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\ Proceea’mn's of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
21tk March 1871. ‘ : :
AR Read the followmo' —_— L
No. 399. Proceedxnws of tho Board of Revenue, dated Sth Dt,cember 1870
No, 7018 ‘ L : e

- Read tho followmﬂ letter from J. FRASLR Esq.; Collector of the Godavery
o District, to the Acting Secretar) to the Board of R ev¢ sue, dated Cocanada,
T 4th November 1870 No. 347, i T e

I uAvE the honour to report that tho Mfuze sced recewed mth refcrence to :
the Board's. Proceedings, dated- 16th November 1869 No 8, 466 was dzstrxbutcd T b
throughout the district for cultivation : :

2. The directions of the Supermtendent Mr. W. Robertson to be attended o -
to in its cultn'atmn were reccived some. time after the sced was distributed and .. o
sown; buf they were, however, published in the District Gdzette for guidance of BV
the growers ‘The rebult of its cultwatxon 1s tabulatod in the foxm prescrlbod in - ?
_ the above Proceedmrrs 'The growers were. the- Zemindar - of Pittapoor ‘and the .
- Tahsildars of the Ramachendrapoor. and Ama]apoor Talooks.. Nine of the bEbt
‘cobs are sent for the Board’s inspection in a parcel in the stoamur ,f o T
8. .From the short directions first scnt by Mr. Robcrtson it scems that the IR
- seed is considered the chief ObJOCt in the cultivation, but from the pamphlot subse- "~
quently sent, and which has been translated, it scems that its principal use is asg
green fodder. Dlaize is Iittie used asfood in this district; and not largely cultivated ;-
but this seed that has been sent has certamly grown admlrably as I think the

cobs sent will tostify. :

4. "I request that the Cheeta sLm whlch has been put in the same parcel w1th e
the Maize may be order ed to be dchvered to the Ofﬁcer Commandmg the Gm em. 7 S
mentBodyGuardatMadms R LT -
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" Excrosvsk No. 1.—Statement. ~ .~ L
R ! ) . i 7,7-. ‘

I‘onWARDED, torrethex with the cobs which- appear to ‘have su&'ered in thc
Journoy, to the bupcrmtendent of the Gov ernment Farm for his remarLs e
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evcnue, dated 30th January 187 71
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No. 399A Proceedmgs of the Board of . R

, “‘”“f No. 452,
Rcad avam Board’s Proceedm"s, datcd Sth Dcccmbe1 1870 No 7,018,

R PN
T e Mhaatanet

E -Read salso the followmg oﬁlcml memorandum ﬁom the Honomry Secretar}, '
. Government Farm, to the’ ‘Acting Sccretary to. thc Board of Revenue, o

dated 19t11 Dccembcr 1870 No. 98

| Tz Honorary Secretary, Government Expeumental Farm has the honou" e
some remarks by the Superintendent of the Far111 on the

- to forward, herewith, 7
, cxpcumental culhvatwn of Mmzc in' the Godaver) sttnct o .



S el A

e e e SIS, AV SUNSRLIS W, S S

"i
|

e Ty SR g

—————

) Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Deparlment.
27th March 1871, o

roceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departmen't, b
27th March 1871. |

A 3 g e ot

2. The | e . ' :
results at Raly (No. 11) are peculiar, } a Ib. was sown, the plants SusMrTTED for the information of Government.

withered ¢ -
ithered away, but ney ertheless produced 100 1bs, of straw and 90 cobs, weighing

¢
}%

! . . \
. . L2

- . . . 5

eh et o ' e .
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T e

56 Ibs. Tho oxt -
' cent of eround W . _ - ) - : : L
. _ g as also very large compared other. ! ' ’ : : )
experiments, yarg 1 ) with that 1n - { No. 400. Orprr THEREON, 27th March 1871, No. 551. .
: o o é Miscellaneous. - - |- - OrDERED to be recorded.
- - . Excrosuze No. 1. ol ;o A - ‘ R S PR
r . R, : T B’ Wmamis e - Sy : - S : ST .
From W. R, ROBLRTSON, Esq., Superintendent, Government Farm, to the llonorary Secretary, -{ s o e ’ o (True EXtmqt') ‘ \
Government Farm Committee, dated Sydapet, 17th December 1870, No. 211 - ? 1 ‘ S N " (Signed) CHAS. MACLEAN;: -
. I mave the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the Proceedings of the Bo~ard, No. 7,018, ‘ ‘l I L ’ o Lo Acting Under-Secretary to Government.
ated 8th of December 1870, the statement and the cobs referred to therein. . ' ' f v ' N ) - . N o
2. The results of the first nine experiments are not recorded.”" o ' ' ' . :
3."The esperiments 1 and 2, conducted in the Amalapoor Talook, produced fair results. S R i w : - S :
The weight of the cobs, § ozs. cach, was very satisfactory. Iam, however, at a loss to account” f ! - - R o CoL o
for.theb very different results of the two experiments. Thus Plot No. 1, which was sown with : .- i . . . )
11b. of sced, and was irrigated, produced only 40 cobs ; while Tlot No. 2, sown with only P )
3 a 1b. of sced, produced 90 cobs. As the cobs are reported to be the same in size, the | -

distance apart of the plants in the two experiments would in no way account for this. It scems
probable that the plants were destroyed during the growth of the crop, or that some of the cobs
wero carried off before the results were ascertained. In the first instance, at the least 600 vital’
gecds were sown; in the second only 300 vital seeds, whilst the sccond produced 100 per cent.
more cobs than the first. The fact that the cobs' were-the same size in both experiments.
proves conclusively that the smaller result in the first instance was not dueto climate soil, or

e s adit e

" cualtivation. S,

~ &M,-_,_,_,_,‘_ [Ny

he crop is said to have failed, but no details are given.

—————n e

4. Inthe next two expcrimcnti t
5. The Pittapoor experiment appears to have been carefully made, the experimenter has, . ; . ~ To the Doard of Revenue. , , S
however, omitted to record the total weight of the cobs harvested. . ' : G . o, Agri-Horticultural Society. . :

: L o ~,, Honorary Secretary, Government Farm.

age-sized speeimen. - The grains are large, well formed, and

G. The cobs sent” are fair aver. :
placed regularly upon the spike. They have evidently been harvested before being ripe.

7. The Srd line in paragraph 3 of Mr. Fraser's letter evidently alludes to ther pamphlet on ’
yellow cholum Ilolcus sorghum. Iam notaware that I ever recommended Maize spef:ially as
a producer of green Jood. Indeed, in this respect, it i.s inferior to the cl?olums of this countf'y.
It is more costly to grow, and only produces one cutting of Lf:odder; while our cholums require
very moderate cultivation, and will produce tl.n'_e.e_ -or four cuttu‘lgs of green fodd.er._ Maize ig
undoubtedly & valuable fodder producer, but 1613 rather as a.gram p.rotiucer, thf).tg 1.1-. will be mo.st
valuable to the agriculturists of this country. The following statistics show 1?3 1xz3por.tgnce m;
other countrics. The Commissioner of Agriculture for the United States of America, inhis rep?rt
te yield of the Maize crop for that year amounted to nine -

. t the aggregd .
for 1603, states tha d of the Wheat crop did not exceed two .

illi shels, while the azaregate yiel : . ;
:‘;ﬁi’:ﬁl 2:}:{1 (;I:vel::i;/-ﬁ U’e m hols. Again, the English Trade Accounts for eight months

ending August last recorded the

23
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iliion bushels.
following importation of grains;—

NI UNUNUU o PSRN ..
. R TR e
.

: |
Y ‘oo 19,776,933 . . ‘ 1:
Wheat ... 5 007 142 | | |
Daﬂey... ) aes ) .ve XY (XX 7!‘)3';513 . ) . ': ; l,ﬂ.
Oats ... ves vou 3e ',n ‘ £
Beans... ves e 998,384 % o ‘
Maize ... vee . e 10,007,704 . :'; g .
. Peas ... e we - 1,451,440 | / "
o i ( j
y — ) | )
Excroscre No. 2.—Statement showing results of Maize cxperiments. S o i - Exd F. R. Dantleman. ]r/«‘
. | ‘ « ‘ |
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§\\ ' . Erperimental cultivalion of Maize—in Godaverg
e . District,—Letter from Honorary Secretary Go- .
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,.
Al S - 2Tth March 1871. . S e

No. 401.  ~Rcad the followi‘n'r‘g‘ Proceédings of the Boa»rd-: of Rever;ué, dated '6t'h‘ - '
‘ ‘ March 1871, No. 971:0— . 7Lt '

0

Read the following letter from tfle.Adtixl‘g Collector of 'Coix‘nl‘m,‘tor'e,‘ t the Actil'lo; -
3 : ; Hect < Lor g
Sceretary to the Bpard of Revenue, dated 26th January 1871, No. 27, =~ 7777

Wrrn reference to the qorrcgpondenég noted in the margin, I have the lonour

: ‘ ~ to forward copies of ‘the Decrecs and |

“Judgments passed in the Original Suits

o ‘ . -Nos. 25 and 26 of 1869, on the' fileof the .
Civil Court of, Coimbatore. The IIead Assistant Qollector was' one of -the

defendants in these Suits, both of whiéh, it will be observed, were decided in favour

Doard’s Proceedings, dated 25th ..Jun'e 1869,
No. 4,598. - ’

|

§

|

%

[ of plaintiffs. - . . S S .
x .9, The total expenditure incurred in defending the - Suits, as pei‘ enclosed .
f
l
5
i
|

memorandum, is Rs. 15-4-0. © The Court has ordered the other defendants to pay tho- ;
Head Assistant Collector Rs. 6-11-3 of the total costs. I :éque'stﬂmt sanction may -
be given for the balance of Rs. 8-8-9, being debited to Government. : T

Excrosure No. 1.~

In the Cizil Court of Coimbalore, Thursday, the 21th day of Fﬁb?‘;tary'lsm;
S Original Suit No. 25 of 1869. .~ - -

.~ 7 pPresent: F. . KINDERSLEY, Esq. - - b

Ietium g ST s

L4

{
- 'i’“"_ (Plaintiffs I T wersus Z,'Defen}?cz’rﬁ-‘s.“m
© 177 "Marappa Gounden. : "~ 1, Chinnacootty Gounden.
9. Soobbummal. - - .- . 2. Nunjuppa Gounden. . I et
' ' 8. The Ilead Assistants Collector. - A

Tmrs Suit coming on for hearing the Court delivered the following Judgment — B

R TIN

N e

N

This is a Suit originally instituted in the Court of the District Munsif of Coimbatore, but. oo -
| called up by this Court under Section 6, Act VIIL. of 18593 and it is, to a certain extent, L
‘ connccted with Original Suit No. 26 of 1869, similarly called up and now also disposed of. -
i 9. The plaintiffs state that the 1st defendant had mortgaged certain land specified in the o
\  plaint to the 2nd dofendant ; transferring the puttah to 2nd defendant’s name ; that on 21st '
/" Seplember 1867, the 1st defendant sold ‘the said land to the plaiu't'iﬂ's, who discharged 2nd
defendant’s mortgaze and got possession of thé‘,vland; that on 3rd Dccember 1867, the 2nd --.
F ! |, defendant promised to breswtarazinamah to the Revenue authorities for getting | the puttah

. “transferred to plaintifis’ names, but failed to do so, and that in consequence, the 3rd defendant, "

) the Head Assistant Collector, refused to issue 2 pu_ttah to the plaintifis, Plaintiffs, therefore, sue U
| for a Decree directing 3rd defendant to grant them the puttah for ‘the plaint lands. t

| .. 5. The -lst defndant pleads that plaintiffs have no cause of detion against him, since they !

i
f

* ' allcge that they are in posscssioh of theland ; and denics having ever sold the land to the plaintiffs.

1Ic admits the mortzage to 2nd defcnda_nt:" . : : . ;

Vi .

= 4. The 2nd defendant denies that his mortzaze was paid off, and.tbat he promisad to :
Lodt 4 transfer the puttah to the plaintifis. - He alleges that he isstill in possession of the land.
" 5. The 3rd defendant pleads that he should not be held liable for costs : since he was bound, .

..by Circular Order No. 149 of the Standing Orders of the Board of ‘Regﬁ,‘nu‘c, to refuse to transfer :
‘ ted by the Puttabdar. :

t | the puttah, novrn‘zinamah for such transfer having been presen

. | G. The plaintifis-at the sottlement of issues filed A., the mortgage bond executed to’ 2nd
7 oA \j & dofendant by 1st defendant, which Ist and 2nd defendants ﬂadmitted; B., Decd of Sale executed -
2R N oy dst defdant to plaintiffs, which Ist defendant dcn}icd," and which 2nd defeadant declared e
{ L . . . - A ~ ,
i |




A of 186, before the Deputy-'l'a.hsil

_ positive, by the

————

' Proceeding
§ngs of the Madras Gocvernment, Revenue Department
27th March 1871. ’

. :
2. The plaintiff i
n th i .
the lands mentioned in thec I;'Ia.mt states that he mortgaged usufructuarily to the 1st defendant
plaint for Rupces 200, and transferred tho puttah to 1st defendant’s

name ; that on 24th S
cptember 1867 he redeemed the Jand by pagment of the mortgage amount ;

that on 3rd D

: . ecember 18 .

to do so ; and that in cozif;z the 1st defendant promised to re-transfer tho puttah to him but failed
sequence the 2nd defendant, 1ead Assistant Collector, refused to grant &

puttah to

the plaintiff. 1I . :
Lis name. e, therefore, sues for a decree, directing that puttah should be issued in

I —

3. Th e R
that the pl afnixsf;‘ ;1::2‘1‘:1“;- “dﬂ;{“mg the mortgaze and the bond produced by the plaintiff, alleges
the mortzage amount, j rom him a further sum of Rupees 261, and in consideration of this and
August 18(;7 - , in all Rupees 461, plaintiff sold the land to 1st defendant in July ani
drawn on N e'states that he cannot produce tho Sale Deed, as it was not rggigtered, being

an insufficient stamp ; that he asked plaintiff to exccute another Sale Deed, but plaintif

an T . . . o e _ N
d the plaintifis in Original Suit No. 23 of 1869, forcibly took the mortgage deed from him.

He claims to be in possession of the land.
. .4. The 2nd defendant pleads he is not liable, as he was p
tevenue, from transferring the puttah without consent of the forme

5. The plaintiff admits that he did execute a Sal
lupees 461, Lut ke declares that the 1st defendant said Le did not want the land, but the money ;

that thcreupoﬁ he (plaintiff), raised Rupees 300 by mortgage of the land to Peria Carooppa
Gounden and Chinna Carooppa Gounden, and paid 1st defendant Rupees 461 about one or two.

months after the execution of the Sale Deed.
6. The plaintiff also filed B., copy of a razinamah

of 1869), purporting to be given bj} 1st defendant, plainti .
Jar of Avenashy, but 1st defendant denied this. . - .-,

sues settled :—1st, whether the plaintiff has redeemed t}ieh plaint
hether 1st defendant executed the razinamah B. - ‘

and in favour of the plaintiff
ly to the razinamah, of which B. is a copy,

this point, and accounts for his being so

rohibited, by order of the Board of
r puttahdar. )

(the same as E. in Original Suit No. 29

‘% 7. The following were the is
land from the 1st defendant ; 2nd, w

8. The two issues must be fo
Tahsildar, and Sub-Registrar, .speaks positive

een given by 1st defendant and others. . Ile is positive on
fact that these parties were so frequently appearing before him in disputes about

is certain if any one had tried to personate 1st defendant,

Tle states that he himself questioned the parties, and from
d read over to the parties who then signed

and his evidence scems altogether beyond

having

the land, that he knéew them well, and

he must have detected him at once. .
what they told Lim he had the razinamah drawn out an

it. This witness is in no way interested in the case,

guspicion. : R _
9. It isimpossible, with this razinamah staring one in the face, to believe that 1st defendant

had, prior to its date, acquired an absolute title in the land, and this so corroborates the evidence
of plaiatifi's witnosses a3 to the re-payment to Ist defendant of Rupees 161, that I have no hesita-
tion in proncuncing that the plaintifi’s story on this point is truc. ’ ‘

10. Tt is also corroborated by the fact that plaintiff produces the mortgage deed A., which
16 dofendant adnits, and which, if the plaintiff had not redeemed, the Iand would have remained
in 1st defendant’s possession as a sort of Title Deed.  The 1st defendant says that plainiiﬁ' took
this deed from him by force, but he has not a particle of cvidence in support of this assertion.

11. The plaintiff's 2nd witness is Chinna Carooppa Gounden, and he produces E., the mortg2ge
dead execated to Lim and Periya Carooppa Gounden for Rupees 300, in order to enable plaintiff to
pay st defendant.  This bond purports to be attested by st de

room for doubt on the point..
n - . »

- ]85 ;Ihc 1st defendant has called two witnesses, whos2 names appear
in E. thes itnes its hi i )

o \-e,; ;i,q}'st:x:ln:‘.as ndrmxts;us attestation, but Lo says ha went away directly ho had attested,

sy, and tucrcfore knows nothing more of i ‘

R " ol 0 ] : e A %
GoToadant o pecount whon B w8 ereonted iog e the watter. Bat he declares that st

as attesting witnesses

ff, and the plaintiffs in‘Original Suit No.

[ 2

The 1st witness, the Deputy-"

o Docd to 1st defendant, as stated, for

A
Kl o *

- i

fendant, and I think there is little

N
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: - " T ¢herefore decree tnab Zn

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depa}tm ent,
27th March 1871, - N

n Original Suit No. 25 of 1869, and I have no
not present when E. was exccuted is false.

the same as in Case- No. 25, whether a suit.
can be brought under the ruling of the
put I think it can be. - It

" 13. The 2nd witness is the 1st- defendant i
hesitation in saying that his statement that he was
14. The only doubtIhavein this case is
merely for transfer of puttah, plaintif having possession,
High Court in Special Appeal No. 71 of 1865, IL, H. C. R. No. 363,
is distinguishable from that suit, in that the Revenue
puttah has been.made defendant in the present suit;
Special Appeal No. 79 of 1866, I1I., H. C. R. No. 134, is in
suit will lie” - S

15. It is true that the puttah is not conclusive evidence as to title, and therefore that the

non-granting of a puttah does not inflict any present injury on the plaintiffs. But it seems to
me that when plaintiffs have legally acquired the ownership o.f the land, they should be, and have
a right to be, recognized as such by the Revenue authorities ; and though the absence of a puttah
is no jmmediate injury to the plaintiff, yet, in course of years, such absence might be used as a -
' There are, it cannot be denied,

strong presumptive fact, should any dispute as to title occur..
many cases in which the puttah turns the scale in disputes as to title, and notably in cases where
hether land has been permanently,and absolutely conveyed, or only temporarily as

the question isw
under lease, mortgage, deposit, ete. . :
he Revenue authorities, it seems tha

16. By the rules of t ( ‘
unless the original puttahdar consents to and applies for such trans
¢ you should have no means whatever of obtaining a puttah

seems hard to say to the plaintiffs ,
d thus leave to the former proprietor, who has actually parted

for lands which you legally own,’’ an

with all right and title, an opening, should opportunity occur, for disputing plaintiffs’ rights,
and for producing documents which would be more or
d “defendant "do issue’ a'pu
cause of this suit, do pay plaintiff’s an
fled and witnesses examined. B

: ‘ Plaintiff"s documents. ’
A.—Mortgage bond regarding land with a well, executed to

Gounden, on the 1st May,1860, for Rupees 200.
"~ B.—Copy of razinamah executed before the Deputy
Gounden and Marappa Goun

g,

Py o
au

Hah Tt e ol plaimels
d 2nd defendant’s costs.

~ that 1st defendant, who is the
Memorandum of documents

Nunjuppa Gounden by Cooty

“Tahsildar of A\;etnzigi]y, by plaiptiﬁ',’
den on the 3rd December 1867. -

r

1st defendant Soobbayee Muttoo r e _
: ur of, plaintiff on: the 13th October ‘

C.—Endorsement granted by ond defendant in favo

D.—Copy of razinamah marked B. ’ o IR
E.—Mortgage bond executed to Periya Carooppa Gounden - and Chinna Carooppa Gounden -
by plaintiff on the 24th September 1867 for Rupees 300. RS
T : _ Paintiff’s Wilnessés.
1. Teroomalay Moodelly.
9. Chinna Carooppa Gounden.

3. Ramien.
4. Nulla Gounden. .

. 1st Defendant’é witnesses. .
T 1. Nunjappa Gounden. - ° T
- : 2. Chinnacootty Gounden. : ‘ -
' (Signed . F. M. KINDERSLEY, .
‘ © . dcting Civil Judge.

1869,

Excrosures Nos. 3;arnd 4.—Copies of decrees in Suits i‘{os. 25 and 26 of 1869,

——

—Memorandum of Costs. , -

- Rxcrosust No. 5.

S

N

7

t no puttah can be transferred
fer, and such being the case, it -

less presumptive\evidence against - plaintiff. .

PN
i

authority who refused to- grant plaintifis a~ .
- and I think also that the Judgment in’
favour of the view that the present

!
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.1 L. D Praceedmrrs of t/ze Madras Govemment Revenue Department
e i T T T e S T ST ’ RS A v SO B - . el o 27th March_1871. — S
: ' Proceedzngs of the- Madras Government Revenue Department ’ , { b : : o A \sr S
T 27th March 1871, j 1 . . ' ' | [uer dated 3rd: -
| i - i Di t- ‘ *_t
O a Dis 0
b SUBMmED thh a copy of Boards Proceedmgs dated 25th June 1869 } i‘ : Wﬂ gudxvadamcSOth o
: f_‘ No. 4,598, for the mformatmn of Government. N L . , : : ; ' /&?0 s 187 1 \ i
o tain land be onglng ; i _ 4 .
1 ot i i bofl oo sl o ol B . Sl | Y oof Bebenup, /fee o,
« : to them for which the puttahdars refused to execute ¢ usual raz R use ho j 'i' : o % \} EII 3¢ 2, in refrard to ¥
b 3. The Actmg Head Assistant Collector ‘was imadé a defeodent eca 5 \ X o ‘ BAS % @ Ji s b0 taako firo ]
A xdeclmed in the absence of ra.zmamahs to transfer tho puttahs. . . . A . : L L ey (éq )i AD = ; FO B&ntumxlll.\l{_j&?_’%
‘ - 4, . The Court has decreed that puttahs be 1ssued to plamtxﬁ's by thed (i:‘ 1 dg- ,: o , /' ‘ PpocmeGS» 1t Magcu 187, No. i wh sko tch o fﬁ .
. Head Assistant Collector, but has directed that his costs bc pa1d by the other defen j o i \ / P { 8
. e 6-11-3. . The amount ? - \ @5/ 7/(} V/laléé/ it
i ants, The amount of costs awarded in the decrees i is Rupces h } T & ila, “to: Wadah. o
i actually incurred is Rupees 15-4- 0. The sanction of Govemment is sohcxted for ' e £ : a Y- __— 8 B Kodu .channel- -3
: ' Pa}’ment of the balance Rupeos 8-8-9. . é . Beceined /é' o R f[ttle north Of ;
I . o - to ; - s ' AR H i
| ‘ ) ' - ' ) ' ! - * it B j
v L - Lo : 1 Y ' . ‘Jground and 7
¢« - No. 402 o ORDER TUERFON, 27th March 1871 No 552 : ‘3% // - %/)»? T } %;és though 2 i
5 ] ’ - - : "Vt ' -~/ " (} ."/.F' ' ! [ ’.“ {*i
', }Inscellaneous R SANCTIONLD Rs 8-8- 9 AU . A L //‘:;f"hm, 4 ';">‘ AR 3§’b, ‘ ¢ ~ q
) (True Extract) ‘ B R - o I o 72 SISO -
¥ M ' ' . . . . N NI T k ¢ i ] -
L , ‘ (Sl"ned) HUDLESTOV "y L ' e TR o .:-.::.:‘.‘;;‘-- el
T e e b e+ e s st i Secretary to Government. | . A ; . : S '/‘ " - — | PN wg
hantadien i A o TN/ <MARCH... . - 3 AN
< Pl ' '» !' \‘r / ' NO- 97'0 ’ ) - .i}\‘ RE S ":j: ,“$;§,¢;{\‘.§
R ) . ‘ ‘4 i . - 3 . L
) f : § (, ;T ' “jPolrazkodu I’-?:,?l
; ‘ L 26 oflses—on, Hamill; - galt- - T
r ‘ ‘ . ginal. Suits Nas. 25 and e at- :{_ ]
B T A : ‘ Q\\ B ﬁleo (';: Civil Court otdCom‘glMg;e r:t E};g;fe%nd . J; id be bullﬁ’ R
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