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' Propeedings of t/z? Madras G}):)ernment, Reaenue\Department,
' B 13th May 1870. ™.
| Read the following Proceedihgs of the Board of 'Revénue, dated 21s¢

No. 170.

: .. February 1870, No. 1,178 :—
Read again Board’s Proc@dihgs, dated 15th March 1869, No. 1,754, k

Read also the following letters 1 —

From - Collector of Ganjam dated 29th March 1869, No. 186.
- y  of Vizagapatam, s Sth April - w gy 2162,
" »n  of Godavery District, ,, 4th Aug. . 186.

» Offig. »»  of Kistna District,  ,, 27th April s s 110.

w s of Nellore, oy WBrd o, - y T55.
, Acting y Of Ty SthJuly ) 1,340,
" »  of Bellary, »  OthApril ., - 58,

. ” yy  of Cuddapah, » Sth w40,

. yy  of Kurnool, » 10th »w o, 107

. " »s  of Madras, » 17th Sept. . S811.

" s  of North Arcot, »  R0th April 4 115,
- »  of South Arcot, »n 28thJuly s 169,
. yy  of Tanjore, s 29th March ,, - 55
N ~y - of Trichinopoly, » 17thApril ., €.
R 'y of Madura, ) y Tth w o, 123
wooow sy  of Tinnevelly, » 13th May , - 208.
Wy of Colmbatore, » Slst » o, 105
,, Commissioner of the Neilgherries, ° s - Sth June . . 79
Y Collector of Salem, » 17th April | . T3
. Offg. ,,  of Malabar, » 23rd Sept. " , 205,

Ixn these Proceedfngs the Board circulated to all ‘Collecto‘fs a

Acting Collector of South Canara, pointing out that inconvenience had been experi-

letter from tho

enced by the repcal of Regulation V. of 1822, in so far as it had deprived the

* occupation, and irrigation of lands, ,
2. - All Collectors were requested to report whether they had experienced the

visions of Section 327 of the Code of Civil Procedure.

people of a si'mple mode of redressin the tasc of disputes regarding cultivatiop

same inconvenience as that complained of by 3Mr. Thomas,

3. The question had previously been raised in 1866, and had been disposed
of in Board’s Proccedings, dated 26th November of that year, -

4. The Board then, concurring in the opinion expressed by a certain number

" of Officers to whom the matter had been rcferrcd, deeided that no re-enactment of

the repealed law was necessary or expedient.

5. In the replies received to the subsequent reference tl,c1_~e_ is, as was to Lo .

expected, a considerable diversity of views. |
6. The Collector of Ganjam (Mr. Carmichacl) was not of opinion that any

ch':lmge of law was necessary; he believed that hundreds of petty disputes were )

gcttled by private arbitration, and deprecated the interfercnce of Government
Officers with this simple mode of settling differences; he also pointed out that the
award of a private Punchayet might be enforced in a cheap manner by the pro.
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Proceedings of the Madras Gorernment, Recenue Department,
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7.~ The Collector of
repeal of Scction 1§ left
of land disputes,”
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13th May 1870, R
. Vizagapatam (Mr.

Minchin) was of opinion that ¢ the
Collectors without gy

i in the settlement
nhoiity tointerfore in the settle

8. The Collector of Godaver
resalt from the repeal of the sceti
cte., were géncrully disposed of 1y

9. The Oﬂiciuting Colle
the powers conveyed by K¢
of opinion thyt the repeal of those scetions by Lick would
perly brought before the Magistrates ay charges of c¢riminal trespass whic Y
have beey formcrlydisposed of under the Regulation in question, and recon
cd that the pow

wived.
er of referring such cases to l'un('lm_ycts should bo revived
10, TheCollcctor of N

L . 1 "1nee to
¥ (Mr. Fraser) hud found no inconvenic

. QANp trespass,
min question, and stated that cases of I
ugist(*l'iu“y.

. ’ L llo ‘\.:ls
clions 11 and 1§ of Regulation V, of 1622

i

N nnpro-
ad led to many cases being iy

- s con-
ellore (Mr. Dykes) was not of opinion that any ¢
! ie uused by *peal of the Regulation, .
| venience had been cuused by the repeal o sul . ired its
T § S | T Acting Collector of the same district (Mr. Melviile) desiree
re-cnactment, . Ament
12 The Collector of Bellary (Mr, Sullivan) wag opposed to re- enac
- he pointec

Lout that in i_lno
weight, or we

arricd
ards of Punchayets scldom carrict
re allowed to e final,

13, The Collector of Cuddapal (Mr. VansAgue
Tepealed powers should Lo re-granted to Collectors,
- 14 The Collectop of Kurnool (M, Chia
the Tepeal in Kurnog] ; but, adverting
opinion that the law shoulq be re-¢
1507 The Acting
venicnce complained of hyd n Le
16, The Colleetoy of
Regulation V, of 1822
have beeny dispose
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7. The Colleetor of
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- tion 2 were concerned, lie had o foun

13, The Colleetor of Tanjore
venienge, ‘

19, The Colle

w) was of opinion that the

1 Y 'I)CO fr

. . Cistna, was of
to his former experience in Kistna,
nacted,

; incon-
Collector of Madras (Mr, Thornhill) stated that the inc

Itin tho Madras District. s of

(Mr, Robinson) desired the pw.""-‘m' 1
d, as he had found that cases which -“'O'nul
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South Arcot (Mr. Reade) regretted tho repeal of
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of tha repealed Regulation, ‘
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"law, and should not be revived.
a )

i artment,
] the Madras Government, Revenue Dep
Proceedings of the . O Aoy 1870,

‘ R Jpinion that the restoration |
. f Salem (Mr. Pochin) was of olp))lmon ,
ollector of N a great boon. . .

2. The genulation V. of 1824, ‘Yould be, {ionﬁicting views, a majority of
of Swtlonlls, i1l fhus be seen that, amidst lnlar t}’ Regulation V, of 1822 had led dto

5. 1t wi inion that the repeal o °. . 2ople of a speedy

e of opinion . opriving the peoy
the Collectors “91”(; raztical inconvenicnce .by dcﬁr;ultio\'ation of land.
a certain amo}lnt ol tes regarding occupation an s that, owing to the repcal of
means of scttling dlsplfnted Tt by many Collect:l)l‘b on thie part of the peoplo
; 13 also po1 a fe c
2. L ‘{lbo(llzlestiolh thero has been a t'en (,ell:dr)r’res of criminal trespass and
seulation 1n ' . rtain, charg ; s
the Regulutis f the Sub-Magistrates to ente . l’e disputed rights to the occul)atlén
to prefer, and 9 1 law in force in matters of simp .
iminal la ' . f 1822 were
to put the criminal ' ided by Regulation V. of 182
. ‘1ded DY Leg _
of land. ‘ for scttling disputes prov f the Collectors under Section 11,
27. The means ary action on the part o

fold, either by summ Section 18.  ered to adiudicato
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mumarily in cases where crs of referring certain disy 11 disputes regarding land
tho latter scction tho BIL of 1816, was cxtended to all di .
t le 3 . N . .

. Rogulation first quoted section
Section %’ ° rot. - ing under the first q :
between ryot and ‘r)r?ty of cases properly co{luglgal trespasses. . L t

29. The majort! d by Magistrates as crunu hich the criminal law is no
aro now, no doubt, tric ye th:t in mony cascs to ‘;vl tertained, but cases of this

re ’ . tru - entc ) . .
a 30. It is no doubt iminal trespass are mado and Section 11, which provided
.policable, charges of crlo orly been cognizable urlx ler 2 of had boen forcible..
apfure would not 11?."(? pr Eon where the act comp amc1 efore, not b providing
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on t that sectu . 3q W arer . '

3-€Nac ) 11 less wou 18
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hine in tho repeal of the Regulation in q
is nothing
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f privato arbitration iu the settlemen
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36. The Buoard

v seful result. ent whatever is
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~ Read the following letter from J. H. BLAIR Esq., Collector of Sea-Customs, to the Actine

: prohibiting the export of opium not covered by 2 pass, should be issued, under Section 23, Act VI.
of 1863, by the Governor-General in Council, ‘

*
»
< 1
'
'
4

No. 3,249,
" Proceepivgs or THE BoArd oF Revenur, dated 12th May 1870.

Secre- .

--" " " "tary to the Board of Revenue, dated Madras, 9th May 1870, No. 865 :—
Prxpixo the result of lan appeal now before the ITigh Court, as to the legality of arecent

* seizure of opium, and a further representation t on the sul-
.ject generally, I have the honour to request the Board will b : ‘

® Board’s Procecdings, No. 8,362,
11th November 1869. o
N Lotter to Board, 26th April 1870+" 000 enough to address Government, with a view to the nccessary - 1

' e‘.;\"p‘,ﬁﬁcati‘on being published, under Section 23, Act VI. of 1863,

prohibiting the exporé of opiumi; * , _ . ‘ .
2. The question as to the? z'mportatz'on of opium should also be settled. If the import '

' ';‘fgl'utyi leviable under Schedule A., Act VI. of 1844, cannot legally ’

Advocate-Génoral's opinion, pm‘a’ti- ‘ . . .. .
grfph 9, in Board’s Proceedings, No. y}z enforced, opium on importation is free, this error should also

775. 15th March 1870. PS4 < 3. . .
24 Rupees er BOGF UTO0 4elan, ~.be remeodied if possible.

. } ~v%..3. Asthe Governor-General only can issuo the N otiﬁcﬁtion,
under Scction 23 of Act VI, of 1844, I would respectfully, buggest, a commurication by telegram
being made. . SR WPl R

.
Ry

4. It is absolutely necessary that early stepsshould be taken in _tﬁ:m matter, as it is already C i
o

_ v._:.' M Py

-

known that opium may be exported free. This is clear frorhl advertisement in the Af a:lrag

Standard, of which copy is sent (to be returned).

\

Encrosveg No. 1.—Copy of Madras Standard, T B S

v

SupuirTeD for the orders of Government. ’
2. "In the present state of the law, it seems to the Board most desirable that a Noiiﬁcation

3. As regards duties leviable on imported opium, the Board believe that the special reser-
vation-in Section 1, Act. VIIL of 1868, leaves tho law in this respect just as it was before. 1
A similar point with refaad-to the duty on salt has recently been referred to the Advocate-General

by Government, . .
(A true Copy and Extract,)

- : ’ ' . Acting Secretary,
To the Acting Secretary to Government, Revenue_Depa::tment, ,
with an enclosure.
Copy to the Collector of Sea-Cugtoms, Madras.

)

Exd, G. A. Turton.
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From D. F, CARMICITAEL, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to the Acting Secretary to the B;)ard of

_ Revenue, dated Chetterpore, 29th March 1869, No. 186.

I pEa to reply to the Board’s Circular Proceedings, No. 1,754, dated 15th Harch instant.

For anything that appears to the contrary in the letter from the Acting Collector of South
Canara which raises this question, it might be supposed that Collectors were formerly enabled to
refer the disputes mentioned, to a Punchayet, whether the parties wished it or not. The fact, how-
ever, is that before reference to a Village Punchayet the Collector had to ascertain that botl, azreed
ta the procedure; and before reference to a District Punchayet that one of them did so, )

2. Ibelieve that hundreds of petty disputes are annually settled by private arbitration
between partiesin the same rank of life in every district in the Presidency, 3Mr. Thomas, it scews,
hags found it sq in South Canara, ** Punchayets are a very popular mcans of redress in this district.”
Then why not leave well alone; why above all call in the Collector? * Unhappy man! already there
is scarcely anything which does not come before a Madras Collector: from an earthquake to a bro-
ken slopbasin in a Travellers’ Bungalow, nothing is too grand or too mean for him.

3. Dut with this avowal about the popularity of Punchayets, what can be Mr. Thowmas’s
meaning i paragraph 4, that the Ryots ““are now left without any more speedy means of redvess
¢ than the expensive one of a Civil Suit, and the expenses, difficulties, and delays attending a Civil
¢ Suit are such that the great majority of the poor are afraid to face them, and consequently are not
““ unfrequently deprived of their just rights.”’? Ile may suppose, perhaps, that there is no cheap
and ready means of enforcing a private Punchayet’s award. If so, he is in'error; half a rupec will
do it elfcctually.— Vide Section 327, Code of Civil Procedure. .

4. As to any portion of Regulation V. of 1822 not having been attentively considered, when
Madras Act VIIL of 1865 repealed the whole of that enactment, I do not think the supposition
will be borne out, if reference is made to the correspondence and reports which preceded the pass-
ing of Act VIII, It may be said perhaps, then why was not Regulation XII. of 1816 simultane-
ously repealed? The answer is that When the dispute is between Zemindar and Ryot or Zemindar's
Renter and Ryot, the latter is so heavily weighted, that it is proper to give him the means of compel-
ling the former to submit himself, through the Collector, to a Punchayet of impartial persons, but

between ryot and ryot this reason can seldom or ever exist. :

Exd. T, Cdruedgo.
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gation.

From J. L. MINCIIIN, Esq., Collector of Vizagapatam, to the Acting Secretary to the Board of
Revenue, dated 5th April 1869, No. 162.

Wiru reference to the Board’s Proceedings dated March 15th, 1869, No. 1,754, forwarding

Mr. Thomas's letter on the inconvenience caused by the repeal of Section 18, Regulation V., of 1822,

I have tho honor to state that I was lately considering the advisability of addressing the Board on

the samo subjcct, as the repeal of that Soction bas left the Collectsr without authority to inter

fere at al
9. Tho summary settlement of such mafters has ‘always been considered inherent in the

Collector’s authority, but there is at present no Regulation on which he can act, and his interfer-
ence under existing circumstances is without legal sanction. '

1 in the settlement of disputes in which Government Ryots aro a party, concerning irri--

3. I beg to forward copy of a letter from my Principal Assistant, pointing out the incon-

venience caused by this state of things.

Encrosure No. 1. -
From II. SEWELL, Esq., Acting Principal Assistant Collector, to the Collector of Vizagapatam,
dated 2nd April 1869, No. 21.

I reply to your Memorandum at foot of the Proceedings of Board of Revenue, dated March
15th, 1869, No. 1,754, I have the honor tostate that several petitions have been presented before
me lately referring to the ¢ cultivating, occupying, and irrigating of land” in the ryotwary (that
is, now permanently settled) parts of the Sub-division, which petitions I have been obliged to reject
owing to the repeal of Regulation V. of 1822, ,

2. As the only remedy the parties now have in such cases is a Civil Suit, T am of opinion
that a large amount of inconvenience is caused by the said repeal, and that it would be beneficial
if Scetion 18, Regulation V. of 1822, could in some way be re-enacted.

’ (True Copy.)
(Signed) J. I, MINCHIN,
Collector,

Esd, T. Cartledge.
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From J. FRASER, Esq., Collector of the Godavery District, to the Acting Secretary to the .Boa,ll'd
of Revenue, Cocanada, dated 4th August 1869, No. 186.

Wi~ reference to the Proceedmgs of the Board of Revenue, dated 15th March last, No. 1,754,

Ihave  onour to report that I have experienced noinconvenience in consequence of the r al
of Sectiou -, Regulation V. of 1822. During the five years I have been in this district, I?e

met with no ca.ses of disputes between ryot and ryot respecting the occupying, cultxva.cmo ave
irrigating of land, which they wished to refer to punchayet. Cases relating to trespass an:
encroachments of lands, which rarely occur, are generally tried mavlstenal]y under Secn:n 44; !:f

the Penal Code.
2. The Sub-Collector reports that on different occagions ryots requested of hun that their

disputes of the above description might be referred to punchayets, a.nd have expressed thexr
dissatisfaction at being referred to the Civil Courts. :

Exd. F. R. Bantleman.
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Yrom J. A'. C. BOSWFELL, Esq., Officiaiing Collector of the Listna District, to the Acting Secre-.
tary to tho Board of Revenue, lated Masulipatam, 27th April 1869, No. 110.
I nave the honor to reply to the Doard's Proceedings, dated 15th March 1869, No. 1,754,

2. 'The settlement of disputes by Panchayet is a course of procedure peculiarly suited for a
primitive state of socicty, and one to which the Natives of India have been accustomed from
carly ages. It is, therefore, to be regretted I think, that we have not done more to utilize, this

'iustitntion in our adwinistration of justice. The tendency of all recent legislature has been to

mako the administration of justice more and more expensive and complex, in accordance with
our western idcag of civilization. There can bo no doubt that the petty disputes of our ryots
respecting tho occupying, cultivating, and irrigating of land can Le wuch more specdily and
satisfactorily scttled in & council of tho ¢lders of the villagers, who probably all individually are
intimately acquainted with the position of the lands and the history of its occupants for years past,

“and know at starting more about the rights of the case than any other Court could attain to after

the tedious examination of a dozen witnesses, probably with a vast amount of hard survey on both
pides. There is something which answers to public spirit even in a small village community, and
as witnesses would not have the face to tell such barefaced lies before the local elders in the gate
as they would beforo a distant Court, 8o a village Panchayet will seldom give a decision so preju-
dicial as to outrago the feclings of their fellow villagers. v

3. The conscquence of the repeal of Sections XI. and XVIIL of Regulation V. of 1822,
has been to bring a vast nuiber of charges of trespass into our Magisterial Courts, and many of
our Sub-diagistrates failing to £7¢ L. distinction between Criminal and Civil trespass as clearly
sot forth in Section 441 of the Penal Cole, where the former is defined, they are continually in
the habit of * clutching jurisdiction' and inflicting the punishment of fine and imprisonment in
cases where tho accused has simply advanced a bond jide claim, in occupying land to which he

Lelieved he had a full right.

4. Under Scction XL Regulation V. of 1822, persons forcibly dispossessed of their lands or ~

crops wero at liberty to bring the case before th.e Collector, who, upon proof of such forcible ejection
and of the actual previous possession by such cJected' party, was authorized to restore the lands of
crops. This provision Was8 not spared when Rogulation V. of 1822 waas repealed by Act (Madras)
V1II. of 1865, for the reason that another remedy was already provided for this very case, under
Section 15 of Act No. XIV. of 1859, by which a person unlawfully dispossessed of immovable property
may recover possession by filing a summary suit within six.month's before a Civil Court. To this
day it is & popular fallacy generally believed, that the Magistrate is bound to uphold in possession
of land any previous occupant who has been wr?ngfully ousted, and when Buch charges are
dismissed, and the complainant is referred to the Civil Courts for redress, it is felt to be a real harde
ship, for the prosecution of & Civil Suit i a luxury which demands both time and money.

5. The elements that constitute Criminal trespass as punishable under Section 447, Indian
Penal Code, are when one enters into or upon property in possession of another (1) with intent to
commit an offence (2) or to intimidate (3)insult or (4)annoy any person in possession of such property.
Under Chapter XXIL C.C. P, for the scttlercnt of disputes relating to the possession of land or the
right of use of any land or water, & Magistrate before he can act, must be satisfied that a dispute
likely to cause a breach of the peace exists,-and must first record the grounds of his being so
gatished. Further, it is only a Magistrate with full powers that can act under this Chapter.

6. What would be very desirable and what would be considered a real boon in the way or

legislation by the pecople would be, to provide, that cases of disputes respecting the occupyin g,

cultivating and irrigating of land, whether between proprietors or renters or their ryots and

'

e

N

C .

P O

o

et

T A A . . . . . .
it Ml A ke et ias + et et ¢ ol e s =
- - N .. . .

e e L W

e -




. arisen from the repeal of Act No. V., of 1822,

\

. Regulation V. of 1822

¢
$

’

|I . I

. . between ryot and ryot, may be referred by Colle

ctors to Pancliayets for settlement. Ibcg. to”
ting Sub-Collector, and Mr. Grahame, Acting .

- enclose copies of the replics of Mr. Comyn, Ac . , Acting
are both in favor of reviving the provisions of Scetion 18 of Regulation V.

Hoad Assistant, who
1822, :

—rt—

Excrosvre No. 1. .
From W, F, GR;\ILL\I.- Esq., Acting Hfeal} Assistant Collector of the Kistna District, toP the Off
ciating Collector of the Kistna, District, dated Bozwada, 15t April 1869, I\(:. 135. -
Wittt referonce to youg endorseraent No, 19, on the Board's Proceedings, ‘.\'o.‘l,7.)-!. d.:tte«cc -hM .
March 1869, I beg to stats that ag far a1 my exporience goes, very little, if any .mCOnv_cmc':}n o
In the chargos which I have had, disputes su.( 148 :
In a scrious case, i. ¢. when |
all considerablo, the partics would almost certainly have

2. Taapett

between them,

3. At thosame .timc, [ am decidedly of o

‘e fr] itrate
¥ case, the partics would most probably get two or threo of tbcxf' friends to arbitr

. 14 I"
pinion, that the power conferrod by Scction X?l”u! ]
. . . v . c -
toa punchayet, disputes as to occupation, 1rrigntion !(l)nmcm.
tivation of land arising between ryot and ryot might with alvantazo be rostored to Revenuo :

I : e o - . imini ome
This might be done by a very short Legislative Enactment, and would, I think, diminish to s
extent the work in many Civil Courts,

22, of rofernng

(True Copy) '
(Signed) J. A. C. BOSWELL,
Officiating Collector.

Sy

N, Eyq., Acting Sub-CoHector, to the Officiating Collector of the Kistna District,
dated Bapatla Talook, 24th April 1869, No. 24. £eb March

Wit reference to your endorsement on Board's Proceedings, No. 1,754, dated 15th : »l';'
1869, I have the honr to inform you that I ap of opinion that Scction XVIII. of Regulation V.
of 1822, should e revived. ’ Nuded
2. The Revenye authorities at Present have no means of deciding disputes of the nature a” "
“to theroin, The Partics are driven for redress to the Civil Courts, They not unfroquently . :rayc ,
the Magistrate first; and I bolieve any cases of this nature are taken up by the Sub-Magistracy

.. . . . these
83 criminal trespass, or if not taken up a9 such, complaints regarding them aro brought before
Officers under that head, /

'

From W. 11, coxy

(True Copy.) . ‘
(Signed) J. A. C. BOSWELL,

Ofciating Collector.
Exd. @, A, Turton,
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o : YKES Ilsq Coilector of Nellore, to the Acting S_ecretary to the Board of Reve-

fon 3. 0D ’ ’ nue, dated 23rd April 1869, No. 755. , .
knowlédo»e the reccipt of the Proceedings.of the"Boajrd, date 4t.

. Tmave the honor 1';0 ai‘ ‘repOr: whether the inconvenience experienced ‘in §0uth Canara is
ultimo, No, 1,7:54, callmﬁ or.from tho repeal of the Regulation V. of 1822, and, in reply, ll])cg :o
e e ten o that I have been in this district I doubt that as mar.]y Panchayets
state that duriﬁgblth; te?leie:}: Regulation in question. Its repeal, the_rcfo;e. in thisrespect can-
have been assembled un :  the .

3 '
not be considered here an inconvenience.

, .. 4 | ) . b. i | l‘
Exd, T, Cartledge. . .
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From R. J. MELVILLE, Esq., Acting Collector of Nellore, to the Acting Secretary to the Board §
' :, S . of Revenue, dated 8th July 1869, No. 1,340. ‘ R
; Iy answer to the Board’s Proceedings, dated March 15th, 1869 No. 1,754, T have the honour ol
| ¢, stabe taat T am of opinion that it would be certainly advisable to re-enact Section 18 of R:gula- Y
gionv\;of 1822. In this opinion I am supported by the majority of the Officers in charge of Divi- é&‘ v
'it cions in this District. The effect of the absence of any such provision has been to make the Sub- L
| ‘.\r:uiscrate»s attempt by stretching the law, to bring purel'y Civil cases under the Sections of the :
. | iian Denal Code, provided for Criminal Trespase and Mischief. 3
‘ u . . 2 i
. Exd. T. Cartledge. x
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! From II. E. SULLIVAN, Esq., Collector of Bellary, to the Acting Secretary to the Board of Reve-
' o nuo, dated 6th April 1869, No. 58. -
ply to the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, No. 1,754, dated 15th ultimo, I have

Ixre
fhe honor to state that I do not consider it advisable that Collectors should be re-invested with the

o e
R O T v

& Loyl AEIERN -

R e
‘ :

E powers conforred on them by the Regulation quoted by the Collector of South Canara, which was - i

5 repealed by Act VIIL, of 1863. . : N ‘ i

' 9. It would have the effect of throwing upon the Collectors half of the Civil work of the Zillah, ' 3 o

¢ . with, so far ag I can see, no beneficial results to the people. Many, to save law expenses, would BRI

! - doub,tless agree in the first instanco to the difference being referred for tl{e decision of a Punchayet; , LR

! but the cases would be very rare where such decision would give satisfaction to both parties. 1 :

Voo My experience teachesme that however valuable an institution a Panchayet may have been in former : ‘\“

‘ da';s its decisions carry little weight with them now. The party cast on the suit invariably brings ‘ ; ;

f ‘ forw;rd o charee of partiality and corruption, and to sift this involves another investigation aslong i

=] R . . . "

' as the original suit, so that I think justice is more speedily and effectually done in the ordinary

' Courts of judicature. ) . _ A i
ik
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From G. VansAGNEW, Esq., Acting Collector of Cuddapah, to the Acting Seclzeta.ry to tlLe Board
‘ of Revenue, dated 8th April 1869, No. 40. '

ApveRrTIng to their Procecdings of the 15th ultimo, No. 1,754, I have the honor to remind

the Board that I addressed them from North Arcot last year on the subject of the repeal by Act

No. VIII. of 1865, of Section No. 18 of Regulation V. of 1822, more particularly with reference

to irrigation disputes.
2. I submitted, for their approval, the directions which I had found it necessary to issue to

my Divisional Officers advising them that, as the law vow stands, they should never interfere in any
\ such dispute between ryots, in which the interests of the Public Revenue were not sufficiently -
importantly involved to justify the Collector, in the event of his confirming their orders on appeal

\ in subjecting himself to the risk of the Civil action, which might be brought against him for illega,I

interference. :
3. Irrigation dieputes between parties constantly occur, which so materially affect the State

_ revenue, that I doubted not the Board and the Government would, in such cases, consider it expedi-
ent to approve of a Collector's interfering under those mythical *“ general powers’’ with which
when any uscful, but illegal object is to be gained, it is sometimes convenient to consider him tc;
be invested.

4. And in nine such cases out of ten, his interference unsupported by law, as it would be—
would be accepted by the parties as conclusive of the dispute, and whatever order he might choose
to issue would be obeyed, but, if in the tenth case the parties, or either of them, were to laugh at
his order, and to refuse point blank, to obey it, the Collector would be left in a very undignified
position, with no resource, but to seek permission to file a suit in defence of State interests.

i 5. On behalf therefore of poor Collectors, a8 well as of the ¢ poor and more or less ignorant

/ -cultivators,” for whom Mr. Thomas pleads, I think that the old law should be revived.

. 6. I belicveI told the Board in my former letter that the great majority of Revenue Officers

P and of the public wero still in happy ignorance of the existing state of the law on.the subject.

That statement is to the full, borne out by my subsequent experience in this district. ~Apparently ‘

e, with whom I have come in contact, had the remotest notion but that the Collector I Y

as ever he was, to adjudicate all disputes between ryots regarding ' {t

not a soul her

; was equally empowered by 1aw, b

: occupation, cultivation and irrigation. 13

7. My repeated refusals to assume a jurisdiction, which I have not, have produced a condi- S E

. . tion of bewilderment, not only in the minds of the ryots to whom I have imparted the secret e

' Y I during this J ammahbundy, gnd who, I fear, regard me in consequence as a verydegenerate Collec- ’ 1

tor, but in those of all the revenue officials, who, I incline to think, firmly believe that I am ' 4

- laboring under an extraordinary delusion. It is utterly beyond the comprehension of unsophisti- %{ 1

l" cated Cuddapsh that the Collector should hesitate—law or no law—to issue any order he may think
: - right and conducive to the comfort of the people—or to his own comfort for the matter of that.

' 8. If Cuddapah ever emerges from its present bewilderment, I think the weaker ryots are

unless, in the meantime protected by the revival of the old provision of

likely to have hard times,

; law. .
' . 9. Andif the Board do not hear of much inconvenience having been hitherto occasioned by

V. of 1822, I think they may safely conclude that the absence of such incon-
venience is solely attributable to the general ignorance I have described of the changein the law
, caused by such repeal, and to the consequent fact that the jurisdiction, of which they were de-
! prived, has, nevertheless, continued to be very generally assumed and exercised by Revenue Officers.

10. Thisis obviously a most unsatisfactory state of things. We should either be authorized

by law, or ghould—as I do—refuse to intcrfere.

L R il

PUNP SR Y S
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the repeal of Act No.

[N

-— "‘\Y

Exd. G. A. 'furton.
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From T. A. N. CHASE, Esq., Collector of Kurnool, to the Acting Secretary to the Board of Reve. ;
' : nue, dated 10th April 1869, No. 107. { !
I mave the honor to state in reply to Board's Proceedings of 15th March 1869, No. 1,754, {
that since joining this district I have reccived no complaint of the inconvenience resulting from - . q \
the repeal of Regulation V. of 1822, the parties in dispute generally resorting to the Civil Courts SRR

for redress. ) , i

9, I think, however, that it is highly desirable that the repealed enactment should be ‘;;

revived to protect the ryots from the expense, delay, and difficulties attending a Civil Suit. 3

3. A number of these cases are settled, but not satisfactorily, by Tahsildars in their Magis- _ 1:

terial capacity under Section 447 of the Penal Code. - ' ,

"4. When I was Acting Collector of the Kistna District in 1865, I brought the matter to the : ~,

- Board’s notice.* The Board called for further %

1

S i ! dings, No. 684, of 25th Jonuary 1866. . ;
Vide Board's Proceeding®, 20 particulars, butas I left the district before I could

~ pupply the information, the ‘matter scems to have dropped there, for I have seen no further Proceed-
ings of the Board on the subject till the present Proccedings, to which this is a reply, reached me. : i
g
‘ 3
Exd, T. Cartledge.
: . | .
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From G- T[iORNIIILL; Esq., Acting Collector of the Madras district, to the Acting Secretary .
to the Board of Revenue, dated Sydapet, 17th September 1869, No. 311,

Wirir reference to Board's Proceedings, dated 15th March 1869, No. 1,754, I have the honour
to report that the inconvenience complained of by the Acting Collector of South Canara, as
resulting from tho repeal of Regulation V. of 1822, has not been expericnced in this district.

Exd. J. Wright.
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*datod 15th March 1869,

From J. D. RIBINSON, Esq., Collector of North Arcot, to the Acting Secretary to the Yoard
of Revenue, dated Poothalpet, 29th April 1869, No. 115 7 to the Board

state, with reference to the question mooted i Board’ .

No. 1,754, that I agree with Mr. Thomas in ‘:}f};‘;ﬂ(’? ::;1 t:,efl"l'otlee(.imgs,

of Scction 18 of Regulation V. of 1822, in its conneci?ion witi Iisuable

nould be revived. I cannot 82y how far Mr. Thomas i3 right in su egu.l a-

on V. of 1822 was inadvertently swept away when the Re«ﬁﬁzﬁ

I nave the honor to

that the provisions
tion XIL. of 1816, 8

that Section 18 of Regulati

was repealed by the Rent Recovery Act; but th
of the majority of the officers whom they may have consulted, that Section 447, Indian P¢nal Cod
) 0 e,

and Chapter XXII. of Criminal Procedure Code, do not provide a ready and intelligible means
of redress in the class of cases to which Section 18 of tho Regulation in' question wg,soapp(;-:l ;? .
1cable.

2. There can be no

pumber of cases t0 which it is quite inapplicable.
Tho litigant has recourse to it as a cheaper and more expeditions mode of testing his right

than by Civil action, and the subordinate Revenue guthorities having no other means of afford
.ing rodress in cases in which tho intention is not criminal stretch the section to mect the nézrs.
C8=

sity and to cover their own doubtful action in the matter.
For theso reasons there is probably no class of case in which decisions are so frequently the

gubject of appeal.
3. Chapter XXIIL of Criminal

cumbrous £o be readily resorted to in

Regulation. :
4. Asthelaw gtands trespass cases figure far too predominating in our criminal files
obably of & purely Civil nature, and should never have beez;

Three-fourths of- theso cases are pr
ontertained; and being a species of litigation which is peculiarly demoralising it is very dosirable

that Section 18 should be revi
uncertainties in administering

form of redress.

Procedure Code is likewise inapplicable, or at least is too
the class of cases which might be disposed of under the old

the law and affording to the poorer class of ryots a ready and cheap

Ezd. J. Talloch.

P
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e Board will, I believe, find that it is the opinion -

doubt that Section 417, Indian Penal Code, is now resorted to in avast

ved as the means alike of removing many present dificulties and
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" by denying the plaint and

. the State without

From C. W. READE, Esq, Collector of South Arcot, to the Acting Secretary to the Board of
Revenue, dated Pondicherry, 28th July 1869, No. 169. ;

Ix acknowledgment of the Doard's Proccedings, No. 1,754, of the 15th March, 1 have the
honour to state my opinion very much in concurrence with that of Mr. Thomas, Acting Collector of
Canara, and I think in the absenco of any provision in the Rent Recovery Act VIIL of 1865, in
substitution of certain gections of Regulation V. of 1822, conferring summary powers on & Collector
in tho cases indicated, it is much to be regretted that the latter Regulation was unreservedly
repealed. : . - | ' |
2. My experience of Punchayets in this district is, however, unfavourable to that mode of
‘sottling disputcs between ryot and ryot. In some parts of the country, and as I koow in Canara,
the Dunchayet system i8 popular, but I do not think it is so generally. ‘

3. I should be glad to sco some cnactment similar in the power it conferred to Section 11,
Regulation V. of 1822, and it would be a help to Revenue administration, and often, I believe,
gavo recourse to the Penal Code, Section 447 of which is frequently strained in order to give redress

to an aggricved party for want of other means available under the law to render justice.
4. I enclose copies of two reports on the subject from my late Sub-Collector and Iead

Assistant. g

O———

: Excrosure No. 1.

From W. I, IIATIIAWAY, Esq.,

brum, 31st March 1869, No. 88. . .

Wirn reference to the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue of the 15th instant, T have the

bonour to atate that I decidedly think that there ought to be some power to decide disputes about
ation of it; and that the present absence of this is a crying evil,

land, and specially the irriga
9. I think, however, that wo want something more than Regulation XIL. of 1816, which is 80

tender as to provide that the wrong-docr shall have power to veto all proceedings against him
declining to gubmit to arbitration. Clause 8, Section 5, is such a lame

and impotent conclusion that I am quite content to sce it defunct. ‘

3. Again, the little power that there is confined to cases of ‘‘disputes between ryot and
ryot,” Ithink this a defeet. T donob like the plan of the protection of Government property being
wholly dependant on petty squabbles Letween the ryots, so that wo cannot guard the property of
bringing in some ryot on one side as a nominal litigant. I think that the
have full power to get cages of this sort settled proprio molu, whether thero’
was any dispute between ryot and ryot or not, and whether the wrong-doer consented to a Punchayet
At present there is actually nothing that can be done: the ryots take up land that has
and scize water to which they have no right, absolutely unchecked. To
there has been a practice in this district of any ryot who likes taking water
any leave to bis own Punjah land that is not entitled to it,

Government should

or not.
been refused them,
give an illustration:
from an irrigation channel without
and thus defraudiog the holders of Nunja
to do it, but they know they cannot be touche
laugh at the impotont threats of the Revenue 0
Last year I gave most stringent orders t

ave, un _
in the village of Kilchokanadampett. The supply of water was scanty

aso before mo ! ( : ;
r the regular N unjah; but notm_thstandmg this, five ryots opened the chan-
to their dry fields, and thus got crops of paddy to which they were not

lar Nupjah perished to the extent, that is, of 30

d, and they merely pay the additional water-rate,
fcials, and take the water again the next year as
usual. hat water was not to be diverted to Punjah land
in this way without le
moment 8 €
and scarcely enough fo
pel and carried off water

entitled, Tho consequence ig, much of the regu
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Sub-Collector, to the Collector of South Arcot, dated Chidam-

b Jand of what they are entitled to. They are forbidden .

til all the Ain (regular) Nunjah had been supplied. There is this

“ it
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acres.  The village officials roportc(i it at the time, and said that they had tried tostep these

peoplo taking away the water, but that they would not listen. I sent notices to them that com=
Plaints had come azainst them, an.

and show what right they had to jt

but paid not the slightest further atte
4.

similar
writing,

ntion, and did not think of appeariug. r

I mention this, not Lecause there is anything particular about it, as there aro l.corcl ‘:n

cases, Lut merely as an fnstance that has just happened to come beforo me whilo 1 af
What is to Lo done jn auch g casol It is possiblo that I might apecially tako up ono ¢

such cases an( Lring it under a section of the Penal Cude, but thero would bo great difficulty of
Proof. To ghow this,

larly flagrant, No. 108 of 1868,

the diversion of water; but instead
and the re

The Engineer Oficer pressed it on my notice, and owoctcdbto
of it turning out a simple matter, the trial took two mont bﬂ.
cord is onc of the largest on the Culendar.  Special surveys had to be mado of tho
ground, various officials inspected it and gavo their evidenco; the accused cited all the chicf persons
he could thiyk of, and thus took up the time of various officinls; old records were sent for'from
Ioflr offico and that of the Superintending Engiucer, and the caso was at length established
chiefly by the accident of the evidence of a previous Engineer Leing obtainable, and s chit that

he wr:;te in 1858, which Le was able to swear to. It was tho cause celcbre of the year, and cost
me 15 days’ hard work,

[ . .
Y. This will show that it is out of the question to attempt a criminal trial for every one of

tlileso ¢ases which may amount to hundreds in tho year. We want power fur a Gollector £ B1FY
dxrcctx.ons as to how water ig 1o b used and to punish disobedience. I do not think that he i
be obliged to cko out his own inalility by the kelp of tho Penal Code, but should bave power to
?nforc.o Lis own orders. Cousido*ring the enormous valuo of the property at stake, and the manne?
in \\'l.nch it supplies a largo Part of the wholo revenue of the State, I think it is extraordinary
that it ghould be left 80 utterly undefended asit is; and it is for this reason that I think it o matter
of far too great moment to leave to be settled haphazard in petty ** disputes between ryot !
ryot” by irresponsille Punchayets,

) 1\(;1. can 1 say that my experience of Punchayets bas Leen happy. I have tricd‘a great
¥+ but found that it wog universally understood that the two jurymen whom each disputant
appotnted should decide ;

deeia: v his favour ag a matrer of course, and that thero was no attempt st any
ec1sion op t)o merits,

cuce as to what e caso w

7. In my report of
518 of Crimina] p

a8, and I therefore gt lengthleft off trying Yillage Punchayets. o
the 4th January last I noticed the absoluto impracticubility of Section
rocedure Code, which only maintains the purty in posscssion (probably the wrong;
d by o Civil suit, the arrar.gement not professing on the face ¢
g lbut a temporary make-shift. I need not recapitulate all t'Imzlll
Cause Courts for del tl kwe W(.mt inferior Courts to try petty land cascs, similar t: §nmnof
o st ebt, 1¢ maximum bm.ng, say, 5 Acres or 50 Rupees value, and thoe Judgo bel St

, néard of an ordinary Sy Magistrate, Such an institution, with power to a Collector to
g1¥0 orders and enforee them with regard to the occupation and icrigation of land, would, 1 think,

mw
b H v N 1 -
c;:;ert;noro thorough ang satisfactory than leaving matters to the unaccountable funcics of Pun

Excrosvre No. 2.
From A. L. LISTER, Esq., Acting Iea,

4 Assistant Collector, to tho Collector of South Arcot, dated

I8 reply to . Tindevanum, 2uq April 1869, No, 8. .
R Jour endorsement, dated 97, . . —_— %54, I bave
the honour tostate t),q¢ altho ated 23tk March, on Board 8 Proceedings, No. 1,79

ugh Regul
work, I have often sighed ovep its rogpc
Court poor ryots who, I w¢ll &
2. Everydayasl acqui

al and felt the mockory of justice in roferring to o Civil
now, cannot afford fo go titre,

re rore cxper; ' t majority of -
the poor ryots *“aro not unfpe Perience I feel ‘moro and moro that & great my o
\ - .

Qently depriveg of their Jjust rights,"

LI

Uthat if they had any claitn to the water they should corll:’ ‘;P |
- They signed tho notices to show that they had scen them, .

I will refer to one caso that I did take up last year becauso it was pocu-.

Each man put in 1is two friendy who voted for him in sublimo indiffer- -

wtion V, of 1822 was repealed beforo I commenced Revenuo

o —

—— o -

Mr. Thomas that Section 447 of the Penal Code does no: aptplq t:h;g:ce:*
I -Magistrates to strain -
1led to allow Sub-Magis .

I am reluctantly cumpelle t being
number of tthO.C“::’ ab;Itagiztrate or a Revenue officer I ‘?hould be' unatlo to P":: e:;;; I:g:lgh an;
mn.; for ?thcr: 1ffwo’m land of which he was indisputably in occ.upatlon;t: p(l):;;ymay reap it, and
f()mb']ﬁy ]('.;CC‘ed arrich ryot with some shallow pretext of aright to the
sow a ficld, an

without using the provisions of Scction 447 of

3. I agree with

ng.
. 1 do not think Chapter XXI; °1°fht'h K it wou
: rot and ryot, an n SR, ssion; this person
occupatioh bcwccn'r:o te to keep in possession the party who is in actual poss;mplains after ha
only enables 8 Jag™ ra;m -doer, who has ousted some poor ryot; the poor man
is nearly always the wrong-coch, andall I ca

has been turned out of possession, hat he must recover his possession by means of & Civil Suit;

- | t imi i der
owther oy ml I;?sscsvslz?lg‘; had not been repealed, I could at once put him in possession un !
hereas if Regulation V.

q .

0 Criminal Procedure Code applies to cases of disputed

Lzd. T. Cartledze. '

the Penal Code, I am powerless to avert this grant

1d bo very little use if it did; for Section 318

o do is to tell him that by his own admission the .
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From G. L. MORRIS, Esq., Collector of Tanjore, to the Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue,
datod Combaconum, 29th March 1869, No. 55. :
. Wirn reference to the Proccedings of the Board, dated 15th March 1863, No. 1,754, I have
| the honor to stato that inconvenienco has not been exporienced in this District from the repeal of
[ Regulation V. of 1822, on account of Punchayets not having becn popular means of redress in Tan-'
| jore, and thoir decisions very geldom giving satisfaction. )
‘ Exd. T. Cartledge.
’;
i
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!
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oient ground for beli

- gummary Revenue powe

Collactor of Trichinopoly, to the Acting Secretar
’ to th
ated Voitalay Gudalore, 17th April 1869, No. 69, Y to the Board of,

From G. BANBURY, Esq.,
Revenue, d
atained in the Board's Proceedings, No. 1,754, dated 15th

efercnce to the question co
honor to stato t
2, a8, considering the pres

ngs of the past, snd n

Witn r
AMarch 1869, Lhave tho
of Rezulation V. of 182
chayets must bo dcemed thi

hat it docs not scem to me advisable to resuscitate Section 18

ot equal to the gpirit of the age. Even in the

later days of their existenco, there was considerable difficulty in working the system ; there were
delays and Jifficultics in assembling the conclave; they tock an enormous time to come to a deci-
sion, and this decision when arrived at was generally null and void owing to some informality. Tt
is truo that now and 8zain somo intricato and conaplicated cases may arise which could be settled,

botter by Punchayct than by any other mothod ; but practically this can now be done without any
Act or Regulation. As s rulo it may be said that for ordinary matters the people will not now be

contont with Punchayets which belonged to a by-
9. Tho main difficulty now expericneed by the au

¢ of some specdy and summary mode of redress when disputes and trespasses arise
on of landed propertye In a district like this where land is valuable and
rous. The mortagec, or the puttahdar, neither of

licso cages are very numeror
thinks it time he ghould try his hand at cultivating what he imagines

gone period. .

atlargo, is the wan

regarding the posscssi

tho assessment light

whom may be in posscssion,

ho has a right to, and forcibly enters upon the Jand. The man in posscssion then soeks redress, °
he Government and Mr. Robinson the Inspecto;-

and from that moment Lis troubles begin. T
General aro gtrongly againgt cases of Criminal trespass which relate to land being taken up under
Section 447, Indian Penal Code; the Iligh Court have roled they can be entertained: thus thereis

doubt and differenco of opinion in the minds of the Sub-Magistrates of the 9nd Class who solve
the dificulty, as o rule, by not taking up the case and thus saving themselves any further trouble
in tho matter, -The ousted possessor then tries his chance with the Full power Magistrate under
Chapter 22, Code of Criminal Procedure. ILcre very probably he is told that there is’ not suffi-
eving that there is a likelihood of breach of the peace; 80 he must go about

his business, or the Full power Magistrato may be of a strictly technical turn of mind, and say,
r opponcnt took forci oughed the land; moreover you are

« you admit that you blo possession and pl
¢¢ now como here Jeaving him there: 80 it is clear tho opponcnt is in possessio
cr Chapter 22 to maintain, so you can get no good here. Go to Civil Court.’
Tho suitor thus driven to his wits end resorts finally to tLe Court with all its attendant delays, .
vexations, and expenscs, although he had law, justico, and everything else on his side ; only one
he District Magistrates of this Province under

cage as far as I can find has cver boen settled by t
Chapter 22, and in that instanco the land was made over to peither party. I worked the Chapter

whon in Tanjore and found it answer very gatisfactorily; but then there are the two impediments

above mentioned which present great technical diicultics.
3. What wo really requireis a brief Act which would give Collectors authority to decide sum-

marily and gpoedily all theso cases of disputed posscssion as regards lands and water, and to award
damages; §0 _that theso trespasses could not be committed as they now are with impunity for the
gako of annoyanco and to gratify ill-feelings, Tha party deeming himself aggricved would of course
havo the Civil Tribunals to resort to. This course would not. only afford justice to the injured,
but would prevent 8y Joss in Revenue, and would, moreover, legally confer upon Collccters that

r yvhich is most certainly required.

stgion I am hound und

Fxd. T. Cartledge.

ent state of education and enlightenment, Pun-

thorities, and most keenly felt by the people .

n, and that posges- -
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¢ Collector of Madurs, to the Acting Secretary to the

From J. R, ARBU'I.‘I'INO'IT,A Esq., Officiati
nue, dated 7th April 1869, No. 123.

Board of Reve
Iy answer to the Board’s Proce

inform tho Board

for, tho procoduro re
repeal of Regulation V. of 1822. Iam, how
by arbitration, and would therefore advocato

Mr. Thomas.

Exd. T. Cortledgo.

edings, datod the 15th ul

that no inconvenienco is ex
ferred to by Mr. Thomas

timo, No. 1,754, I have the honor to
he repeal of Regulation V. of 1822;
this district even before the
f the settlement of disputes
referred to by

perienced from ¢
was but little used in

over, strongly in favor o
the rencwal of the former enactment

.
o
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From C.T. LONGLEY, Esq., Acting
o of Revenue, dated Trichendur, 13th May 1569, No. 208.

I mavE the honor to reply to Board’s Proceedings, No. 1,754, dated the 13th 31’rch Ther
4 . e

is no doubt the repeal of Regulation V. of 182
tai.ned in Sections 11 916 18: the firet relatin
providing for the,

land between »Tsob and ryot.”
Auch cases, and Act VIII, of 1

Section 447 of the Indian Penal Code is not applicoble to the

majority
*‘forcible dispossession’” or disputes re

is certainly defective asr :
f both the above Sections being made the subject of Legislation. I forward

mend the provisions 0
the opinions expressed by my Divisional Qﬂiccrs. I quite agrce with the opinions cxpresséd by
that Punchayets were not much resorted to as a means of

" the Sub-Collector and General Deputy

~ and practical mod

. Act VIIL. of 1865 is a

T N o Y
. e

~ enact that Sub-Magistrates of the
" sossion of lands, the occupancy of ¥

* quenco is thatt

. ig very great.
* . impossible to

Excrosvee No. 1.
Sub-Collector of Tinneve
madevi, 13th April 1869, No. 66.
ceipt of your docket, No. 1,099, of the Oth instant,’

From J. B PENNINGTON, Esq.,
velly, dated Sher

I gave the honor t0 acknowledge the re
enclosing copy of the Board’s Proceedings, N
state my opinion as to the advisability of reviving Section 18
in reply I beg to inform you that T entirely concur with Mr.

inapplicability of Section 447 of the Penal Code, or Chapter 22
to mauy of theso cases, and as to the desirability of some altoration in the law as it stands at pre-

gent.  The time of the Magistracy is far too much taken up wi

where there is really 0o criminal intention at all involved. .
9. ButIdoubtifa Punchayet is a good way of remedying this

o decisions of Punchayets are invariably Vscoufed by the losin

¢3 charges of bribery and corruption.

gecond-class should bave power {0

hich is disputed by & really summaryinquiry subject to noappea

f a Civil Suit. -

hg Head Assistan
tam, 24th April 1869, No. 37. }

Thomas in his remaiks as to the

evil. So far as my experience
g side, and the members only

goes, th
I think it wouid be better to

expose themselves to rockle

or revision except by means 0

From C. J. CROSTHWAITE, Esq., Acti
' Tinnevelly, dated Strivycun

< I ;ep]y to your docket, No. 1,100, dated 9th instant, I ha
ave Telt since the repeal of Regulation Y-
¢ of procedure for the dicpasal of complain
It is difficult to deal with all such matters un

ne Police and Magistracy are

t-Collector, to the Acting Collector o

ipemmvenicnce I b

land or crops.

robbery and even dacoity. - o : I, .
:culous to treat a riob accompanied with dispossession of erain as ducoity,

9. 1t is simply ridicu
y of discerning the el

and in most cases the difficulty of 4
"Yhen there ia the difficulty about 10

recover the crops, and the only hope

trate will award him compcnsation. The clandes
; matter which 0an easily be dealt with as theft; bu

dy as that provided in

t I must say I have often

felt that somo such reme
. -

al charge Deputy Collector,
dated 1st May 1869, No. 14.

dated 9th insta
of repeal of Regulation V. of 1822, [ have the
1 to occasion the inconvenience,

From T. VENCAT ROW, Gener

to your doqket,' No. l,iOléi
nsequence
the repeal of which isstate

© Wirm reference
o is cxperienced in co

that the only Section,

L}

N

any inconvenienc
honor tp observe

- e

L S L

i = -a . Do ey AL W: 20 SRR

Collector of Tinneveli} {6 the Acting Secrétary to the. Board :

2 hag swept away two most useful provisiore s con-
g to the forcible dispossession of iuni; the sevond ;
setllement of all disputes respecting the occupancy, cultivation, or irrigation of -

865 nowhere provides for the disposal of cases of *
specting occupancy, etc., betweenryot and ryot. Thelaw, as
egards the settlement of such disputes, ard I strongly 1-ec<;m- .

ly, to the Aecting Collector of Tinne. -

0. 1,754, of the 15th ultimo, and calling upon me to °
of Regulation V. of 1822, and ~

to the Acting Collector of Tinnevelly,

. )
-

of the Code of Criminal Procedure, -

th that notorious Section in cases =

decide as to the actual pos- -

ve the honor to stet that the only '
of 1622, is tho want of a satisfactory
ts alleging forcible dispcasession of -
der the Criminal law, and the conse- :
perpetually hampered with complaist of .technical :

sment of dishonesty on the part of the accased
demnifying the injured party. 1¢ is generally -
of redress the complainant has is that the Magis- .
tine removal of crops which is provided forin

Section 11, Regulation V. of 1822 is a desideratum:

uf,-requiriog me 4> roport whether
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is Scction 18 of the above Revﬁxon In my experlence the repeal of that Section does not seem S
to produce in this district the results such a3 thoso experienced in South Canara, because the refer- R :
ence of dxsmﬁcs relating to the occupying, cultivating, and irrigating of lands for the decision of . 4
Paachayet was a matter of rare occurrence in this district when the Sectien was in force. . ) _ : ‘ ,
2. The provisions of Regulation XII. of 1816 appear to partake of the aature of rules relat- ; i ’ : , : . . o T ‘ - ' b
ing to Civil matters. Plaint isto show when the cause of action aroso, and Collectie was authorised ol ' ' ' g . | o
: Ll to transfer the lands to plaintiff; but it isnot .. ' - L ' . . -
b | . Ginune :' g:::ii:: 5" specified within what limit of time an action = : ' ‘ : : :
could be brought from the date of cause of action.”
On the other hand, by the analogy of all the laws, actions for recovery of land from the possession
_ of another party upon whatever ground it might have been (unless forcibly taken possession of) - : ).
A - were always considered to fall within the cognizance of the Courts; hence fow suits regarding oecu-
? ' : pancy of land were brought before the Collector. The revival, thercefore, of Section 18 without fur-
i - ther clear Rules as to the nature of actions to be brought and under what llmlt.a.hous would be next  *
it . to uscless in this district. : =
"'; ; 3. There is, however, another Section in Rewula.txon V. of 1822, the repeal of which by the
|/ : Rent Recovery Act has occasioned much trouble, namely, 11, relating to forcible dispossession of
- lands or crops. Cases of this nature are common in this district. - Persons upon some color of : ,
right or other pretence frequently dispossess parties in possession or obstruct them from cultivating; .
when the party aggrieved complains, the defendant pleads possession, and the Sub-Magistrate dis- . .
- misscs the charge referring the party to a Civil Suit. Ile is driven to go to Court ur resort to
force himself to get back possession, and owing to these disputes the land is left waste. Whereas . S Lo to th
belurs the Rent Recovery Act came into force, Sub-Magistrates used to report such cuwics to Collec- | : _ ctuig Collector of Coimbatore, to the Acting Secretary to the

Es
tors, who held a sammary inquiry and rendered;ustxce under the above Section. Iwould, therefore, From A. McC. WEBSTER s dated Coimbatore, 318t May 1869, No.'195.

- } d of Revenue, No. 1,754, I have the honor
) réspectfully suggest that a ti section, and if | \ ; Boar he 15th March 1869, No.
. zg representation may be mado for the revival of the above be \ d's Proceedings of the bis districs, no ncoavenicace h?'s been

I ’ r

i - Saction 18 were also to be revxved that some further clear Rules in connection with the eubeCt may . ! : I roply to the Boa not often resorted to in ¢

|. ba laid do wn. : . _ A : to report that as Tunchayets were
' \

2,

. . (True Copies.) ! experieuced by the repeal of Regulation V. of 18.2
- - Sigo) C.7. LONGLEY,

. ~ ’ B Acting Collectot.
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L. T. Cartledge. .
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missioner of the Neilgherries,- to the Acting Secretary to the-

Board of Revenuo, dated Ootacamund, 8th June 1869, No. 79.’ ]
ngs of the Board, No. 1,754, of the 15th March 1869, I have

xperienced by the repeal of Regulation V., of

From J. W. BREEKS, Esq., Com

Wirn reference to Proceedi
the honor to report that some inconvenience is e

1822, .
2, Land disputes between ryot and ryot frequently occur in this district. The majority of

the disputants are in 8 poor condition and ‘ar'e incapable of cowprehending Law proceedings, and
shrink from & means of redress which juvolves them in delay and expense, -

Exd, J, Tulloch;

P
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- that the repeal of the entire

- of Section 18 of the Regulati

! po reason why the

" of Record-keepers in

. This is Section 11, Whi
_ the nsefulness

" of 1865 does

to the Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue,

From C. N. POCHIN, Esq, Collector of Salem,
’ ' dated 17th April 1869, No. 75. B
o, No. 1,754, 1 have the honor to state

of 1822 has been felt inconvenient in this district, and

Ix reply to the Doard's Proceedings of thé 15th ultim

Regulation V.
overnment, and recommended the restoration

I have already brought the same to tho notice of &
on in question, in my letter, No. 56, of the 17th September 1868, &
copy of which is enclosed for the Board’s jnformation.” '

the Collector of South Canara

2. This matter was brought forward prior t0 the letter from
to the Board, on which their Proceedings ander reply have been issued.
, ' —_— ' .

ENCLOSURE No. 1. .
of Salem, tothe Acting Assistant Secretary to Government,

ent, dated 17th September 1868, No. 56.
¢ of your Circular Memorandum of the 2nd instant,

ong of the Bill for repcaling certain enactments

From C. N. POCHIN, Esq., Collector

' Legislative Departm
acknowledgo the receip
n the provisi
come UnNNECessary.

tion of Section 4 of Re
ghould not at once be repealed. As far as Revenue

void. Thereis nothing in the Regulation which ren-
s Departmental rules which are to be found elsewhere,
ly dismissal, which the Departmental rules already

o] clauge for any remi

I uavE the onor to
No. 227, calling for any observations 0
which have ceased to bo in force or have be

9. It is proposed to repeal only 3 por
whole of this Regulation
Officors are concerned it 1 already become
ders its existence desirable. - It only contain
and the penal clause of the Regulation is on
confer on Collector. Indeed, there i3 a better pen
Regulation IX. of 1822,
ther Section in TRegulation
ch requires Collector to keep

11 be repcaled. :

4. 1t is proposed to repeal Section 12 of Regulation XII. of 1816, This is all right, but

of this Regulation hag been much affccted by the repeal, by Act VIIL of 1865, of

egulation V. of 1822. Section 18 of the last mentioned enactment extended the

X1I. of 1816 to disputes between ryot and ryot, and as long as Act VIIL
t, the entire Regulation (V. of 1822) ought

visions in this respec
ction 18 of Regulation V. of 1822 will therefore

II. of 1803 which ha

a diary and gubmitit to the Board of Revenue

3, There is ano

monthly. This may We

the wholo of R
provisions of Regulation
pot make any Pro
d. The restoration of Se

not to have been repeale
ould scttle their land and wate

be a great boon. ;
5. It isalways much better that ryots sh
gion rather than having recourse to our Courts.
(True Copy-) . ,
) (Signed) C. N, POCHIN,
) : Collector,

r disputes by arbitra-

Exd, T. Cartledge. -

gulation XXIIL of 1802 T see '

ssness or fraud on the part -

s fallen altogether into disuse.

s e e e v
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l ' ' ing Secretary to the
| ' STER, Esq., Oficiating Collector of Malabar, to nt;m \?.ct;n}ga 6 y
From A. McC. WEBd of R’evenll'; dated Calicut, 23rd September 1339, 0'\; 1 754 I. have the
’ 5 av0. 1y y L.
4 , Boar to the Boérd’s Pfoceedings, dated lotl-l M:;‘ngflfggé d‘; aoh apaear to have {
Wirs refersh™) the provisions of Section 18, Ragulation t thcrefo:‘e scom necosswry. By .:
honour to state t.hat i diptrict and that its re-enactment does no e o | [
) ¢ ' ' ' _ been much used in thlsns £ 1559 both parties can refer cases to ar 11 e i‘s hat by tho latter, ;
| | : Chapter 6, Act No. YI " betv;een that Chapter and the old Rogula tho othor party to BETE0 ;
-2, The only difference dispute decided by Puncbayet could ﬁ-nceh led be revived - -
, . - no party agreeing & havo % 1 law, and am not of opiaion that 16 2015 \
: 01 I doubt the justice of this 0ld 1a%, : - o
also. ‘ ~ S ]
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trespass which would have been formerly disposed of under the Regulation in question, and
recommended that the power of referring such cases to Punchayets should be revived.

10. The COIIgctor of Nellore (Mr. Dykes) was not of opinion that any inconvenience hal
been caused by the repeal of the Regulation.- s ' _ : ‘

11. The Acting Collector of the same district (Mr. Melville) desired its re-enactment.

12. The Collector of Bellary (Mr., Sullivan) was opposed to re-enactment; he pointed out that
in the present day the awards of Punchayets seldom carried weight, or were allowed to be final.

13. The Collector of Cuddapah (Alr, VansAgnew) was of opinion that the repealed powers
. should be re-granted to Collectors. \ ' :

14, - The Collector of Xurnool (Mr. Ch
Kurnool ; but, adverting to his former e
- shoald be re-enacted.

" 15, The Acting Collector of Madras (Mr. Thornhill) stated that the inconvenicnce com-

plained of had not been felt in the Madras District. ‘ .

‘ 16.  The Collector of North Arcot (Mr. Robinson) desired the provisions of Regulation V.

of 1822 to be re-enacted, as he had found that cases which would have been-dispoécd of under it
were now made the sulject of characs for criminal trespass, -

17. The Collector of South Arcot (r. Reade) regretted the repeal of the Regulation in

question, 8o far as the summary powers of Collectors uader Scction 2

net found Panchayets suceessful in South Arcot,

- 18, The Collector ot Tanjore (r. Morris) had not experienced any inconvenience.

1 The Collector Ot: Trichinopoly (Ar. Banbury), although averse to the revival of Pun-
~ chayets, Liad feund the eriminal law too much resorted to in cases of trespass, and desired that

_ Collectr:n's should bo re-invested * with Sumnary powers to dispose of disputes regarding the
cecupaticn, ete., of land. ' , ' .

20. The Acting Collector of Madura (Mr. J. R

. repeated Regulation. o

' 21, The Collector of Tiuncvelly (Mr,
shiould be re-enacted. '

ase) had not felt incouvenience from the repeal in
xperience in Kistna, was of opinion that the law

were concerncd, he hud

Arbuthuot) desired a rencwal of . the

Longley) also desired that tle repealed scctions

722, . The Acting Collector of Coimbatore.(Mr, Webster$ 1
- result from the repeal of the law. ' *
_ 23. The Commissioner of the Neilgherries (Mr. Breeks) on the other

the loss of the Regulation had caused inconvenience among the poorer cultivators in tho Lills

24. The Collector of Salem (3r. Pochin) was of opinj i i
pinion that tl - 3
18, Regulation V. of 1824, would be a great boon, - ' B ?e.storat.lon' of Section

25. " It will thus be scen that, amidst man
- were of opinion that the repeal of Regulation V.,
inconvenience by derpri\'ing the people of o £pce
tion and cultivation of land. ‘ _
26. Tt is also pointed out by many Collectors that,
question, there has been a tendency on the part of the
trates to entertain, charges of criminal trespass and to p
simple disputed rights to the occupation of land. :
27. The meaus for scttling disputes provided by Regulation V.,
cither by summary action on the part of the Collector
‘Punchayet under Section 18. _ '

ad not found any inconvenience to

and reported that

Collectors
tain amount of practical

y conflicting views, a majority of the
of 1822 had led to g cor
dy means of settling

owing to the repeal of the Regulation in
ut the criminal law in forco in matters of

of 1822 wera two-fold,
8 under Section 11, or by reference to

28. Under the former scction Collectors were empowercd to n(ijudicatc summérily in éases
“where land or crops were foreibly taken possession of, " Under the latter scction tho powers of
referring certain disputes to Punchayet under Seection 4, Regulation XII, of 1816, was extended
‘to all disputes regarding land between ryot and ryot, o

2). The majority of cases properly co

ming under the first quoted section are now, no d
tried by Magistrates as criminal treepasscs ® g » 10 doubt,

. . . X
e A T G O S A Sy S N

disputes regarding occupa- |

people to prefer, and of the Sub-Magis- |

7
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. the Sztilement ©

- No. 8,510. :
i svexus, dated 20th November 1866. e

R =
o District, dated 20th December - 1865,

Pnociunmas or THE Poar

in lett inr Collector of the Kistan ie ed 2
R?ad e s fmmil:hI:of:it’l:%roceedingS, 25th January 1800, No. .58.45 J

i 's Proceedings
. ' the same Officer, dated 10th February 1866, 10 Board’s 2ro gs
Read again lotter from the 8 Do, oary 1566, No. 1!%02'

B fonowmgn]::t::(;nlemenf, to the Secretary to the
-, 1st February 1866, No. 8. .
nuary 1866,’calling on me f:or an Opin;g)l; -
erly derived from Sectio‘nils, Regulation V. of 1822

I have the honor to inform you that I made -
1 suthority of Act XX VIII. of 1860,

. . Director of R}
"K. PUCKLE, Esq. Depoty .
Trom & . PI?oa'rd of Revenue, dated Sooramungrlum,

' : ated 25th Ja
1. In reply to Proceedings, No. 531, dated

the retention of the powers form o
or desirable for Settlement purposos,

‘i ohi - 1eiot under the genera .
fthe Trichinonel Dl:::r‘::i&infr the p:wers of a Collegtor to fix the boundaries 0
ful for any person sIg

to settle suc claims subject to &pp r
e rights of claimants, and to settle s h bu \ igher.
Civil Court. Thousan e alluded to by Mr. Chase

simi thos .
ds of cases, sumlar.to - by i, Chas
. the rights of those in occupation being inyariably upheld an g .
; isposed of ; the rig
were thus disposed of ; zh .
pending the decision of the Civil Court

I have not heard of any fresh suits having arisen from :
this settlcment, while [ kaow that many

thus terminated, witho_(n 3
snding e e . . istered, was fully -
‘trouble or expense to the co : to have his holding separately gettled anbd dr.egi;ion 0,f v fully
2. Thech of ouch ry'(ml0 connected with each holding, or suo- v
s every particular ¢

d' a]ul recor (] . ' 3 e
d d l)[le eac b' i on ¢ T te]v lettered and ea
w h su lelSI was 8(’,pa a ) tI t d
. as a Sepalate nun]bel m the Reglblel‘, Pllttah,

and Juhgnahbﬁhd_v Chittah,* the Collector hes
ersed by decree of the Court. _—

: i i fter the Settlement1s -
i CQlle?tor s?'tlt]l:lfr;l?lpi?;zi:{:zs been 'previou_sly
o and at g supplementary settlement
ority of Act XXVIIL of 1860, ¢
re so for the Collector, who, in” i
£ land, or those enjoying any .

as to how fir
‘are necessary,

by which it ig law
fields, to register th
authority, or to the

long Sta.n'ding disputes were

recogaised, and &
block, was investigate

-

Manusi of Villags Accounts.

# No, 5 of tha | | .
if disputed, until revers

egistfy, X
dorstand the necessity of t ’
g ant can be m¥
A Ryotwary settleman ca s moll b
l?ade, or hO"v:enysupposing the registry to bs'm(;uthe ont, end
.eme(:: bmde by the Collector at any future period, the g
has to be maae

i mo
. ment officer, 13 even
ufficient for the Settlement OHEED he occupants o
whici seems 17 b can maintain in possession theo

now to uphold th.is r
.3 '_I cannot un

: il their claims are

o ity of Magistrate, o ding parbies altogether from entry, uatil thelr ¢'air o

his capacity ¢ may exclude contending P {

right or privilege, oF 12 | |

adjudicated. —r-:)f Revenue Settlement, to the Secretary to the -
+ : 0 ¢ N

Bsq., Officiating Direct

From R. E. MASTER, dabed on Circuit &g‘ggéggry

DBoard of Revenus,

No. 231-6.

1. Iareply tothe
that the re
my opinion,

‘the Board in 1
the rcised the powers

District, Amlapore, 220d February 1866, ,

PO R .

i f the 25th ultimo, No. 584, I have the l,lonor. to ,sta.te '.

i’ oived from Section 18, Regulation V. of 1822, ‘Sd"?t-'l% :

er ’ . . - . .

leads me to coincide with™

rposes. My experience ¢ : '

Sty oF desirable for ?etllf’fxe ?;g’;rgumness ot tne repealed Sc¢.uon.._ I myael!: ;gri :
n heir.opinion as to tho praotiv d'when it s0, found it anything but a.rapl .

i which it €376, 27 ot XX. of 1855, it was provided that -

o o
Board’s Proceedin
rs formetly

By Soction 6, Ac

t tﬂ( l,()lv m )da j i . d macca on ()1 a lds p!epalatmy to !\ll\ley should .:
| i l ¢ , fthe e C (i l ]
sa |8 : . * e th e (‘OU rse 0

l‘lslll:, m P

i i 1816, but this mode of adjustment Was
boundary disputes 8 escribed by R.eglllﬂ‘fon XIIL o: G o Bosadary Act (RXVIIL
be settled in the mannetrp 1y tedious and unsatisfactory, tha 7 Act

g . o g0 eX rem ; N v
‘fwt"sdeéj ‘::“:L’;‘: 1y different course of pac® R
of 1860) an eatirely G A8

dure was laid down, e .
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\ o Aonor inar T, ‘ 1 . - - ﬂ
e Sasslon, are ample Y‘_Cases,l think, the powers whi ] - 0
| { Courts Iﬂnumerab(;r fhe temporary “djllslmw Ic};' Mﬂgistrates POssess, to mal f - bt T -
. . congen e petty dis ent of dispute 35053, to maintain prese "t 1g S WRIRE . . -
{ L when a‘ of the parties, and yon putes are summarily adl ust’:ipendmg the decision ff ' r_ltgo§. ] R S .80 - It.ns.no Joubt true that in many cased ty which the criminal law is not applicable, ‘ e
E deslra.bl‘ew questions bring outa ;erbal eXamination of ‘:h e' In the course of a Settl o Livil ! . ) J ‘“3‘3";’ of cnmmal. trespass are made and entertained, but cases of this nature would not have : g
R 18] e, to adopt the formal the truth ; but jg (e o village officers and as ement, by : ’ { properly been (iogmza’ole under Scetion 11, which provided only for summary jurisdiction where ’ ;
o ’ 6, while, in cases of aland protracted proced se petty cases, it isneit)) sembled ryots, . i Y - the act complained of had been Jorcible. : T o ' : '
ne n ur : er pradie: . ' ' E . !
: ? | cessary. ore importance, the nninte of a punchayet under Reg{:;at"c‘tble, nor )4 J _ ' ‘ . 3L Tf) re-cnact t]_'“ section as it stood woulll, therefore, not be providing & remedy for the : S
{ Fro . caance of present possessi “.'On XIf.of ¢ ¢ g complained of.  Still less would a remedy _b‘e“io'und in reviving the power to reler all disputes ‘
'3 m'G. THORNH[LL . ) _ | ion isall that is - . toa {’unchayet, as provided by Section 18.. t\?'. L '
- \ | Revenu'e (;(I-, Collector of the Kit ) ' . j _\ ) 32, Dunchayets, as conrstitutcd by aunthorily, Aunldcr Regulation XII. of 1816, were exceed- ,'
"L With refe »dated Masulipatam o9 | na District, to the Secretary ¢ ' ; : o ) ingly C‘fmbl‘ous and unsatisfactory Courts, and their decisions were seldom allowed to be final. ' X
"‘« }?°n0r to state lhatr?nce to Board's Proceed; » 29th October 1866, No 266 ry to the Board of L , N PN Complaints Ofgpr\rupvt_iod on the part of the members were generally made by the losing party. o
| . disposable yn ler R,.m Iy opinion, the law m'r':s» dated 27th Februsry 1866 . | ¥ ' 33. Puunchayets so constituted are inapplicable in tho prescnt state of the law, and should
. : : : 2gulation V. a3 it stands, i . 5, No. 1,402 ‘ : ' not be revived ' ' : . '
\ 2. Q ny, of 18. %, 13 EumCI ‘n ) » I have t 7 . 4 X : - I
. ai!pute .Acg XXVIIL of 1860 « 2?. 1t to meet all the cases f'ormer;le '. j ‘ 34 There is nothing in the repeal of the Regulation in question to prevent the cxmdoymm.t {
' - - e providss the requisit J f N -of private arbitration in the s«ttlcment of disputcs, and there is no doubt that it s largely and : l;
5 3. Anyinfe 8 powers for fixi : ! beneficially used : ~ : .
: . puted ; ¥ infringement of ’ . x1ng boundaries in ' f : wlally W . -
; Possession or sye boundaries once f} cases of ! _ 35. Itisalso worthy of note that tlie award of a private Punchayet can be made to have the ;
A . . . K . . . B N
: , 8ion, until disturbeq b ﬁ:mo“ can always be 4 l:ed 13, of course, punishabl . 1 v force of a legal decree by resort to Sective 327 of the Code of Civil l’roccq_urc, ax shown by the ';
: b Tnigation gion v ofa Civi LoUled by maintaining tho o o magisterially, Dis- N Collector of Ganjaor R ST :
: 5. The. X isputes are usaally dis :urt __ ctual holder in posses- ( ' - 26. The Board are of opinion that the re-cnaciment of either OF Doth of these scctions -
lation ¥ onlv advantage t}, posable by a Maui ' 1 would have no useful result. . '
b v wion Y, o - S at [ o . agistrate s . . . : . . . 3 1
] \ . Court £y, £ 1822, would be the can f°rese3 as likely to arj as criminal trespass, or mischi i ' -+ 87, Itrewmuns to be determined whether any new cnactment whatever 18 required.
v : setiled b those of & Distrigg Af sl-xbmt“ti"n.ot' the su arige from re-enacting an ¢ cuiel. 1 f : 3. The Collector of Trichinopoly (3l¢. Baobury ) says in paragraph 3 of Lis Jetter, dated ]
‘. i ¥ the former, than }, unsiff. The disput > Summary process, and pow y part of Regue ¢ ! 17th April 1800, No. 69:— y T T e o .
§ _ o ] 7 the latter, ] uf ryots would, prob powers of a Revenue ’ ; ey hat we really requiro is 8 Lrief A% which woull give Collectors aulthori»ty to decide
5 i o The Boarg cor = . » Probably, be more speedily . 1 gummarily and speedily ull these cuses of disputed possession a8 regards lands and water, and to
s : 1? sufficient to meetcu'.,"‘ the opinion, ex s f . “award damages; 80 that these trespasscs could not be committed as they now areé with impurity for |
¢ .. (uon V. of 1892 andt};e class of CQSeg' Whli)rﬁssed in the letters above ! T the sake of annoyance and to gratify ;ll-feelings. The party deeming himself aggrieved would, of
. . that ng re-enact,, wn¢ :)f was fOI‘merly adj Udical‘:cn‘ded, that the existing law ' ; course, bave the Civil tribunal to resqrt to. This course would not ouly afford justice to the in) ared,
f » . | '(A » the former provisions of e tfnder Section 18, Regula- : C - but would prevent any logs in revenucs and would, m?rco‘::&l‘. legally confer upon Collectors that
-t , : tree Copy and Exty dw Is necessary or expedient i ¢ . summary Revenue power which is most certainly required. . .
N To the Colle ' | : act) : : T 39, This probably-eXpresscs the wants of Collectors pretty fairly, and an enactment of the |
¢ th ctor of the Kis . - (Signed) W 2 &c kind would not bo without value. It would certainly remove from the Magistrates’ files many oo
, s the Officiat; toa Digt . HUDLEST ’ i i flord justi inj '
o - the c ll a lng Director Of Ik rict. M . » h ON, _. ’ . 'cascs which.now ilnprepcrly app(_’ar t.hcre. It \TOII.I‘I i maﬂ)’ ’nStances a' or JllStlce to the anured ,
i N ollector of Tinpey, venue Settlem ‘ Secretary. ; AR and prevent loss ;s revenne. “On tho other haud 1b would throw 20 fenormous amount of work on n
" Bxd, J, We; elly, eat, A : done by the Civil Court On the w {
n +J. Wright, ! A tho Revenue Departoent which can e much better done by the L1V ourts. n the vsholp the o
$ h ' { 3 “" " Doard do not think that & sufficient. case has bceq\x‘naéeﬂ QUE {0{ fN?Sh ‘l‘engslabtm‘n. T e
! \ 40, The abuse of Magisterial authority, which gometimes 0CCUT'S, will decrease as the law of !
: — 2 ) . S i :
, . L . L { § criminal trespass become® better known. - EE ;
/ L {_.'_.: - . : ,‘ o : 41, The Board are of opinion, however, that as 3 ch:.mge;xa.s been asked for ‘by. 80 m?,z B
_ f . ! Joa Collcctors the case ghould be laid before Goverqment for their orders. ';
Ny / » \‘ \ : (A true Extract.) :
. o e e - \}. ; _ _ (Signed)  J. GROSE,
; RErsxn S o _ ’ ' ‘ - Sub-Secretary.
. e o, a & ey ‘ ; .
b s sEas § ) ' : , ) . . To tho Acting Secretary ¥ Government, Tevenue Department,
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