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o8 : . From C. G. HASTER Elq Collector of Gsn;am to the Saereba:y ttyﬂxe Board of Mami ¢
it % . Chetterpore, 2nd August 1873, No, 1,768. 3

G L W i veletoity hd Y paragraph of the Board’s Proceedings, dated 22nd" uno-

No. 1,073, T have the honour to report that no survey fields have been sub-divided in this d
under orders of the Civil Courts, but that I think a legislative enactment to prevent such mb- d:
sions to be very necessary for tbe reason ata.ted by the Board. When a pa.rty brmgz a dq e

existing Pgttadar or Puttadars.
practice is unsafe.

From the Hon. D. ARBUTHNOTT, CoIlector of Tanjore, to the Secretary to the BM e£ :

nue, dated Tritrapoondy, 1st July 1873, No. 228.

Wrm reference to paragraph 5 of the Board’s Proceedings, dated 22nd June 1872, Nu. l

I have the honour to report that the sub-division of fields under Court’s decrees is a matter of

occurrence in t!us district. The precise number of fields now thus dmded cannot be ase

ever, bears but a very small proportion to fields held in portions othermse than um'!er j
decrees with separate registry; for the sub-division of fields on private sales, and partition of ]
ings, has always been recognized in this district as a matter of right, and it nppears to me ﬂi&t y
restriction of thxs right is inexpedient and 1mpohtxc. '
2. Indeed, this system of holdmg ﬁelds in/ ‘separate shares is a normal condxtwn o{

dmfp

tions and distributed among the several shares. Thm mangement i8 ooeval with the _
of the agmultnral community xtself ;

necessar.ly be very depressing; for no one would buy, except at a nominal prwo, ]and
liable to be sold at any time for Government du.s left unhqmdate i by anoeher. - ;

evil of minute sub-division of landis one which must be leﬁ to correct melf, whmh it assur
will do whenever the sub-division has attained  limit beyond which it will operate to the d
ment of those most interested, but any attempt to fix this limit by law will aasm&ly end in dlm; \
trous failure.




. From A. CRUICKSHANK, Esq., Acting Collector of Vizagapatam, to the Secrdaﬁ to tl@

_ Board of Revenue, dated 21st August 1872, No. 953.
I mave the honour to forward, herewith, copy of the report submitted by the Acting Senior

Assistant Collector in charge of the Principal Assistant Collector’s office regarding the sub-divi-

sion of survey fields referred to in paragraph 5 of the Board’s Proceedings, dated the 22nd June
1872, No. 1,073, and to state that I think the sub-division of fields under orders from the Civil

1

Courts should not be prevented by law, because it would be empowering the Revenue i\tﬂmtiﬁéi :
4o render the decrees and the orders of the Civil Courts of no effect, to a certain extent at least.

The Civil Courts can never be precluded from ordering the land to, which any one is entitled, no

matter whether a whole survey field or not, to be made over to him or ordering the sale of land

belonging to any one against whom a decree has been passed sufficient to satisfy the decree. The
Court can of course put the party in possession of the land, which is the chief thing, and the
granting of putta may be held unnecessary, but it is a rule that the Revenue authorities are to look
to the Puttadar for the payment of the amount due on the land entered in his putta and this
rule is followed, though it is known the Puttadar is not actually in possession of the land. The
object of the rule is to avoid becoming involved in questions of right to the land, but here the

to the orders of the Court. he work of Curnams and others may be increased if the sub-
division of fields under order of the Civil Courts be allowed, but 1 conceive that is no valid
reason why a man should be deprived of what he is legally entitled to. :

i

right to the land has been e’blished before a Civil Court and still effect is refused to be given

Excrosvie No. 1.

From J. B. JONES, Esq., Acting Principal Assistant Collector, to the Acting Collector of
Vizagapatam, dated Ankapilli, 14th August 1872, No. T AT b
Wire reference to paragraph 5 of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd
June last, No. 1,073, I have the honour to inform you that the talugs of Golgonda and Surva-
siddy, which are Government estates, have never been surveyed and the extent of fields varies.
In these talugs no fields have been sub-divided under the orders of any Civil Court within the
lagt three years, but I would suggest that some limit should be maintained, 4. e., that an applica~
tion for sub-division below 2 acres of land for wet and 4 for dry lands should be rejected, and

for this purpose an enactment should be passed. )

~ (True Copy.)

(Signed)  A. CRUICKSHANE,

Acting Collector.

From G. D. LEMAN, Esq., Acting Collector of the Kistna District, to the Secretary to the

Board of Revenue, dated Masulipstam, 25th July 1872, No. 1,956,

Wira reference to paragraph 5 of the Board's Proceedings, No. 1,073, dated 22nd June

1872, I have the honour to report that no survey field has yet been snb;divid‘ed in this
district.

9. TIn cases where the parties have obtained decrees of Court for a portzoh of asurvey field '
the practice here is to issue a joint putta for that field and a joint receipt book, both parties being

left to make their own arrangements, and to divide their respective portions of thq land for'
cultivation if they please; and both parties are jointly and geverally held responsible for the
assessment of such survey field. However likely to lead to disputes where the two do not agree

I am informed that no inconvenience has yet been experienced from this practice, but that the

person making payment invariably brings the receipt book with him; and ‘I do not think there
is any necessity, as far as this district is concerned, at present for the change proposed.
However, it will be carefully observed, and when application is made for a sub-receipt book
it will always be given.




therefore, advise & law to prevent
division I expect the applications
A ‘ i ard say, the results of survey would
~ verysoonbe obliterated.

de‘- l'l'olk K. PUCKLE, qu, Collector of ’l’ilﬁuully;r to the Secretary to the Baard of Revenue
SRR - & dated Courtailum, 20th July 1872, No. 3,0,

Ix reply to Board's Procesdings, No. 1,073, dated 22nd June

2 2 Should a Puttadar die and bequeath a field to his sons an
~ property, or should ryot sell a portion of a field the Civil Court o
. if'not the grant of o separate putta. '
TRSE ’-3:'.; The survey blocks into which we sub-divide villages are mere arbitrary divisions eontain-
: i‘x.ﬁmﬂl&;ihﬁﬁt'ﬁm revenue fields, ard if T am richs Y interpretation of the Board's
- argument the value of the survey is already visi
- more than a single revene field. But as for groater convenience: of survey we have advisedly
~ departed from the standard of the revenue field and have adopted the suryey block, the number
~ of interstitial fields or sab-divisions that may pe contained j
- practioally bat little differenge
several ryots, perhaps vendors and p
8 divided family, ote,, oto,, holding 1

d they agree to divide their
0 compel separate registry,

4, The difficulty too of collecting the révenue o
putta would be excessive. Who is to hold the puttah, an
who holds the putta may purposely fall into arrears 8

. ment and sale of the Property. Three out of four joint Puattadarg may be absentees, and the
- dourth, who holds the putta, may ‘
~ andif he, as the only geaident

5. In consideration of gl these difficultios T e
~of each ryot's claim to hold a separate putta, §

et been lutroduced in this ‘ -‘ 6. By this practic :h
 district, 80 10 sub-division has yet been made by order of the Civil

——

From J. R. COCKERELL, Esq., Commissioner of Nilgiris, to ¢

he Seeretary to the Board of
Revenue, dated Ootaca.mnnd,

28th August 1872, No. 95.

whether any sury

oy fields have
they think 4 law necessary to




clause to
W with their Proceedings, mmuﬂg
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b  Hookumnama, paragraph b.—When » portion
> mulp_-b«hthﬂth- is proposed to be transferred
og separate puttas issued, wnless the assessment to '
od or retained amounts to not less than one Rupee.
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. Civil action, in which pro forma the Collector is made a defendant. It must thorefore be conceded _
‘that there is some virtue in a putta, and that the community attach considerable importance to their
- landed proprietary rights being recorded in the registers maintained by the Revenue Department.
~ And 50 long as the land is held on condition of the punctual discharge of its liabilities to
tho State, this registration is essential to the security of those rights ; for the State recognizes
| Puttadar, he only is advised of arrcars being due on the land, and on him
the demand for payment be served, although, in point of fact, he may have divested
prietary rights over the land on which the arrear is due. The real owner is
very anomalous position. He may be quite ready to pay the State demand thy
he is asked for it, but because he happens to own a portion and not the whole of that
arbitrary unit called a survey field, his existence is ignored, and payment is demanded from a
person who hasno interest whatever in the land. The result often is that the land is sold to the e |
detriment both of the owner and of the public revenue. And again, a man who holds a putta TR RS R e
knows exactly what his Jiabilities are, and that if he dischargos them punctually no one can disturb » R i etk R
his possession. Butan unfortunate who owils, in the fullest extent of the word, §ths of a survey field, R e
ud who punctaally pays the State demand on that portion may, st any moment, have his land sold
p on account of arrears having acerued on the

ich, and holds liable for money due on other lands, That such a system must seriously affect the " {o bolster
value of landed property cannot for & moment be doubted ; it opens, moreover, a wide doot to {1 - e N
- fzaud ; it presses with great hardship on a large section of the commuuity ; and, as remarked by : % A L il
Me. J7D. Robinson in his lotter, dated 20th February 1872, No, 69, ** it sacrifices respansdio . e e
of the industrious and simple-minded to the recusant and litigious, and must very generally bea -
- check on agricultural enterprise.”” My advice is not to frame a law to prevent the Civil Courts
- {rom redressing what is an undoubted grievance, but to pub matters right by taking away the
® grievance itself.
- 6. Tthink myself that the obstacMs in the way of carrying out
salutary reform have been unnecessarily magnified. That at first there would be an increase of
- work in the way of registration of titles, I admit. Possibly in some parts a slight ‘increase of
establishment might be necessary, but in order to obtain 80 great a boon the people would
gladly bear.the expense of this, and a small fee levied for each change of registry, when the
transfor was for less than a survey field, would, I think, meet the extra cost. I fail to sce how
the Curnam'’s field-work would be increased, as they would only have to inspect the same u-u ae
- now, although they would have some additional entries to make in their accounts ; but were the
difficulties twice as great as I believe them to be, I think it is the duty of the State to overcome
them, and not for the sake of saving some trouble and expense to saerifice the interests of the
agricultural community to an idea. _For after all what is a survey field, and by what rule ig its
extent determined ? Judging from the figures I have given in paragraph 4 it looks as if, when the
survey came to this district, the extent of each man’s holding in the villages was declared to be g
survey field, and because at that period one man happened to own 37-18 acres of nunjah and
“another 0°1 acres, an unyielding rule was laid down that for all time these particular ”.“ were
to constitute survey fields and to be indivisible. _ _

7. A good deal of capital has been made out of the term ““ pauper holdings.” 1f by thi s
~ meant the farms of small proprietors in this eountry who, not able ”‘m‘;mﬂqhbm an
~ theland themselves, T say the torm is ill applied. Why should & man be stigmatised g 5 .

~ becanse he brings his own labour in aid of a comparatively small capital. Hig ilm-m, S0 Be
'_igh:puhisnoighbouwhnfnmmnmmomdodlouo,bntifhm:kuhhmwﬁo :
produce suficient to support him and his family ho has fulflled his duty i

" h -
independent 8 his richer neighbour. Tho term *‘ pauper” is defined in the mnm ﬁ.‘»‘n‘;

what would seem to be & : > e 5 o 5

% g -.-i@kvt‘ﬁ',m‘»"’*"i"f:41"‘1'-'4-_ 3







M““ they are 8o decreed, or to enter his name as joint

of the Puttadar was decreed, or the right of one of the joint

preveat such sub-division by leg?lation, Thero is but little s e AR50 FOpiTh 85 SRS i L C LM SR Y ;
me 80 very general as to increase in any appreciable : A Rk o ks towbee the Inadt maniianed i Kh Mabsmenty

seping the accounts. In such rare cases where such ' A s R is nax

privats property require that such sub-divided fields should

done without prejudice to the survey arcas by using A

(Signed)  T. A. N. CHASE,

Collector,

cLosure No. 3.

puty Collector, to the Calleetor of Kurnool, dated Nundial,
Septewber 1872, No. 174,

r docket,® No. 707, dated the 18th July last, calliog for the informa- ol Male of racos pablied o 18 el  Code of Civil Procedure and Select Decree
s d i, 4O Tequired in the concluding paragraph of g : s S B e e Sadr Adalst, Volume I1., page 74.)
R .L"“ Board's Proceedings, No. 1,073, dated the 22nd . Ul - B < ot A ‘
g the sub-division of survey i

T s T Voy fields under orders of the Civil Courts, I Lave the - . o B There are in which ¢ f s 5 I St
mm’h divimﬂ of surv.y fields has taken place in either of the talugs of | |

: mﬂ"!h whose Cﬂlﬂbq Civil Court pass the decree for the transfer of land is
putta if the ousted party held an individual putta, and the name of the decres holder
'ﬁ!’ﬁqiﬂf Mﬁ_"inlﬁn;ﬁ the. dyfendant’s name, when the latter wasa joint putta

3. As o bardship has been Mihitham in regard to the sub-division of
~orders of the Civil Courts I do not think that there
w«'. - b P b ¥y i

4. The Acting Tahsildar of Nundial states also that in some

~ gucceeds to a share of a field which the defendant was enjoying, but whoum::: m‘:::; 315 D) 295 of the Cods of Civil Procei

: ";ffph‘n in the puita, which is solely in the nawe of a different perasn i and the putta, even & e phe et Slorad i i Ead ta “: ing revi
the production of the Court's decree, is not altered for the simple reason thad tht maiay i _ e o G , orders of the Court accordiny
defendant was never at any time shown in it. The Court's decree in such cases virtually remaing Sghon o ‘ r
“a dead letter. ' S8 o

. survey fiolds under
18 at present any necessity for a Jaw og the

.

~ 5. The last report on this subject was received from the Tahsildar of Sirwell only this day

~ and 1 was in consequence unable to submit this report earlier.
- | ) (True Copy.)
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i!mln hivmlpua making Section 225 of the Code of cmt
of Ryotwar settlement, and including therein the subject of tho

T. A N. CHASE,
Collector,

Mnu uper tho new nrny (to vhlch it is presumed

old Pymash survey fields, have only been introduced into some
_ talugsof this district in Fasli 1280* (1870-71),

nd into one more h i‘uh 12811 (1871-72),

£ m pumt r;ou from dividing their property according to
A . u; but if the question be as to sub-division by the agency of the
Mmﬂ, N{Qﬁuﬂ o! nmh pumn for such mb-dnmons by the Revenue D.pct

}! hich it is l‘“"d Mmud 18 o rule that a survey field, ttrml: under omntln

:MW be mh-dindd,,u;d@u W puttas shall not be given for portions of an entire
éﬂdﬂrndyuudcrm tion.
' ’Byohdmdintbnm Wivn an oocupmd survey field must hold it under a joint

uﬂnulﬂo ﬁmﬁﬁﬁn in kuplng accounts of the numerous sub-divisions, which, in the
oo of a restriction, are likely to spring up.
. 4, 1f this view h taken no law will be necessary, but a Departmental nlo prohibiting

S o “‘ , and issue of separate putta for portions of 8 survey field,
vmﬂum :
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d"h:ebmopol,y. toJ. GROSE, Esq.,
18& June 1873, No. 114, ~

T ang Nﬂvlommmé.‘lm
’ ,.thothp,lo.ﬂa

| lhlur‘in,lStMtlhnhgth”
ber of Survey fields sub-divided under or
from the Civil Courts (ap to Faali 1281),
2. It will be observed from this

ré

: ‘ment that within the seven years
smm. mmmm.w

: ‘8. If a law is necessary hm&mﬁ

nlehd ibut I thoutl nu'lainid-am,»_

i ntob-bl! bo very fon cun ‘l divi-

: "vnmu,uu umld dwmhnmhryhp‘ :

I think the principle that

}

lmuto puuu, (or in other words enter inﬁ '

.hltmm,)hahdm oy *

an cl‘imlo the pmoedn if ﬁo Revenue htﬁoﬁﬂn ﬂnl[ty
,uch into 100 equl portions.

. ollestordf Bovth Canars, 6, GROGE, Esq., Secretary to the
_Mlﬁwon 28th Kly 1813 No. W3 o and

ﬁ‘,ﬁm Eurm' Mds are dmded and wluﬁush'uumry b
acmmvﬁmwﬁcw
P hsmhwuihummsmylddl. and it does not seem delini that T sbould
WMM ‘ ul wargs or estates, wbicbmdwﬁhdhywdudﬁo
\geme m which is injarious to the revenues lulﬁa ppoph.

wkﬂoln mhe.y. :

sub-receipts, L still doubt the
qtor any law to restrain the Civil Ooum for 1 question their having n”alm..

Their bum- and authority, 1 hold, is to deeree between (he parties and not to
'MntMucﬂhomatryby tmuphuhbydun'mnm
nbythﬁmnnul Agent, &oco!hﬁor.. In
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receipts for a series of years should be accepted in support of his right to'oxen‘lp' g
tion from the obligation imposed upon him and the other joint-putuhda.r?, which '
- makes them jointly and severally respansible for the total due on such joint-hold-
ings, W :
| 8'-7 ‘These are difficulties which must be disposed of before the question of su
 receipt is determined. Meanwhile, the more gencral question, we ely, the i
division of joint puttah-holdings, is presenting itself frequently in_ssies in which
~ the Civil Courts order separate puttuhs to be issued in the ngmﬁ? any one of th'e
joint-puttahdars who may sue for it, as the voucher for his independent nght in his
own individual share. Practically noeffect is given to decrees of the Civil Courts
 involving sub-division of survey-fields beyond including the name of the decree- .
holder in the puttah, and by so doing, multiplying the number of joiut-puttabs ;
‘but the jurisdiction of the civil tribunals is elosing in more and more every day on
- the action of Revenue-officers in all matters, and if we are to carry out such orders
- under that pressure it would not be just or consistent to deny the benefit to those

who, though similarly circumstanced, have not cared to resort to law for the cstabe
lishment of their individual rights

.
+

8. The operation of the Hindu law of inheritance and partition naturally
 affords frequent opportunities to the Courts to pass decrees in favour of the sub-divi-
sion of puttahs, and as population increases and land rises in vilue, these cases will
- multiply ; and it is thus high time that some definito ruling be laid down to prevent
the certain clash of authority which must sooner or later arise out of the present
state of things. . |
- 9. The present rule is supposed to fulfil the twofold purpose of discourag-
ing the multiplication of pauper-holdings” and of affording an additional security
for the realization of the revenue, ‘ R
10. If the partition of fields were allowed there would probably, at first, be a
large increase in the number of small holdings ; but I do not see that this is an
argument for upholding an arbitrary rule which must seriously affect the value of
landed property held on joint-tenure by withholding from it the guarantee which
gives the occupant-cultivator a well-defincd and independent title in it, and makes
. it transferrable in the general market. g
11.  Pauper-holdings bave ever been held up as a bug-bear, and the Board
would find, if they looked back to the records of that time, that the so-called Nig-
banda taras—restrictions which were being enforced when I first joined the
district—fell hopelessly through, as should be the fate of all such erude and
unnatural legislation, _
12, The transfer of land from hand to hand cannot, it is generally admitted,
be made too free, and any system which may hamper such transfer being unsound
Jin principle should, it appears to me, be abandoned, whatever may be the more
immediate effect of the measure,
13.  As regards its second purpose, namely, affording additional security for
the realization of the revenue, the present rule is, I believe, equally impolitic.
M. Tt is demoralizing to the agencics employed in the collection of the
revenue ; it sacrifices the interests of the industrious and simple-minded to the
reousant and litigious, and must very generallybe a check on agricultural enterprise;
finally, it does not fulfil its more specific purpose as it is to ity operation, that the
realization of the revenue due on joint-holdings is so backward and difficult,

e ——

........




nghts of the levaral pnthhdarf io !epara.te their land from the rest of the puttah-

land must be conceded. He gwa on to argue that such sub-division ought o

be freely allowed.

3. The Board cannot m that granting sub-receipts will influence the ques-
 tion of sub-division in any way, nor can they admit the advisability of allowmg
5t any sub-division of survey-fields, such as must occur if sub-division
8o ii ﬂh‘?ﬁd”ﬁﬂ "ﬂ\ﬂ éXtelit thﬁt"llz". Robinson advoca.tes. They doy

: ttahs matenally Then- emtence dependa on social conditions, which no
i mh concession could alter. :
4. In fature, a sub-receipt book will be given to all holders of land on joint-
pdttaha*who want them. The entries in these sub-receipts will be transferred to

the principal receipt-book when it is produced for the purpose before the village-
aﬁe,ets by the possessor. The sub-receipts will be in the same form as the receipt,
~ and as they will not mention the extent of the land on account of which payment
is made, they will not affect the question of sub-division in any way.

5. These Proceedings will be communicated to all Collectors, in order that
eﬁ‘wt may be given to the last paragmph Collectors will report whether any
* (and ifso, how many) survey-fields in their districts have been sub-divided under
orders from the Civil Courts, and whether they think a law necessary to prevent
such sub-division; If it becomes at all general the labour of registering holdings
and keeping accounts will be enormously increased and some of the principal
results of the survey (where that department has been at work) will be obliterated.

(A true Copy and Extract.)
(ngned) J. GROSE,
Becrehary,
(True Copy.)
(Signed) J. T. MAYNE,
B First Assistant.
To all Collectors.
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S
is increasing much faster than that of single holdings. Many ‘of the Collectors
point out in the reports submitted to Government with those  Proceedings, that
pauper holdings and joint puttahs are fruitful causes of arrears.

4. In the letter recorded in Board’s Proceedings, dated 22nd June 1872,

ency of allowing unrestricted sub-division, on the ground that it wguld make t
transfer of land freer, that it was in accordance with the conditions of ths'pelﬁﬁ{e
and that before long the Courts would compel it. As regards ke security of the
public revenue obtained by issuing joint puttahs, he argued that this security was
gained at the expense of demoralizing the agencies employed in collecting reve-
nue, of sacrificing the industrious and honest to the idle and dishonest, and
of imposing a check on agricultural enterprise, whilst it was not a very valuable
security, inasmuch as the realization of revenue due on joint holdingsis always
- backward and difficult.

5. The Board devised a remedy for the chief evil of which Mr. J. D.
Robinson complained, and called on Collectors for a report as to the extent
to which fields had been sub-divided by decrees of Court, and the expediency of
legislating to prevent such sub-divisions,

6. Their replies are now before the Board; but whilst they were being
received, the action of the Courts, which was onl y apprehended by Mr. J. D.
Robinson, was actually taken by Subordinate Courts in Chingleput which expressly
decreed the sub-division of survey fields. The matter was reported to Government
in Board's Proceedings, dated 19th May 1873, No. 832, in which the Board stated
the arguments pro and con as regards the enactment for Madras of a law to
prevent sub-division of fields like that in force in Bombay and contained in Act I.
of 1885, Section 45 (Bombay), and prowmised to address Government again
on the subject when all the replies to their Proceedings of the 22nd June 1872,
No, 1,073, had been received.

7. The balance of opinion amongst Collectors is in favor of allowing sub-
division of fields, and of giving separate puttahs for such sub-division. The Board
concur in this view, but they believe that the Ryotwari system, especially as
regards account, renders it necessary to preseribe a minimum beyond which sub-
division with concomitant separate puttahs, accounts, and registration shall not be
permitted. Survey fields cannot be taken as the minimum divisibile, because they
vary so much in size. The Board would fix a minimum of one acre in dry land
and half an acre in we# land. The'survey numbers must be retained as they are,
gub-numbers being given to sub-divisions. - If this is done, the results of the field
gurvey will not be lost. ‘

8. With regard to the necessity of fortifying this view by legislation the
Board are in doubt. If the Courts can compel the sub-division of survey fields
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sion of the minimum if a winimum is fixed by Government as proposed by the
Board. One of the cases in which a Munsiff’s Court in Chirgleput ordered a sub-
division of a survey field has been carried before the District Court on appeal
(Board's Proceedings, dated 8th December 1873, No. 2,506,) and the Board propose,
if necessary, to carry it before the High Court on Special Appeal. If the result of

No. 1,073, Mr. J. D. Robinson, then Collector of North Arcot, urged the expedi-

under existing circumstances, they will, no doubt, be able to compel the sub-divi- -

; tho suit is to show tbnt C‘ivd Goum can m@pal the Bemﬁm&
" separate puttas for sub-divisions of mrmy ﬁamg, ﬁu Bmﬂ ;’?‘ .

must be resorted to.

To the Acting Secretary to Government, Revenue
with Board's Mdmgs. dated '

- Copy to all Collectors.

to the Director of Bamm
to the Snpenntendmt of

artment,
Jm 1874, No. 1, 073
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n..woon-u_zeu. 17t Avcust 1874, No. 2,276,
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Received “.u‘\ Je &0

- AUGUST. ,
" N 2,276, i |

Survey fields—which have _u.oos ﬂ?&&&x
under orders from Civil Cqurts.—Replies of Col-
lectors to Board’s Proceedings, dated 22nd

fields have been sub-divided, and necessity for
a law to provent such sub-divisien, submitted
to Government with remarks. .

June 1872, No. 1,073, regarding extent towhich
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of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,

n Boaﬁ’s Proceedings, dated 22nd June 1872, . o5
hen Collector of North Arcot, urged the expedi- =~
ﬁﬁdn, on the ground that it would make the S

cordance with the conditions of the people, s
d compel it. As regards the security of the =

~* puttahs, he argued that this security was e
s of demo - he agencies employed in collecting reve-
sacrificing the industrious and honest to the idle and dishonest, and
osing a check on agricultural enterprise, whilst it was not a very valuable
7, inasr ﬁ;h as the realization of revenue duc on joint holdingsis always
and difficult. s

%a Board devised a remedy for the chief evil of which Mr. J. D.

St 4 b,

50 es

aplained, and called on Collectors for a report as to the extent

e ﬁo?hmh fields had been sub-diﬁded}.ﬁy decrees of Court, and the expediency of
~ legislating to prevent such sub-divisions,

- 6. Their replies are now before the Board; but whilst they were being
received, the action of the Courts, which was only apprehended by Mr. J, D. ¢
Robinsmn? was actually taken by Subord! ~’s Courts in Chingleput which expressly
decreed the sub-division of survey fields. 'he matter was reported to Government

- in Board’s Proceedings, dated 19th May 187 3, No. 832, in which the Board stated

i T arguments pro and con as regards the enactment for Madras of a law to
~prevent sub-division of fields like that ig force in Bombay and contained in Act I.
of. 1865, Section 45 (Bombay), and promised to address Government again
on the subject when all the replies to their Proceedings of the 22nd June 1872,

No. 1,073, had been received.
R 7 The balance of opinion amongst Collectors is in favor of allowing sub-
Ay 'dwl‘smn’of fields, and of giving separate puttahs for such sub-division. The Board
~ concur in this view, but they believe that the Ryotwari system, especially as . :
- regards 'ac?ount, renders it necessary to prescribe a minimum beyond which sub- , bl
¥ ﬂ;_vm?on with concomitant separate puttahs, accounts, and registration shall not be
| permitted. Survey fields cannot be taken as the minimum divisibile, because they

vary so much in size. The Board would fix a minimum of one acre in dry land

and half an acre in wef land. The survey numbers must be retained as they are,

~ sub-numbers being given to sub-divisions. If this is done, the results of the field
~ survey will not be lost.
8 With regard .to the necessity of fortifying this view by legislation the
~ Board arc in doubt. If the Courts can compel the sub-division of survey fields
- under existing circumstances, they will, o doubt, be able to compel the sub-divi-
~ sion of the minimum if a minimum is fixed by Government as proposed by the
- Board. One of the cases in which a Munsifi’s Court in Chingleput ordered a sub-
_ division of a survey field has been carried before the District Court on appeal
~ (Board’s Proceedings, dated 8th December 1873, No. 2,506,) and the Board propo
- if necessary, to carry it before the High Court on Special Appeal. If the result of
~ the suit is to show that Civil Courts can compel the Revenue Authorities to issue
separate puttahs for sub-divisions of survey fields, the Board think legislation

1 v

_"_‘:_.'. o

SIS WA

- St

B, o udk

S R 4 LR

MR e e

4 -

P . N

g e pofa
P TATONEE Y,

b alreod -

e

aboatice B Tt




NP o
T SR T

- T e L
*‘i‘:,i’?i‘ﬁ
«

R«

i

Ty
'm'%-,

.re;

o




	Image00021
	Image00022
	Image00023
	Image00024
	Image00025
	Image00026
	Image00027
	Image00028
	Image00029
	Image00030
	Image00031
	Image00032
	Image00033
	Image00034
	Image00035
	Image00036
	Image00037
	Image00038
	Image00039
	Image00040
	Image00041
	Image00042
	Image00043
	Image00044

