for example, by refusing to pay the usual 7 g
w0 e ani landlord pay him an amount as high as if he werebpurc aren%
ad thet, mAkIDE 107 t. The extreme unfairness of the situation must be tahpp] ~od
the Juud from Ml 1ot light of the Proclamation of 1803 which adjudges to tho land-
k9,80 :]sape(;lﬁltyh;npl"oduce equally with the sz’rcar.f Tﬁg si;ccar s:;gggal?; whe§: o
i anmi now gets for his land, iy
third’tb‘utle?g:n(;flteixrlx i%lleﬂll::v,tizetﬁe necessity to go to a court of law and the demand
tenant 18

mpensation >
:}fwc ‘])aw? recognised the janm
RSVl exxst-. that in some cases the compensaffion awarded was byf n'tz }!)!::;a;ls
13, It1s tmesed legislation will no doubt obviate the p«)SSlblht){lu dl ity
high- Thtew}i)lrloxl-):duce the landlord’s title to ?ot;gngl. IEWII:I ?g-ﬂg:tllll?iv;’tio(; it will
doing 50 1 d as to lands already leased out | spiihe AL
i £ wisis lands an : i d est their capital in
from leasing ou . t the earliest opportunity and inv  c
induce him to sell th%x;eawr?;eit class of janmis will thus have been anlmlnlated‘zz
any other conc;ern.- totdre I:md a severe blow will have 'been dealt to the ggrafmthe
an acf qf the e%:;)ar That we do not exaggerate the disastrous consequences (:1 e
%,;.i;perilﬁy 1(;(5 lfazl)mrel.lt from a consideration of the jrates of compensation aund the
N w ;

methods to be employed in ascertaining them.

is three-fourths
ion allowed for garden or crop lands is t ;
i 9 m’i}ﬁi 01‘1)12}.)1?: s:lt;?;nat the termination of a lease, the larlx]dlqrd :;::5
~f the tll)lroftiet:ant not only the benefit he has already beendertxJO)g:vgeftr):Lnnte f;elcr::(:('i i
10w the : improvements supposed to ) )
iiold and pay hxn:i thecgost‘l;;::e?flgnl*t"ﬁg of the profits ezpected in succeeding yea;s.d t11:
‘pay bim also 1n a Z;:; the landlord pay the tenant one-half the amount elxpecge ?i
i stﬂllha(lid g; ttoh:an sale of even those trees which th;l;i:fnord I:Imﬁeei'f txl')ezlt:t(fstsati .
be realise h done nothing. g a.tim C
i e g, IRTRAPS, ot il; and yet the landlord is called
for which the ; h depending on the soil ; and yet the landlo
Wtoha“;b};iﬁy:ﬁgg:fi‘;:hs ofpthe price for whicll’l zt 'woutl'(lil selol;'e Tll‘lg?aigne-%l;ll:
~ e g ich the tenant did not even plant is still more 3 1
allowed on trsesb:h;;lild thi, cost of buildings, &c., erected by him and in cases where
tenant 1s alsobe‘iieves that the “improvement” hasbeen effected in a very f:‘xpe?:;‘}?;
the landlord den of proving it is thrown on him—whleh. is mamfestl}y;a unh_ lr(’iemand
Way,ktlh;ebt‘i]’; business of the party who claims ctﬁmp;psatxtqn to gr(;ﬁi v‘:'in; é;e gt
shou i in, the court is allowed the diseretion of _
is not ex‘l’l?s’ivnet'ereftgzr, oe:i;ain improvements, viz., those which are not directly
6 per cent.

roductive apd most likely to have been done in a very expensive way.
produc

tfully to point out

e to the Schedules. We !)eg most respec ;

ghe Wesgﬁg;hﬁzgl constitute the most unsatisfactory part of the pre;;eax‘;z Bxll:

thgsel ly refer to schedule IV. Compensation for a cocoanut tr(:ie li i B?zn

h: £ W?ﬁf gI—S—l 1. Seldom is any cocoanu]tl; tree in %{a]a}»%rfz?l;:rdznslnof 2o

able up The rates which Government itself has recen y pui ‘ et
oy o8 0, The rates f ilway construction, have been about the ame ; an
nn(’i trees, :&fg‘;ﬁ:ffﬁ;ﬁngf o;-hza landy on which the trees stood the .ice came to
including

I’ just title to a third of the produce, eviction suits would

to his evicted tenant. Custom has fixed the rent very low ; butif '
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less than Rs. 12 per tree. It is most unjust to make the janmi pay nearly double this
rate for trees planted on his own lund. Again we notice that for a cocoanut tree which
has not yet come into bearing, compensation is preseribed up to Rs. 3-6-0 (Schedule
IV: Table I) though absolutely nothing is known of its future bearing capacity.
This rate corresponds, according to Sechedule IV, Table II, to what is prescribed for a
tree in bearing, expected to yield an annual produce of 25 nuts through a period of 50
vears! This would be a terrible speculation to the Jandlord who is so unfortunate as
to have cocoanut trees planted on his land by a tenant. 1f a tree yields less than 12
nuts no compensation is due, and if it yields 12 cocoanuts through a period of
60 years, only As. 1-4 has to be paid. We would respectfully urge the extreme
unfairness of compelling the landlord to pay at the rate of Rs. 3-6-0 for trees
whose fruit-bearing capacity is absolutely unknown, merely because the tenant has
allowed it to grow for 15 years. Again, though the annual cost of ¢
cocoanut tree is put down at As. 2-6, As. 8 is fixed as compensatio
of a year old. This will enable the tenant to wantonly harass the
extensively planting his holding with coeoanut seedlings whieh he can procure at
6 pies each. The tables, if carefully analysed, will betray many similar features and
anomalies which will weigh oppressively on the landlord. Above all, the cost of
eultivation in interior taluks 1s widely different from what it is on the coast line
where cocvanut trees need no watering and no tending.

ultivating a
n for plants
landlord by

16. We beg to enter our humble protest against section 14.
apart, we are afraid that any such provision for changes in the sch
benefit of a discussion in the Legislative Council, w
interests of the landlords.

The legality of it

i ( edules without the
Ul prove still more injurious to the

17. Section 15 is not strong enough to sufficiently safeguard the interests of th
landlord against the much too common evil of over-planting, TIn the fipst iace the
discretion allowed to the courts will constantly be in danger of being m?eus (,ibe
eommissioners in whom the exercise of it will practically lie. b'econdly th(;t e tY
tion which is often irresistible in a tenant to everplant his holding so as to obin']p -
much produce as possible during the period of his tenure, thus causing se ain as
ment to the property of his landlord, will by no means be checked if com i

on a Jower scale is liable to be granted for the trees found in excess. Th P§D8ut10n
in fertility of the soil of Malabar is a complaint often made, and wc; are aof ?(‘il‘ease
the existing Act has already had mischievous effects in the same direct] raid that
respectfully submit that the scale laid down in Section 15 is somewhat incons;gg; i We
the agricultural conditions of this district. We pray that the scale submitt dn with
Sabba in its Memorandum dated 25th August 1894 to the Commissione fe by the
Settlement iz re the Settlement of Malabar and which was ey u.r o Revenpa
interests of landlords and tenants may be accepted for use, P 1nthe joint

rious detri-

18. We are afraid that the effect of the present Bill it 2 \
only to aggravate ten-fold an evil which it app%ars to have s::sf}tlleu;? law, will be
ernment to minimise. It will really give larger discretionary Dowers Jtict of Goy.
enjoyed by the commissioners whom the Hon’ble Mr. H. N ntarh an are now
considers to be ¢ very often nelthe;r competent nor trustworthy rbotham rightly
fruit-bearing capacity, the future fruitful life, and many othap e
ules require, can only be obtained by wild and unveZiﬁable; d;;fgg:ehlch
diversities are generally to be found in the reports of two commis s.
unoften they are swayed by questionable inducements. We gp extrslonem, and not
that the evils of the existing law should not be accentuated by gy fxfm;lely sulmxto.m;
Jation. We may take this opportunity to recommend that in 13(') 25 hasty legis-
cases where commissioners are employed, the Judical officers shoulg;r ient. of the
inspection. We consider that such a course would have a great effeetniz; € personal
the tone of the work of the commissioners. We would algo suggest tlu:l roving
education and respectability should_be appointed as commissioners sy :‘1 men of
monthly salaries, rather than that this responsible work should 1 cent fixed

. e entrusg
Jittle or no education. ted to mep of

No. 38, LecistaTive, 14TH Marca 1899. ]

19. In conclusion, we admit that the present agrarian law in Malabar is not
erfect: but it is better to submit to existing evils for a little while longer than to
Eush to new ones by means of a hasty legislation. Constant ew.ctlan are desirable in
the interests neither of the landlord nor of the tenant, and it is necessary by all
means to reduce the temptations towards them. We respectfully urge that to com-
letely crush the landlord class is not the way to effect this purpose. We have also
Etated that the tendency of the present Bill would be to discourage landlords from
letting out waste lands for cultivation : this, in the face of the growing population,
would speedily more and more impoverish the district. The way to promote agricul-
tural prosperity is to encourage equally the landlord and the‘ tenant and, to ensure to
each his legitimate share in the produce of the I.and. The lqndlord-s claims are
now left entirely in the background. He gets nothing except his nominal rent and
eriodical renewal fee. The tenant pays his assessment to Government, and if, in the
Eame way, the landlord were entitled to a modest janmabhogam or share of the produce
as the janmi be would have no inducement to fawet his tenant. Under the existing
law, the janmi is so helpless in the hands of his tenant—generally the advantages of
edu,cation as well as of affluence too weigh on the side of the latter—that he often
finds he can get no return for his land except by suing for eviction. In Palghat
taluk many waste lands have been reclaimed by tenants who pay janmabhogam to their
Jandlords as regularly as they pay assessment to the sircar; and these tenants have
been enjoying their lands without eviction for more than half a century. We would
respectfully suggest that in this direction lies the true remedy to the evil of evictions.
90. We have briefly indicated a few of the objections which this Sabha has to
raise against the Bill now in consideration. We most earnestly and loyally entreat
Your Excellency to accord your patient and generous consideration to our represent-
ations, and we trust that Your Excellency’s Government will see the justice of these
representations and graciously withdraw for maturer deliberation the Bill now placed
before the Legislative Council.

Endt. Mis. No. 1008, Revenue.
Transferred to the Legislative Department for communication to the Select
Committee on the Bill.
(By Order.)

Fort St. George, (Signed)

N. E. MARJORIBANKS
11th March 1899. 4

Ag. Under Secretary to Government.

Oxrper—No. 33, Legislative, dated 14th March 1899,

Communicated to the Select Committee on the Malabar compensation for
Tenants’ Improvements Bill. :

(True Extract,)

1. TREMENHEERE,
Secretary to Government.

Seleet Committee on the Malabar Compensation for
< Tenants’ Improvements Bill.

Exd. A. F. Eccleston.
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