Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
oth March 1873.

No. 35, Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated
10th February 1873, No. 188 :—

tead the following letter from H. E. SULLIVAN, Esq., Acting Collector of South
Arcot, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Tindevanum,
17th January 1873, No. 12 :—

I aavE the honour fo submit, for the orders of the Board, copies of correspon-
dence which has taken place between the Division Officers and myself in regard
to the levy of Road Cess on Shrotriem lands.

2. The Deputy-Collector who mooted the question is of opinion that the
whole area of a Shrotriem whether cultivated or uncultivated, culturable or
unculturable, must be charged, lands wsed for public purposes such as Village
gites, ete., being alone exempted. In this view the Sub-Collector entirely concurs;
the Head-Assistant and Assistant Collectors would charge .it only on lands
capable of being cultivated.

3. The question seems to me to turn on the interpretation to be put on the
undefined term “ occupied land” in Clause I, Section 36, Act 1V. of 1871. My
own opinion is that the qualifying term would not have been inserted by the
framers of the law if the view taken by the Deputy-Collector were correet.
Section 40 requires a landholder holding under any tenure other than ryotwary to
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urnish a list of his Jands, *“whether oceupied bytensnts or by himself,” and 1

CAnnot TNk 1, was ever inwiiaea thats Sarotriemdar should be considered to be
in ““occupation” for the purposes of the Act of all the lands in his Shrotriem
other than those ocecupied by his tenants. I need hardly point out the hard-
ship it would entail in many instances if the latter interpretation should be
insisted on,

Excrosure No. 1.—Correspondence,

SuBMITIED for the orders of Government.

2. ‘The question turns upon the meaning of the words occupied land” in
Section 36, Madras Act IV. of 1871.

3. It is whether Land Cess is to be levied on cultivable land lying waste in

Shrotriems. On the one hand; it is arcued that the whole Shrotriem 1}
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Vide G.. O., 29th M;Ly 1872, No. 8:
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