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I’ro:n G G MASTER Esq " Collector ot' Gan;am to the Secretary to. the Board of Revenue da.ted
. o S Chetterpore, 2nd- Au«rust 1873, No. 1 ,768. “

= v

me reference to the last paragraph of the Board 8. Proceedmrrs dated 22nd J une- 1872
‘N o. 1,073, 1 have the honour to report that no survey ﬁelds have been sub- dmded in this dxstnct
nnder orders of the Civil Courts, but that I think a legxsla.txve enactment to prevent such sub-divi-
sxons to be' very necessary for the reason stated by the Boa.rd . When a party brings a. decree ef

' the Civil Court, ad;udgmg his right to a portxon of a survey ﬁeld, and asks for a putta in his name -
for that portion, he is now simply told that his name will be entered in the putta Jjointly mth the :
enstmg Puttadar or I’uttadars. , In the absence of any legal sanctlon the contmuance of the above
pmctxce 15 unsafe. '

o From the Hon. D ARBUTHNOIT Collector of Tan,)ore, to the Secretary to the Beard of Reve-,
o - nue, dated Trrtrapoondy. 1st July 1873, No. 228. - B E
, W ITH refercnce to paragraph 5 of the Board’s I’roceedmgs dated 22nd June 1872 No. 1 0/3
‘ I have the honour to report that the sub-division of fields under Court’s decrees is ‘amatter of daxly
occurrence in this district. .The precise number of fields now thus dmded cannot be ascertamed
‘without consxderable labour and research, but it may be roughly put down as 20,000, - This,- how-
- ever, bears but a very gmall proportlon to fields held in portions - ‘otherwise . than under Court 8
. decrees with separate reglstry, for the sub- dwmon of fields on private sales, and partition of hold- :
mfrs, has always been recognized in this district a3 a ma.tter of nght and 1t appears to me that any
g restnctxon of thxs right is inexpedient and lmpelxtxc. T . . s
Indeed, this system of holding fields in' scparcte shares is a normal condxtlon ot‘ mdm-f
' dua@property in land as it is constitated in Tanjoré, As the Board are awaré in most cases the.
. ,vxllawe lands in this district are held i in shares, each made up of a hke proportxon of lands of differ.
L ent qua,htles ér classes, and as fields representing each dxetmct tlass cannot be suﬂicxently numerous
to almit of one being included “whole i in each share, they are unavoxdab!y split into separate por. - |
tions and distributed among the several sha.res. Tlus arra.ngement is cceval mth the formatxon
g of the agrxcultural community itself, " : - L L
: - 3.." Now if the proposed restnctxon is to by’ enforced retrosp eetwely, whxch it must be 1f xt i8
Lo te be of real utility; to say nothing of the gencral depreciation of property in land. there will be a-
complete subversion of heldings; the bulk of the existing individual puttcs “with the other records
: thercmth connected mll have to be set aside and new ones substltuted with a readjustment of
.vﬁali; in wholes, and the confusion that would arise in regard to mdmdual nghts and’ ha.brhtxes
ean g2 :arcely be unagmed. The effect of the contemplated restriction on the value of - Iand would *
. nacessar.ly bo very depressm for no one. would ‘buy,’ except at a nommal pnce land. whxch 15
: -Hluble to be sold at any time for Government dues left unhqurdatci by another, . '_:} PRI T
..'4..The present gystem is not attended with any serious inconvenience, and in my op)mon the :
:.’j,ev11 of minute sub-division of landis one which must. be left to correct itself, which it aesurcdly
-~ will do whenever the Fub-division has attained a limit beyond which it will operate to the detri--
© 7 ment of thoso most mterested, but any attempt to ﬁx thxs hxmt by law wxll e.sscredly end m dxsaa.
' _,'-i.trous faclure. i
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") o From A. CRUICKSHANK, Esq., Acting Collector of Vizagapdtam, to the Secreféf} t;')' the ’
e TR ; ‘Board of Revenue, dated 21st August 1872, No. 953. - o

I nave 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- = -

-

i
{
; < ~ - sionof survey fields referred to in paragraph 5 of‘ the Board’s Proceedings, dated the 22nd Juné
| 1872, No. 1,073, and to state that I think the sub-division of fields under orders from the Civil
L . Courts should not be prevented by law, because it would be empowering the Revenue authoritica
: the orders of the Civil Courts of no effect, to a certain extent ab least.
. * The Civil Courts can never be precluded from ordering the Jand 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
' session of the land, which is the chief thing, and the

_ Court can of course put the party in pos ( i 13 vhe ol
| "granting of putta may be held unnecessary, but it is a rule that the Re\.renue' authorities are to look

" to the Puttadar for the payment of the amount due on the [and entered in his putta and this™
. sule is followed, though it is known the Puttadar is not actually in possession of the land. The
Lo ~ object of the rule is to avoid becoming involved in questions of -right to the land, but here the
""" right to the land has been ei?blished before & Civil Court and still effect is refused to be given

~ to render the decrees and

to the orders of the Court.
. division of fields under orders of the Civil Courts be allowed,

2 o : but I conceive that is mo.valid
P reason why a man should be deprived of what he is legally entitled to. . - . :

L ~ Excrostiz No. 1. ‘ S
" Prom J. B. JONES, Esq, Acting Principal Assistant Collector, to_the Acting Collector of
S Vizagapatam, dated Ankapilli, 14th August 1872, No. 74. T

. WrrH reference to paragraph 5 of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated " 22nd
June last, No. 1,073, T have the honour to inform you that the talugs of Golgonda and Surva-
- giddy, which are Government estates, have never been surveyed and the extent of ﬁf_elds‘ varies. -

In these talugs no fields have been sab-divided urder- the orders of any Civil Court within the

- .7 lagh three years, but I wounld suggest that some limit ghould be maintained, 4. ., 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. e - o »
o - " (True Copy.) -~

a ;. " Acting Collector.

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

RS Wit reference to paragraph 5 of the Board'
1872, I have-the honour to report that no survey
district. - - :

X . 2. Incasesw
% ) ' ~ the practice here is to issue
i

!

w .

respective portions of the land for

cultivation if they please; and both parties are jointly and severally held responsible for the
However likely to lead to disputes where the two do not agree

1eft to make their own arrangements, and to divide’ their

assessment of such survey field.

© . T am informed that no inconvenience has yet been experience

person making payment inv ] : 1 »
is any necessity, a3 far ag- this district is concerned, at present for- the change proposed.

- _ it will always be given.
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L (Signed)o A. CRUICKSIIANK;,
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From G. D. LEMAN, Esq., Acting Collector of‘ the Kistna' District, to the Secrgthfy to the™ .

s Proceedings, No. 1,073, dated ‘22nd”J;zne 7
field has_ yet" been- sub-divided in this

TN S

here the parties have obtained decrees of Court fot a porntinoxi;of a survey field -
a joint putta for that field and a joint receipt book, both parties being

4 4 from this practice, but that the'.
ariably brings the receipt book with him; and T do mot think there |

observed,  and when application-is made for' a sub-receipt bock.
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And though the
n all casos depend
adviso a law to preveot
I expect the applications
the results of sutvey would

give his reasons fur desiring not to do so ¢ would i
on the Judge how the appl’ ition was decided. 1 sbould, therefore,
. 8ub-~division. If once an injunction was grantad here "Lor sub-division

‘in the Courts would be very numerous indeed, and, as the Board say,
very soon be obliterated.v : '

et ————

"From R, K. PUCKLE, F.sq.,' Collector of I"in'ncvelly; to the Sceretary to the Bard of Revenue
. ’ ) t‘; dateld Courtallum, 2014 July 1872, No. 310.

" In reply to Board's Proceedings, No. 1,073, dated 22

inform you that I dy not see how the sub-division of ficlda can bo prevented a3 long as the
Hindu Law of Inheritance exists, or the right of the Puttadar to acll, mortgage, or otherwise
entered in bis putta is recognizod. * -
2. Should a Puttalar die and bequeath a field to his son
“Property, or should a ryot sell a portion of a field the Civil Cour
if not the grant of a scparate putta, ’
3. The survey blocks inty which we sub
ing usually two or more revenuo ficlds, ay.
- argument the valae of the survey is
‘more than a single reven
departed from the stand
of interstitial fields or

od June 1872, Ilave the Loaour to

8 and they agree to divide their
¢t can compel 8eparate regietry,

-divide villages are mere arbitrary divisions contain.
Vif Tam right in my ioterpretation of the B\‘anr‘l’u
already vitiated in the case of every block 1
ue field. But ng for groater ¢ i

ard of the revenqo fi-ld and by

sab-divisions that may be cont
‘practically but little g

ference to the Settlemont O
several ryots, perh {

4p3 vendors and purchasers, mortgag
8 divided family, ete.

14t contaipg

survey, block, makes

cer; while the confusion conscquent on

A Beparate putta or
9 amount that he hag to pay g
4. The difficulty tog of collecting the revenus on any particular .10 hely on such joing
putta would be excessive. Who js to hold the putah, and wh |
who holds the putt

*3 may purposely fall juto arp
. ment and sale of the property. Threo out of
fourth, who holds the putts, may :
~ and if he,
held iz,

cars Jfor the
four joint

be totally umble. o pa
as the only resident, does not hol

People of all ‘classes and creeds

sole object of proc
Puttadars mg

Y tho assessm
d¢he putta he s

uring the attacl.
¥ be absentees, and the
eat on the entjre block,

. 9. In consideration of all these diffenly
‘of each ryot's claim to hold 4 Scparate putta. Survey fields have not yet
district, 80 no sub-division has yet been made by order of the Civil

" allin favour of legislating to prevent what 1 regard ag 3 couvenien
“aud the ryot, : |

been introduced in this
Court, ani 1 am not g¢
ce both to Govern

ment
From J. R. COC;IERELL, Esq., "Commissione.v of Nilgiris, to the Seeretary to the Board of
o Revenue, dated Ootacamund, 28y

h August 1872, No. 95,
of tho Px;oceedings of the Board of Ilo
n Collectors to report (1) whethep any
e Civil Courts ; and (2) whother they think

WiTH reference to paragraph 5
June 1872, No.- L,073, calling upo

vYeaue, date] 2254
beqn sub-divided under orders of th

survey fields have
3 law Decessary to
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in 1 1 /t the first question, to state that no
b-divisi honour, in reply to ‘
: b-division, I have the
p<event such su

v v SUZ i 4 ‘ nd question e‘g to
i i occurred on the Nilziri Hills; with regard to the seco dq 1%

sub nit ]ny Op nion that lcg Bla § ' , iti i t n hemsel es
c . . lo]‘ “ hen ryots are lltlgatmg 50 ween t V-
1 : 1 1 i t on ls not ca!led . . l
it l; ;)()t com]:et‘cnt to the Clourul to go beyond the pu‘tie! 3nd presct lbc to the co“ect’)f, a th rd
o, s

R

fter due notice, There -
Such applications are usually granted as a matter of course s
" for them. Such ap

1] ! at [-] ] - A |

. ired to prevent any such -
ion of survey ficlds, and in my opinion no law is at present required to p . ‘
sub-division of & = 2 : ‘

sub-divigion. ' | ' -
‘ Esq. Ccil!cctor of Malaba;; to the Secretary to the Brard of Revenée.
From &, MACTRESON, St Calicut, 17th August 1872, No. 190, e
y he honour to reply to the Board’s Px;ocecdingz_;, dated 22nll June l§42: No. 0; iv.in‘
n e ibed by the Board in parazraph 4 of the above I‘rqce;d}ngi,me ogf e
}2'1 ;I;W::? rjs:ixr:: (:::;a: scpimte reccipt books in cases where they pay theirs
to the holder

i h sach books were
i is district for a long time, althoug
ivi hserved in this district . : h books were
indmd“a"rw- };‘15 b“‘; zu:x;::' nor were tho entries in the sub-receipts ever tvra. ;
neither allowed any sub-num )

: . .
s Yernae) ok. , ° : e than one indi-
prine e mc:pt . f a putta where receipt books have t‘; \be.,i!‘vt;n t:uf::t The method of
3. Inthecase o ond with that in the ta. .
. bored to corresp . ' f granting
vidual all such :ooku Mlioir:cu::d by the Board, will be adopted in futmfe. The syatefné grant
-numbering these, as in this district. .
su.b numberir ho'vc;’ﬂ' of rare occurrence in this distri he Procecdings above referred to is,
Joint putias it 't l’l d for in the last paragraph of the rh lready been made, but as
4. The repor Calle iatricts “'heré a survcy 18 alre » .
. . . rith those distric i - R tating the practice
I presume, in conntect;;net‘bccn surveyed [ take this opportunity of bnci_ly stating g bt
is district has not & .. ) N X
:Illj‘taiuing here a8 regards the dmfuon Of tlyari‘:sconsequence of family disscnsions, 53’“;‘ a;d O;It.le;
- ' : ivisions of proper . registry of lands whic
5. Owing to the dwllicatiom are yearly received for. the l;epi\:;t: r:ft:t o)i: separate puttas
causes, & great many ap:ine«l as a whole in our registers, and for 4
i m
bad up to that tize re

‘OW an Annas. . e 3” the greater
in some cases theso even f“‘\: b;um‘ocr of puttas is not greatly mcreased{l as B;'{)ec; ii the register
6. Dy this T"';"“Ce ta]:eady own laods and posscss puttas, yet the nu e res

. the purchasers .
portion of : Ay, : s no decrease what.
sre found to mulliply rl?lf;dsime others, when increased on F}l‘e (:ln" : h““i;:: le acres and regis-
7. This matter, lik if the owner of a picce of lan measurin bave them
; for instance if the owner o bares to ten individuals and have
ever on tho other to dispose of it in ten share w50 ton different sharcs
tered a8 one !l.“.mbe:'i we::n diﬂcﬂit nambers, and s?bsequentlr. \:ercatshzzi numbe:' bt as toa
accordingly r(‘gwtt;re, :l:ey will never be szain fuual in tho register g
purchase .

different numbera
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8. The subject had my attention some time ago, snd although I was unwilling to maln
any changes which would tend to inconvenicace or distarb the existing system observed by the

" ryots, still I have added the following clause to the Jummabbundy Hoockumnamah of this district,

* prepared and submitted to the Doard in rorformity with their Proceedings, dated 17th August

* 1869, No. 6,134 :— , §

* Malabar Supplement lo the General Iookumnama, parograph 5.—When a purtion,

only of a land, bearing & separate name and number in the register, is proposed to be tranaferred '

, such transfer shall not be recognized and separate puttas lssued, unless the asscssmentto
. apportioned on the portion to be transferred ot retained amounts to not less than one Rupee.
it ig less than one Rupes the Collector may ot his discretion issue a joint putta, but be shall Bt
:"be bound to give in such joint putta any defiaition of boundaries or epecification of shares.”

4

9. I do not advocate any legislation prohibiting sub-divisions, bolding that the revenv
eystem must adapt itself to the conditions and exigencics of landed property. 3
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¥rom . SEWELL, Esq., Acting Collector of Caddapab, to the Acting Secretary to the Board
of Revezue, dated Oth October 1873, No. 185, ' :

" YWiem refcrence to the Proceedings of the Doard of Revenue, dated 220d June 1873, No. 1.05,
1 have tho honour toreport that no sub-division of fields has been made in this district under
orders from thoCivil Courts, and that no law is mecessary forthe prevention of such procedare,
Thi Actiog Sub-Collector, hawerver, is of opinion that sab-division of Belds, which are very Xargf
in extent, might conveniently be sllowed fixiog one Acre for wet, and two Acres for dryasa
minimum for dividion. This procedure o dovbt would much interfere with, and disturb the
prosent survey work, which is far adranced in the district. ’

2. Tho system of introducing sub-receipt Looks to holders of land on joint putt;u referred

to in paragraph 4 of thoe Proceedings uader reply, will have a bencficial efect,

-
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. From II. E. SULLIVAN, Feq., Acting Collector of South Arcot, to the Secretary to the Board of
Reveuue, dated Punrootty, 17th June 1873, No. 207.

T ax reminded by paragraph 8 of the Board's Proccedings No. 832, dated 19th ultimo
that I have not yet submitted the report called for in Proceedings, dated 22nd, June 1872:
No. 1,073. I bave to apologize for the delay which has occurred. I put all the papers away
together intending to furnish the report before going away on leave, but they were lost sight of.

2, From the reports received from the Division OFcers jt would not appear that separate
puttas have, in-any instance, been granted.for portions of survey ficlds. under the orders of the
Civil Courts, the decree of the tribunal making the award of such portions having been satisfied
by entering the Lolder's name as a eharer of the ficld. . ‘
"~ 3. .The opinionsof thelocal officers, as to the uecessity for the interference of the Legis-
lature to prevent the sub-division of survey fields by the Civil Courts, may be thus summarized :—

(L)  The Sub-Collecter considers that the icdivisibility of a revenue field **is the Lackbone
of the ryotwary system,” and that the Civil Courts raust be prevented by law from splitting them up.

(2.) The Ilead Assistant Collector would impose a limit on the powers of the Courts to

award portions of survey fields, and suggests one cawny as the minimum extent which shoulpi
entitle the owoers to a scparate putta ;' a law thus far restrictive he considers necessary., -
(3.) The Assictant Collector considers legislation to be necessary not only to restrict the

power of tho _Courts {rom awarding to suitors portions of survey ficlds, but also~iu,. view toa’

legal definition of thenature of, and the rights conveyed by, a putta,

(4) The Deputy-Collector in charge of the Trikalore Division is entirely opbo@?ci.to any '

restriction being laced on the action of the Civil Courts in this matter, considering it jnerns
dient to frame a law to undo, as it must in cffect do; the provisions of the law of the country.'

4. Iwmay as well state bere that my own opiniou is that it would be impolitic and productive
of great inconvenicnce to the public if a law probibiting the Civil Courts from directing the
issue of a putta for o portion less than a Survey or Pymash ficld were enacted, the more especiali y
that the cxtent of these ficlds bas Leen fixed in the most arbitrary fashion possible..’ They vary ’
in this district as follows :— . * o

Old Pymash Fields, New Survey Fields.

Cawaies. Cawnies, Acres.  Acres,
Nunjah from 8 t3°0 0 1 Nunjah from ... 37'18 to 01
) Doonjah from15 to 0 0 1 ° Poonjah from ... 127°75 to 02

5. Now it does scem rather hard that, bpcausc, for the sake of con?enience, the Land Survey
Department has split up the couatry into a number of ficlds, the extent of which has been

" grbitrarily fixed, the ‘Government should refuse to recognize the proprietary right of those

individuals who Lold only portions of such fields, for this is virtually the case when the right of
a man to a putta for less than a survey field is deaied. It has been held that a putta conveys

no title, or, to uso the words of the late Sudr Adalut, that **the registry of land in the name of »

a party is altogether insuflicient to prove his; right of property, and that taken at the best i
only scts him up as the ostensible proprietor.” Now, with all deference I submit, that a putta
issucd by a competent authority, i the absence of any other document modifying or annulling
. the rights thereby conferred, is quite sulicient to prove a right of property. It is universall
admitted that the proprictary right in the soil vests, in the first instance, in the State, and this right
istransferred by tho putta on certain specified conditions to individuals. - The right thus acquired
can again be transferred from one to another, and the first act of the new proprictor is to claim
a transfer of registey, So important, howerer, ara considered tho rights which & putta carries
with it that Revenue officers dre prohibited, except in the case of a Puttadar baving died, from
making any change of registry unless both the contracting partics are present in person,

Agent to givo their asscnt. In maay cascs the former proprietor throws every obstacle in the
+ way of thus completing the transfer, and the owner Las to enforce the changs of registry by s

2
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or by .
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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 beiug recorded in tho registers maintained by the Revenue Department.
And 80 long as the land is held on condition of the punctual discharge of its liabilities to
the State, this registration is cssential to the security of those rights; for the State recognizcs
only the registered Puttadar, he only is advised of arrcars being due on the land, and on bim
only can the demand for payment be served, although, in point of fact, he may have divested
himself of all proprietary rights over the land on which the arrear is due. The real owner is
thus placed in 8 very anomalous position. Ile may be quite ready to pay the State demand thy
" moument he is asked for it, but because he happens to own a portion andnot 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 .

-, detriment both of the owner and of the public revenue. And again, & man who holds a putta

knows exactly what hisliabilities are, and that if he discharges them punctaally no one can disturd
his pessession. But an unfortunate who owds, in the fullest extent of the word, §ths of a survey field,
* sud who punctually pays the State demand on that portion may, at any moment, have his land sold
up on account of arrears having accrued on the jth field in the occupation of another, simply
because, under the revenue system in force, a putta canoot be granted to him for the 1ths portion of
the survey field which is undoubtedly his property but which the Goverament will not recognize as
euch, and holds liable for money due on other lands, That such a system muat serionsly affect the
value of lauded property cannot for a moment be doubted ; it opens, moreover, & wide door to
. ,f.-;-y i ltrresses with great hardship on a large scction of the commugity ; and, as remarked by
Me. J. D, Robinson in his letter, dated 20th February 1872, No, €9, ** it sacrifices the.interests
of the industrious and simple-minded to the ree
~ check on agricultural enterprise.” My advico is not to frame & law

from redressing what is’an undoubted grievance,
grievance itself. ‘

to prevent the Civil Courts

. byt to pub matters right by taking uwn‘y tho

6. I think myself that the obstacl®s in the way of carrying out what would scem to be o
salutary reform have becn unnecessarily magniied. That at Grst there would be an increase of

~ work in the way of regzistration of titles, I admit, Possibly in some parts a slight ‘increase of
© establishment might be necessary, buf. in order to obtain 80 great & boon the people would
gladly bear. the expense of this; and a small fee levied for each change of registry, when the
transfer was for less than a survey field, would, I think, meet the extra cost. I fail to sce how
the Curnaxq's field-work would be increased, as they would only have to inspect the same area as
now, although they would bave 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 overcomo
them, and not for the sake of saving some trouble and expense to sacrifice the interests of the
agricultural community to an idea. . For after all whatis a survey ficld, and by what rule is its
extent determined ¥ Judging from the fizures I bave given in paragraph 4 it looks as if, when the
gurvey 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 acros of nunjah and
“another 0°1 acres, an unyielding rule was laid down that for all time these particular areas werq
to constitute survey fields and to be indivisible, - . -

7. A good deal of capital has been made out of the term “paiper boldings.” 1p by this is
meant the farms of small proprietors in this country who, not able to afford to.emplo" labour, i1
the land themselves, I say the term is ill applied. Why should a man be stigmatiged ag o a.u
 because he brings his own labour in aid of a comparatively small capital. g income my ‘;mpsr
80 large as his neighbour who farms on a more extended scale, but if he makeg his ong or t"ro a )
. produce suficient to support him and his family ho bas fulfilled his duty o society and i,cr::

indepcndent as his richer ‘n'ei gbbour’.ﬂ Tho term ** pauper” is defined in the dictionary gq+¢ ous who

A .
.

usant and litigious, and must very gencrally bea -
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depends on the parish.'” In tLi;'éountry there is no parish to depend on, and so far as the pro-
vinces aro concerned the necessity for a poor rate has never yet been suggested. When a man is

working for himself ho puts bis whole beart and strength into it, and the result is that many of
" theso miniature farms are cultivatel to the highest pitch and are in better order than more
. oxtensive plots where hired labour is employed. And this is found to be the case in all countries

whero the same condition of things exist. (See Mill on Peasant Proprictors.) .
*8. Dut even if there was nothing in the 8ystem to recommend it, there is the fact that the

. gocial conditions of the ‘people tend to the division of landed property. It ¢sdivided and sub-

divided, and although we may assert that a survey field is an indivisible unit it will in fact be
divided over and over again whenever the necessity arises. Now comes the question : Do we, by
refusing to recognize this division, confer a benefit on the people themsclves, and do we, enhance
the security of the public revenue I The answer must bo that a system which tends to depreciate
tho value of landed property cannot possibly benefit an agricultural community ; and asregards the
second part of the question, I fail to see how a procedure which refuses to recognize an undoulfted
title to property and which holds.one man's property liable for a debt due by anot}:er can possibly
conduce towards the security of the public revenue. The means of a small propn?tor are at bes
precarious, but give bim fair play and he may hold his own and gradually extend his holding ; but

M

if he is any day liable to be sold up for the debts of another man, he must go to the wall. .

Numerous such cases occur every year, and a eystem which authorizes such inequitable procedure

must, to use the Doard's expression, be utterly ** wrong in principle ;"' therefore let us not sefck“ .

to bolster it up with legislation. ’
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From G. VaxsA GNEW, Iaq., Collector of Nellere, to the Secretsry to the Board of Revenue, .
dated 14th MMarch 1843 No. 583.
) 1 uave the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the Doard’'s Procecdings, No. 1,073, dated
2nd June 1872, calling for a report as to the namber of survey fields sub-divided under orders
of Civil Courts, and as to the necessity for a law to prevent such sub-division. ' )

9. From the reports of Tahsildars and vamonal Oficers I find that there bhas been no
instance of a field baviog been 'sub-divided under the orders of Civil Courts.

3. Asa rule the Civil Courts do not mention pu‘tas in their decisions. When a decree
holder satisfies the Revenue authorities that the decisicn under which he claims a transfer cf -
putta has been executed the transfer is ordered. Scparate puttas are issued only for entire ficlds
or sub-number of such fields already recogmized. If the decree holder is entitled to a portion
only of such field his name is.incluled jointly in the putta already issued; but no sub-division
or scparate puttas are allowed. So far as this district is concerned I do not see any prescn:

necessity for a lcgal enactment to prevent sub-divisioas of fields.,

ma——

| FromT A N. CIIASE Esq, Collector of I\umool to the Secretary to the Board of Revenw

dated 10tk January 1873, No. 5.

Wit reference to paragraph 5 of Doard’s Proceadings, dated 22nd Juno 1872 No. 1,073, 1
_have the honour to inform you that no survey fields in this district have been sub-divided undes
orders from the Civil Courts. Where portions of numbers held on putta have been sold or decreed
by the Couxts it bas been usual to enter tle ;eruﬁ‘ate or dec;ee bolders as joint Puttadarsin
place of, or in addition to the name of the party decreed against asthe caso may be. Actual sub-
division of a ficl1, and the ssparation of puttas, has rever been ordered by the Courts, and is never
likely to be, except in very rare cases where s:b-numbers may be given to the ficlds without
altering the survey sumber. lam consequently of opinion that na legxslahon is necessary on the

subject, . ,
2. I beg to enclose copies of Teports reccived from the Divisional Officers.

Excroscas No. 1.

From C. L. B. CUMMING, Es3., Assistant Collectar,
July 1872, No. 72.

Youn docket, No. 707, dated 15th July 1872.

Informs that no survey fieldsin his division have been uub divided under orders from the -

Civil Courts, and expresscs his opinioa that alaw on the subject does not thcrefore appear to Le

neccssary. -
) (True Copy.)

- (Signed)  T. A. N, CHASE,
B Collector,

" Excloscrs No. 2.

From E. TURNER, Esq., Acting Heal Assistant Co\!ector. to the Collector of l\urnool dated
Cumbum, 5th September 1672, No. 252.

. 707, datel 18th July 1872, requesting ma to report, with nremc.

In reply to your docket, No
ngs of the Board of Bcvenqe, No. 1,073, dated 22nd June 1872, 1

to paragraph O of the Proccedi

e Kl oy . .
' -

to tho Collector of Kurnool, datcd 261h
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have the honour to state that no survey fields in the Talugs in my division bave been sub-divided
under orders from the Courts of Civil Jurisdigtion.

2. The practice in this division, wherever sich orders are produced, is to register to the
decree holder the full numbers of survey fields if they are 20 decreed, or to enter his name as joint

Puttadar if a portion of the land of the Puttadar was decreed, or the right of one of the joint
~ Puttadars if the decree was worded so. ' ’

3. I think it quite inexpedient to preveat such sub-division by leg*:lation, Thero is but little
probabdility that this sub.division will become 8o very general as to increass in any appreciable

" degree the labour of registering holdings and &eeping the accounts. Ia such rare cases where such
division may take place the interests of private property require that such sub-divided fields should

" be scparately registered. "This can be done without prejudice to the survey areas by using A
B, C, and 80 on to the sub-divided numbers,

.

(True Copy.)

* (Signed)  T. A. N. CHASE,

Collector,

Fycrosure No. 3.

From A. RAMACHIENDRA ROW, Deputy Collector, to the Collector of Kurnool, dated Nuadia),
20th Septewber 1872, No. 174,

Wira reference to your docket,® No. 707, dated the 18th July last, calling for the informa-

tion required in the concluding paragraph of
. - Board’s Proceedings, No. 1,073, dated the 22nd
Juue last, regarding the sub-division of survey fields under orders of the Civil Courts, I have the

honour to etate that no such division of surviy fields has taken place in ecither of the talugs of
Nundial or Sirwell in my division. :

L] Bam{ndar Docket, No. 928, dated 3rd {ustance,

2. The party in whose favour the Civil Court pass the decree for the trausfer of land is
granted a putta if the ousted party held an individual putta, and the namo of the decrce holder

-ig shown in the joint putta in lieu of the. difendant’s name, when the latter wasa joint putta
bolder. . ° T

3. As no bardship has been felt hitherto in regard to the sub-division of survey ficlds under

. orders of the Civil Courts I do not think that thero is at prescnt any Becessity fur a law on the
i subject. - - .

4. The Acting Tahsildar of Nundial states also that in some case
gucceeds to a share of a field which the defendant was enjoyinz, but whose n
a place in the putta, which is solely in. the name of  different peraca
the production of the Court's decree, is not altered for the simple

" defendant was never at any time showa in it. The Cuurt's decree jn
a dead letter. o

ame had never found
i and the putta, eyen after
reason that the name of the
such cases virtually remaing

5.. The last report on this sulject was received from the Tahsildar
- atd 1 wss in consequence unable to submit this report earlier,

‘of Sirwell only this day,
: " . .(Trus Copy.)

- (Signed) T, A. N. CHASF,
_ Collector.
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Excrosces No. 4.

From D. TIMMAPAII, Deputy Collector, to the Collector of Kurnool, dated Peapally, S0th
September 1872, No. 164.°

Wirh reference to your dockets, Nos. 707, 928, and 1,007, dated 18th July, 3rd and 25tk
September 1872, respectively, and to the last parsgraph of the Proceedings of the Beard of Reve-
nue, dated 220d June 1872, No. 1,073, I have the bouour to submit two statementa received from
the talugs under my charge showing portions of survey ficlds transferred to others under orders
from Civil Courts and to report as follows. ot

*

2. None of the parties, to whom the lands mentioned in the statements Lave been transferred,
obtained any decree or order from the Court to issie any putta in h_ia name. The names of such
individuals, except those who gained possession of the lands and sncceefled to the rights, titles, and
intcrests of the registered partics, were ncither entered in the register nor puttas granted to
them,

3 Yhen pa:ﬁ es' produce sale certificates gratnted by the Courts for lands purchased by them

in sales effected by orders of tho Courts in exccuting decrees it has been customary to refer to

the register and puttas to ascertain whether the nawmes of judgment dcbtors, whose interests in

the lands were sold, have been entered in them ecither as Puttadars or joint Puttadars, and if so
t eetrike off their names and inscrt those of the purchasers in their stead i and if otherwise to
r:fuso to grant puttas, and tell the purchasers that they may have the enjoyment of the lands

15

ithout the puttas like the judgment debtors, whose intercsts in the lands they have purchased
w

. ¢ limited only to the rights, titles, and interests of the judgment
sinco tho salos of the Courts a7 Jdebtors in the lands (vide Section 259 of the
Code of Civil Procedure and Select Decrecs® of
the Sadr Adalat, Volume II., page 74.)

« Civil Rales of Practice pablished in lel,\pago 43.

. 4 Th;re are instances i'n which the Courts have passed decrees, establishing the rights and -

titles of othcr parties to portions of survey fields and a great manY{uCh decrees may Lereafter
ble ;nssed if disputes arise between members of Hinda fanilies for division of fawily property.

5. The jmpression in the minds of people that a putta is an important dgcument to strengthen
. rd; bt ar:d r;itle to the land is gradully grewing steonger, and I consider therefore that
el

: ties might sue in Courts to establish their right to bold separato puttas for the lands which have
parti

b arded to them in proportion to their shares, 30d which have been put in their possession by
gen aw : hich cen put in on?
tho Courts. 4 | |
L Unde i » 2 ¢ inion that it would be de<irable to promulgate
circumstances I am of opinion t. .
1 G‘pr i?&t;n?:h?:x.dhision of sursey Gelds and legalizing the refusal by the Revenue officers
a law, pro L : i
to gr;ut puttas for portions of survey ficlds.

= Section 225 of the Code of Civil Procedure (Act VIIL of 1859) provides that the decres
[0 ¢ *

 tho Cuurt for the division of an cstate paying revenuo to Government shall be executed by the
) 10 Luurt 1o

i les in force, for the partition of such
, , tbe Court according to the rules in force, .
Collcctor, under the orders of g totherula e, for the paviton of el

ligh Court (Proceedingst of Sadr Adalat, dated
2) tixis gection 18 pot‘app\ic;blo to the districts of Ryotwar settlement,.

1 Civil Rales of Practice, page 03,

21st January 186 o A .
' 8, It has been further ruled? in the Pro-
Bection 326 uf tha Code of Civil Procedare. 1660, that ** iti 8 not in the province of the
Courts to assist a eAitor in the transaction of kis business in the Collector’s pﬂice- No correepon-
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dence with the Revenue authoritics therefore will* be nccessary rcspcctmg the -jssue of puttas to
persons to whom lands may bave been decrecdt : _ . :v

S % 90 T considerit suuclcnt ifa law be promngated making Section 2"5 of the Code of Civil / P
- Procedure applicable to the districts of Ryotwar settlement, and including thcrem the subject of the :
7 rulmgs of the Sade Adalat alluded to in the aboye paragraph, !

: o | _ ‘ (Tree Copy.) . ‘
S T . (Siguned) T. ‘A N. CIIASL
Couector.

R

O —

'From A. WLDDERBU X, Esq. Collector of Coxmhatore, to the Sccretary to the Boarl of ! ‘
A . - Revenue, dated 20th December 1872, No. 206, '

1
.- Wrrn reference to paragraph 5 of the Revenuo Doard's Proceedings, No. 1,073 of 22nd J une !
: 1812, I Lave the honourts inform you that accounts as per the new survey (to which it is presumed I
the Proceedings refer, and not to the old Pymash survey fields, Lave only been introduced into some ‘ _
~ talugsof this district in Fasli 1280* (1870-71), .
~ and into ono more in Fasli 1281% (1571- 2).
and there are stillsix taluqs into which they have not yet been introduced, The ‘iuttmmuugnlum :
Talisildar- states that 17 survey fields wero sub-dividel uader orders from Civil Courts in seven -

“villages of his taluqin Fasli 1281; and the other Tahsildars, where the new survey arcas bave been |
mtroduccd report that no sub- divisions were made in them.

T R e

. Sultiamungalum, Pulladam, aod Perindoray.
¥ Chowany. '

R ]

- 2. 1 cannot sec how Goveroment can prevent ryots from dividing their property according to
" their rules of inheritance or otherwise; but if the question be as to sub-division by the azency of the "
. Sarvey Department, and the issuc of separate puttas for such sub-divisions by the Revenue l)epm- :
ment, it i3 not known how sach can be enforced by order of a Civil Court, unless the survey or the |
. - Revenue Dcpartment as the case may be was made a party in the suit in which the Court's decreo’
was passed. When the department concerned ismado a party it can explain to the Court the rules
by which it is guided; and ¥hat is required is a rule that a survey ficld, already under occupation,

shall not be sub-divided, and that scparate puttas shall not bo given for portions of an entire:
field already under occupation. d

N

3. Ryots dividing between themselves an occnpxcd eurvey ﬁeld must bold it under a ,omg,
putta. This may bo some inconvenienco to tho ryots, but without such a rule there would be}
endless frouble to Governmentin keepmg accounts of tho numerous sub-divisions, which, ia the ,
absenco of a restriction, sre likely to epring up. . f

4. 1f this viow be taken no law will bo necessary, Lut a Departmental rule, probibiting : i
sub-division of an oacupied survey Geld, aad issue of scparate pntta for portions of o survey field,
s will mect the case. -

5. Imention' occnpled survey field," for an unoccupied ﬁeld 8 the property of Government, |

vappes T

: " and may bavo to be mb-dxvxded of various reasons by the azency of its own officers, ;
;, .
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JEY Frogn W.S. EOSI‘ER 'Esq.4 Acting Collector of the Godafery District, to tha Seeretary ts the ’
Board of Revenue, dated Cocanada, 25th November 1872, No. 364.

Rxn griNG to paragraph 5 of the Board's Proceedmgs dated the 22§d June last, No. 1 073

X have the honour to report that no Survey felds bavo been sub-divided in this district under the
orders of the Civil Courts. .

2, The holders of decraes of Civil Courts apply for the reglstry of their names,’
they are registered Jomtly with the names of other claxma.nts if there are any,
are none. ,

3. There is nothing, however. to restrain the le Courts from du‘ectmg a sub- amsmn of
a Survey field, or the issue of a separate putta, and clearly there should bo some legal enactmen t
to prevent them, though such cases may bo very few. Imay a.dd that prachcally, however, no
mischief has as yet resulted from the absence of & la.w.

~

- From R, W. BARLOW, Esq., Acting Collector of the Chingleput sttnct to the Sccretary to
‘ the Board of Revenue, dated Saidapet, 7th October 1872, No, 410,

Ix reply to paragraph 5 of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, I have the honour to
report that I have issued orders to the Tahsillars rega.rdmg the issue of sub- recupb booka to
joint Puttadars.

: 2, As regards sub-dxmxon of the recent Survey numbers, no such splitting, so far a.sI
“know, has as yet occurred in this district. It had been the practice formerly to grant separate
puttas for portions of the old Pymash numbers, however small, if so decreed by the Civil Cousts ;
but Mr. Fane puta stop to this about 1864, and would only issuo a joint putta if the portion
decreed was Jees than the full number, and the practice has continued 80 since, exceft in a few

mstanccs in which Mer, Blair did split Pymash numbers.

© 3. I have a case pending before me on review, in which I had refused to split Survey
numbers, and in one instance I passed final orders to that cffect, theugh so decreed by the Civil '
Courta; bat as the Board scem to be of opinion that in the absence c¢f special legal enmeng ‘
such decrees may be binding on the revenue authorities, I request specific instructions as to
whether cotering a plaintifi's name jointly in a putta, or puttas, is not sufficient conpliance with
Court's order ; and if not, whether the portions ehould be indicated by sub-numbers or lctters, as
was done at the timoe of survey, when it was found.that any one number was then held on Putta
by scvcral mdmduals.

and }
or smfrly if.there

" From W. S WIITESIDE, Esg., Acting Collectos of North Arcot, to the Secretary»to the Boml
_ of Revenue, dated Chittoor, Sth-Drecember 1872, No. 637. .

AvovreriNg to paragrsph 50f the Doard's Proceedings, dated 220d June 1872, N 1,703,
I bave the honour to forward a statement showing the number of survey ficlds which have been sub.
divided within the last five years under orders fror the Civil Courts.

" 2. T object strungly to the sub-division of. survey fields from a Revenae point of view but
bave great doubts as to the legality of refusing to rtegister such sub-divisions ordered by the Courts’
without at the same time running the risk of a Civil guit, which will be the inevitable result of =

, such refusal;, ;

8. Taminclined to think that such action on the part of Revenue Omcera would senoua?y' '

affect the right of . the decrecholder, whose owneramp in 8 portionof the field decreed to him, sni

» thercfore his responsibility to pay assessment upon sach portion only, are tacitly recognised by the :
Civil Courts. When, however, a Revenue Officer does not wish to disobey the order of the Court

-

v it is usual to issue a joint putta in .the.namo of the decree Lokler and other persons holding the :

\ remammg portion of the same fields. In guch cases in spito of the orders of the
recoguising the responsibility of the decreeholde= to pay the assessment upon the portion of
\fields decreed tohim, we by our owa arrangement make him singly and jointly responsible for th
assossment of the eatire ficld. Sach indirect interforenco with P :

.upheld by the Courts inthe absence of a epecial law exempting Revenuo Ofcers from the

(diction of tho (Civil Courts in such matters, Jms' ’

- : : '1" . ' ’ ]7
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¢ 4. Ian fhcrefore decidedly of opinion that a legislative enactment is indispensably necessary £ ’ : i ‘
; for the protection of Revenue Officers in such cascs. X Ca |
a 6. The delay in tho submission of this simple report is owing ts the non-recoipt of informa« i { |
; tion from my’ Assistant, Mr. Sewell; up to tho 30th ultimo, ' ’ 1‘ : ; : Callector of Bellary ' 3 GvRO‘SF’. Faa.. Secretary to the Bosrd of
s . . - . { . ER, . ctor of Bellary, to J. %, E8q., Secretary to the Board o
. It is bat fair to Mr.-ScweIl to s‘tato that his report was, as usual, delayed by the absence of ; ' Fr?m T HMAST E:fm: :med Gadiganu’r 12th June 1873 ?\"o. 185. i '
; 1aiormation from the Chittoor Tahsildar, to whom o less than four reminders on tho aubject were : ' : » A » 1268, X - '
i ; gent from my ofice, o { g'" , Witk reference to paragraph 5 of the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, No, 1,073, dated
‘i Lo o ’ ' - 220d June 1872, I bave the honour to enclose a Talugwar Statement showing the extent to which
;1 ' - - méwwu N5.”1.-Statémcnt; ; the sub-division of fields l.aas been affected, under the orders of tlfe'Civil. Cou.rts,' fro.m which it
i R - S \ : i " will be seen that in 151 villages, 808 Survey fields bave been sub-divided in this district,
" P o, . - . s —— . , [} R
i ) C At i he Division Officers all state that no law is neceasary to prevent such sub-divisions of
| « From W. McQUIHAE, Esq. dara.- E 4 2., The \
. < rom 1. cQUH x:ule:'.scs ;t:\;tlx’nf Coliectorn?,f ila.inm. to the Sccrr:tary to the Doard of Reves ; , the fields. 1 agree with them, because altbough utder the orders of the Courts, puttas are issued
'é { LB ) creacolom, <Jo Noven}beg 18?2' ‘\‘_°' 3{“‘ o ; E in the names of parties for portions of ficlds which they hold, the boundaries of such portions are
4 % , - Isreply to paragraph 5 of the Bo:.u-d"g ‘I’r.o'ccedmgs, dated 22nd 'J'u'nc 1672, No. 1,073, 1 ’ ) ; vot fzed by Government Oficers and no sub-numbers are. allowed. In the pullic accounts the
£} johave t}xo h‘_’“‘_ﬂ f? report that no restriction has been placed on the sub-division of Revenus L ¢ extent of the portion held by each ryot is ehiown against the number and extent of the ficld. No
% { _vﬁd;a in this dmtm‘; - They have bc’cn‘ freely sub-divided under decroes of Court aad in the f : difficulty has been hitherto experienced in preparing the accounts. ,
} i ‘ 31- 1031y courso of Revenuo business, As soon as the new surreyfiolda are formed their sub- > 4 5. Thero are in this district many felds of encrmous extent, portions of which are held by
i o x:;s(;«:\n. ;hould be prevented by law, but apparently more than balf tho old Fysal ficlds have bean .* f | diF, : . let i whose b m;s they are usaally entered in the'accounts, and puttas issued in their
i L . . i 1 o : , : sinw : ' :
i  Bab:di v led, . .“.d? any f‘fk.s now L’?ﬁf?{ﬁéﬁ’“p afect gh?,?’F??-E“SLEZ ﬁj@i ouly, - et < ek l i n; ;::n "'1{;:0 pew sarvey has been commenced in this district, and when it is completed the extent
, ' \ : : of & wet ficld will be limited to the extent of two acres and that of dry ficld to four acres. .When‘
E ' “this is done a general rale that no Surrey ficld should be divided may be gnforced in the takmg‘cf
‘ ? and giving up of lands by the ryots. ' ] L
/ } Statement showing the number of Survey fields sub-divided under the decrees of Civil
' ‘f Courts in the Bellary District.

IV S - VO

T No. of village .
: ' ' [;n which ﬁeldﬁ E Otalr%uﬁs
: | Talug. have been gub-| “¢F O -3 q
divided, | Pub-divided.
: ! ’
" ‘. Raidrug oo eee see wee} lg ' Cg
i A]“r .--' ese ot YY) o :~ ‘ 10 .
, Adont  .ee aee eee T -
r GO0t oee  wos  ovs er wee P A
i Tadpatry ..o see  eee o 19 %
o ADANtapur  cee ese om : =
| Dharmaverall cee  ses oo ' 13 71
. b Pennakonda oo oo e} 12 13
. E : B(&da\lfrab sae . sva . 12 i - B . ‘ .
| : - Hindupur... sea eee oo 12 ‘8 . -
2; o ‘r ! . Kud“ghi X 1Y .se ser ‘2 , : 7 ,
| -3 : Harpanhally ..o oo oo : X
K : Huvinhadgally ... see oo} - 6 16
1 5 ‘f E lloﬂpett e ses are W00 -
: ! 5 Total .| 151 808
.{ i
t . 3 - T e e - To e e ] - - R
d L (Sizmed)  J. 1L MASTER, = 4
I { , Collector!
, ' i "-"\ Nors.—In Bellary Talaq there were no pub-divisions, _ . o 3
3 o ) |
’ el , s g wr
“ (b,' 3 : : \’ ' B {a
3 TR ;
7 s \
b ' g v A :-“!
+ : L I s
j 'i f‘ W .
! B S .



TE v angreenes, s, .

R N

g meon YN ML

P

PR e

s | e e

f) =t e me amepay

A pem

" interefere. Their busincss and autbority, 1 bold

- ‘the Revenue Authorities can be compelled to gr

quarrelled with Lis co-shares not to be able to enforce division, when they (perhaps) refuse to pay

. .Fiom‘ II. S. TIIOMAS, Esq, Collector of South Canars, toJ. GROSE, . Es-q.,A Sccretary t§ the ;

prevent such divisious by the Courts.

* as well as by private arrangement, ia 3 way which is injurious to the revenues and the

r gt

From J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq., Acting Coll

e e

PR Y- e iveuidps Al

)

|

1
ector of Trichinopoly, to J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary

e e e

4
to the Board of Revenue, d}’\ted 13th Juno 1873, No. 114, .

As direpted in paragraph 5 of Board's Proceedings, No. 1,073, dated 22nd June 1872 and '

paragraph 8 of Procccdings, No. 832, datedé

. weme e

Talug. Burvey XNo. N‘;»i-'i:ifozu.bn ) .lmh May 1673, I have the boncur to append -
: _.  inthe margin, a Statement shewing the num. :
Trickinapaly - . o o “ . ber of Survey fields sub-divided under orders i

g:ﬁsm e 3 : from the Civi} Courts (ap to Fasli 1281),
’é}'.‘;;“.‘;},’f,’,.,. oo cg : ‘fé 2 It Wf" .Lc observed from this State "
- e ment that within the seven years since the |
Tod .| 118 234 ': Settlement, 116 Survey numbers bave Leen !
. sub-divided into 234 fields. '

.. ) oL 3. If alawis necersary to prevent such
sub-division I am decidedly of opinion that it should be enacted ; but I thought a suflicient defence

to such suits had been found in the plea that there was no law to compel the Revenue Authorities |
to divide. 1 bave not been able, however, to find the Doard's Proceedings in which this was

appr?ved a3 a defence, and assume from the tenar of tho last Proceedings reccived on the subject
that it was found to be defective in some way, ;

_ 4. So far aa this district is concerned, there would probably be very few cases in wﬁi;:b divie
sion would be pressed to an inconvenient extent, especially as it woull alwa .

: s bo nece i
to the expense of a law-suit befose division could be enforced d veeasary to go ¢

]

; but etill I think the principle that |

ant separate puttas, (or in other word iuto -
: ) 8 enter into -
scparate engagements for the Jyth part of a tree, for instance,) is a bad one. . e

5‘. There might be no instances in which I wonld refuse to divide, and, yet I should think it f
objectionable that a Court should have power to compel me to do so. Itis merely 8 question ;

whether the ljanfllord or the Civil‘Courf. should kave the power of dividing to a reasonable extent. |
6. - At the same time I admit that it is no doubt s bardship for a joint Puttadar who has 1 .

their share ; but it is always a hardship to be in partnership with rogues, and the Courts can .

always sell the whole property coricgrned and divide the procceds if the Revenue Authoritics finall

refuse to divide (say) 100 Eclds of an acre each into 100 equal portions. d i

s e et

Board of Revenue, dated Mangalore, 28th May 1873, No, 772.
I mave the bonour to reply to Proceedings No. 1,073, doted 225d June 1852,

2. The Boird ask, whether Suricy fields are divided, and whether a law jo neccssary to
© 3. In South Canara there are no Survey ficlds, and it does not scem desired that I abould

erO't alout their Canara equivalent, wargs or estates, which are divided by order of the Courts

1
and calls for a survey. ‘ ~ peop 97

4. With referdSce to the second question, I beg to state, that while Iam oppoa;d to Gov.
ernmentally recognized division of - Survey fields, joint puttas, and sub-receipts, I still doukt the
necessity for any law to restrain the Civil Courts, for I question their having any real power to

, i3 to decree Letween the partics and not to

»
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meddle with the Revenue Administration of the country by atiempting to lay down what puttas,

receipts, and 8o forth, are to be given by the Goverument Agent, the Collector. In this matter !
thiok we have only to decline their interventior, . -

‘.
3,
1.
i
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5. As regards policy I would hare the Collectors take no cognizance of any sub-division

of a survey field, leaving that to be made by the partics on their own Bonds, enforcible againat
each other in the Civil Courts. : : A

being a difficulty in the way of the sub-division of property, or of the easy taking up or relin-
quishment of land. I would have no maximam or winimum sized fields, but uniformly divide the
whole country as nearly a3 might be into one acre fields. o o
7. We cannot foresee for all time what will be the fortunes, divisions and increase of a
the means of easy sub-division, without confusion. Survey fields of one acre each, would allow
of this being done with suflicient approximation through the Revenue ‘Authoril;ies simply, easily,
_quickly, cheaply, unmistakeably. o L A
8. Sub-divisions of one acre fields are too minute to be desirable from a revenue point of
and should not thercfore be taken cognizance of by the Revenue Authorities

mp rm—

view,
cntly valuable to bear the cost of a bond betwecn the dividing parties.

i . tothe puttadar alone for the whole assessment, and collect it from him, if necessery, in the
usual way, the whole Survey field being responsible for tl?e demand. o

11." The ficld-Lolder or land-lord would have no difficnlty about collecting h‘xs rent from kis
tenant who had paid his rect, and yet found the whole field being sold for arrears

tenant ; and the

a single acre and presumably 8 valucable acre. '
which requires an auction sale will need to be modified. o o
12. It may scem atthe first bluch that the sub-division of Survey ficlds by legal forms

‘enforcible only in the Civil Courts will be a hardship to ryots. DBut reflection will show it the

e MW QT

attain an exceptional value; el
o th t can thus get the full value out of bis land. . ‘ L
° ’i; This eysgtcm though nct compulsory, i8 freely followed in South Canara, with advantage,
. ’

and would doubtless be more general elsewbere if Governmental sub-divisions of Survey fields

-

such rigidity the advantages of the survey must soon pass away, and confu-
° - -
and litigation take tLeir place.

ot were disallowed
1. Without
'+ .. " sion, unccrtainty,

an abscnce consequently of opportunity of fraud, aod fear of fraud, in tpe teuures f.rom .Govern-_
‘mont and the one acre ficlds would give the survey an elasticity that would mako it suitatle to

' t . y
1 t 8, ' . s N * .
l u;nﬁe.s ‘:(: :ﬁ:f::;cim the present varyisg Survey fields sheuld be divided into approxi-

te one acre fields, is & question for the Survey Department, which will be in a better position
':c‘)z:yowbether the a.ub-division sLould be introdaced simultaneously in all places, or only when

i, may be souzht from time to time. .

;:Idd:’ ll!:);:ld on iny ncco;nt be re-distribated into any but ﬁelda of as nearly, as possible, one acre
-each, - - :

17.

better distinctiveness of village boundaries.

Exd. G, A. Tuiten. -
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6. Bat to this end, the Survey fields should all be sufficiently small to prev‘cnt their size -

family, or the changing valuc of the land it holds. A family estate should, therefore, bave in it

9. DButif the land is suficiently valaable to call for more minute division, it will be sufLci--

10.« When sib-divided by & bond between the parties, the Collector should look as forrerly .

of revenue, could sat ) himself in such n extreme and exceptional case by purchasing the whole -
ficld for the single y...r's arrcars thereon ; and this could never be ruinous to him, the field being N
. Dut if this prefcrence is to be given him, the law

reverse. Such a course will pever be adopted excopt when circumstances have made the land
and by teoancies at will, or at varying periods, and varyiog rates,

S | 15. The absence of joint puttas and sub-receipts will also give an absence of intricacy, and

This rule, however, should obtain that no Survey 7

While on .the subject, T would commend the Bombay iron boundary marks, and their

PR
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- his own payments entered in it.

* -
AN *
- . . B

NSt v | |
" ProcrepixGs oF Tie Boarp or Revesue, dated 22nd Juns 1872,

PR
v "

""Read tho following letter from J. D. ROBINSON, Esq., Collector of North Arcot,

to tho Sccretary to the Board of Revenue,dated Chittoor, 20th February

D e, " 1872, No. 69 :—

SLrave i Tionour to request instructions on the following subject :—

2. The Tb'm;\gf Kachayet or Receipt; circulated with the Board's Proceedings

- dated 14th March 1866, No. 1,749, is unquestionably .an improvement upon the

old form, No. 19, of the Village Manual in this respeet that it shows from whom the
Government revenue is actually collected, and at the same timo specifies the namo

/" of the puttahdar on account of whose puttah such paym:ant is'made s but neither of
- theso forms provides against abuse of authority on the part of the village-officers
. cntrusted with the duty of collections. It thus becomes a matter of diﬁ'xéu}ty to
© prove a charge‘ of embezzlement against any village-officer who may misappro-
"' priate a portion of tho ducs collected by him from any ono of the several persons
. intercsted in a joint-holding, but who is not in possession of the puttah or the
+"receipt. In such eases, if tho collecting oficer misappropriates tho money by
" omitting to credit itin the Tandal account, there will practically be no evidence to

connect him with the charge, unless, indeed, the ryot take the precaution of making

i' payment in tho presence of witnesses. Even then, the officer trying a case of this’
" kind will gencrally find it difficult to credit the statements of such.mtnesscs,-foxj
. the simple reason that such evidence is always suspicious.l{ccau:so cas.uly concocted,

" and that;irregularitics of this nature are not likely to bo committed in the presence

of witnesses.

. 8, Thus, under thoe present system, the ryot will generally go to the wall intho

S ———e e e S g T « 7 . . - P ‘1 -
long run, and thero 1s no safeguard against an arzear of revenue onee discharged by

him being demanded and collected from him half a dozen times over. These rc.m.a;rkn
have been called forth by a report from the Tahsildar of Wallajah Taluq, bringing

- to my notico the difficulty he has encountered in his tours of collection in adjust-

PO

ing the claims of joint-puttahdars who, holding neither puttah nor receipt under

tho present system, allege payments which the village-officers do not admit.

4. “To rcnedy this stato of things the Tahsildar proposes that cach of the

ith a scparato rcceipt-bookmarked with sub-number

. joint-puttahdars, with the exception of the one who holds the puttah and gets tho' -
* receipt, should bo furnished w b ked wit

. as mgy. bo done in sub-divisions of survey-ficlds, which are dlstmgullshed' by sub-
| numbers, and that the payments posted in such separate sub:rcccxpts should be
- transferred to the original receipt whenever it is p‘rc.scmed._ by its holdcr/to‘ haye

5. This suggestion, if adopted, would appear to providea remedy, but does,in .

. fact, creato fresh complications.

G. If wo cannot recognize the sub-division of ﬁelds_wlxiqlx n.fus't ‘f.oHo\w on
* the breaking up of joint-holdings and the iss?o of scparato p\fttahs in tfto, names of
> tho several joint-puttahdars, neither could we grant sub-reccipts, as, by so doing,
* wo should Lo recognizing the individual haro of each of such Jomt-p.uttahdars.
. On tho other hand, such sub-receipts, if grantcd, must sooner or later become the

basis of a cluim on the part of its holder to have a scparate puttah for his own

share of the lands entered in the joint-puu&h; m}d' that tho_('productioﬁ °: such

o
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receipts for a series of years should be accepted in support of his right to exemp-
tion from the obligation imposed upon Lim and tho other joint-puuuhd:}rt", which
makes them jointly and severally responsible for the total duo on such joint-hold-
inzs. oL )

7. Thescare difficulties which must Le disposed of before the question of su/h}'
- receipt is determined.  Meanwhile, the more gencral question, '..:.'Jr}Acl*).',’xtl'xg)\.lb-
division of joint puttah-holdings, is presenting itself frcqncntly/i:}x, rzots-in which
+ the Civil Courts order scparate puttuhs to be issued in the namd of any one o.f UI'O
- Joing-pultahidars who may sue for it, as the voucher for his independent right in his
own individual share. Practically nocflect is given to decrees of the Civil Courts
involving sub-division of survey-ficlds beyond including the name of the deerces
holder in tho puttah, and by so doing, multiplying the number of joint-puttabis;
but the jurisdiction of the civil tribunals is closing in more and more cvery 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 thoso
who, though similarly circumstanced, have not carcd to resort to law for the estab-
lishment of their individual rights, , : _ :
' 8. The operation of the Hindy 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 populationincreases and land rises in value, theso cases will
- multiply ; and it is thus high time that somo definito ruling be laid down to prevent
the certain tlash of authority which must sooucer or later arise out of tho 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 sceurity
for the realization’ of tho revenues~., -~ T o

10. If the partition of ficlds wer;nllowcd there would pfob

ably, at first, Le a
.. large increase in the number of emall holdings ; but I do not sco that this is an

argument for upholding an arbitrary rule which must scriously affect tho valuo of

landed property held on joint-tenure by withholding from it the guaranteo which
gives the occupant-cultivator 2 well-defined and j
. it transferrable in the gerieral market,

11. Paaper-holdings have cver been held up as a bug-bear, and the Board

would find, if they lovked back to the records of that time, that the so-called Nir-
banda taras—restrictions which wore ‘being enforced when I first juined tho
district—fell hopclessly through,

unnatural legislation,
12, The transfer of land from hand fo hand cannot, it is
bemade too free, and any syste
“in principlo should, it appears
immediate effect of the measure, ‘, .
13.  Asregards its second purpose, namely,

the realization of the revenue, the present rule is, I helieve, cqually impolitic.
H. Itis demoralizing to the agencics employed in the collection of tho
revenue ; it sacrifices tho interests of the industrious and simple-minded to tho

R NN UE

generally admitted,
m which may hamper such transfer being unsound
to me, be abandoned, whatever may be the more

affording additional sccurity for
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ndependent title in it, and makes -

_ 1 individual shares,
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as #hould be the fate of all such crude and '

B, e s < e aa e o

;' 15. In their Proéccdings dated 14th Septcmber 1870,’No. 5,‘.715', the B.oard
- observe * that every facility should be given to convert joint-propertics into private .

.. cstates”, These remarks aro cqually applicable to joint-holdings other ‘t}?an .‘.*_'?
- those enjoyed on Inam tenure. The conecssion, if such it be, made in the Standing

Order No. 136-1 (XV. of 1568), has not, it is true been takcrm advantflgf: of in this
13t ’av;;,"'\;‘hcu submitting my rcport on the result, I attributed this indifference

" to ignorhr\lz‘fﬂiﬂi other minor causes.  On further observation and reflection I think

" ‘the inactivity to\lﬁke advantage of the order is rather duo .to ‘th'e ‘cox.1dition in' it
" which makes all share-holders liable for any balance of qmt-rcnt- which may not
be satisfied by the sale of the property m{dﬁs;harvof the (‘chfault‘mg. s_harg-lxoldex:..
. 16, This jdint-liability, to quote the vv:or.ds of Govern.ment, ‘formle«%ac?n(lh- .
" tion precedent of the grant, and the b‘encﬁcm.ncs'hz.zye no rxgltt to com([; :n.n of t u.:
‘incidenco of one of the coaditions in .COIIS}del‘atl.OIl of. which t‘h’:}, Fmexl'nmcn
i of the day thought it to waive some of" its r}gh;s in t.hcu- favqur. R urt ii(:r? c.ml
\rcfcx‘ring to this condition and to the difficultics a‘lttcnii‘mg thet concttlzss.mn'o ‘iﬁ?ﬁe
for jotni-liability, the Government obserse that tlcy do. no "sf]e. 1101_1' '}«:y ot
‘addpﬁ"“ of any measare which, while recognizing thel 1'1}d1tv1A uln?ﬁ ;bsui(; 0(;
‘geveral share-holders and their freedom {r?{n the ultimato ] _]oxt at _}rﬂm
“all for tho default of any, shall, at the same time, duly sccure the stabi ity o
»Subl cenue’. . ‘ : ‘ L S
.sl)ublxlc;C‘;:nv it appears to mo that these ?l{scrf'ations arc 1??p1;:11‘catbhlott& J::;r::;
. puttah holdings which differ radically from joint-inam tenures ; in this that they

their existence to the mere force of circumstance, and that in #keir casc the olliga-
* . thei

tion of joint-liability, of which Government speak as forming co.m-iitxon precedent
“t:)Otlhe {;runt of favourable tenure in joint-inams, never was a condition expressed or
"4:““ “Cd- . . - » ’ ' .‘ ' 4. . b4 : \
o 18. Out of some supposed analozy the samo principle has, in practice, been
. u . [ 150 lcati
licd to Loth classes of joint-holdings, dnd thus have arisen the complications
. opp o | ' '
¢ which it 1s now soucht to remove. ‘ . . .. .
; “l"dlrlt l‘\Iv ro ;oo'ition thercfore, is that the present restrictive rulo should be
&) N ] - a o . e M - hd
18 d. a1 d}thalt firstly, in all cases where a joint-holding is enjoyed in separato .
cancelled, & L:ach share-holder shall be entitled, on aPPhc““o“g to receive a
" Suttsh for his share of the joint-puttah bearing a sub-num‘b‘ir ﬁsuhl's v01'1c‘hlcr l(zf
Pul "wnd.ont oceppancy ; and, secondly, that a sub-rc.celpl i at llpvarm) y bo
s Oxttd to cach and any of the joint-puttahdars for any instalmen e may ({).ayjdog
30 0 - e .. M Te$1 3 ;
szzlsutut.of euch joint-holding, whether enjoy ed in dxat_mct shgrcs or in undivided
* co-partnerehip. '

————————

Tue Collcctor of North Arcot brings to notico a difficulty which s experi-.
e Collee . .

* . o with Joint-nuttahs. '

! d in conncetion with joint-pu Atoneats o '
-C""’f wdian of the puttah and the corresponding reccipt, makes apay m;:ntoln acc?:.r}t

; ulfsl;nd‘ asscssment, no writlen receipt is given, and the Mox‘n‘agar, 0 Whom 1613

) -8 A

" made, can afterwards deny that he hus received it. ot b iiad ot L

‘ 2: This can bo remedied, as the Tahsildar of Wallajah has’pointed out, by

[
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If one of tho land-holders, who'is not the

: b stodians of the puttah
N - ; ssint-nutfah, who are not the custodians o :
recusantand litigious, and must very gencrallybea check on agricultural enderprise;. giving the owners of land on a jointg '

' ’ . " . . . :
| ’ if thi obinson “thinks tho
i : : Lot : - AN . cvrrpie .o+ Lut if this be done Mr. R
finally, it docs not fulfil its more specific purpose as it is to its operation, that tho 1 ' R "~ and )cccxivt-bvok, sub-receipt boqu ; o :
realization of the revenuo due on joint-bioldings is to Lackward and difcult, , . . e ’
‘ . . - . € - $ -~ 3
‘\\ N ; %
4“‘” "
. - R
» ‘. 1 .“‘
{ ) ‘
2 §
. ] H -
o 33 .
Y i i _ ‘
- N et e o, N 3 PP A R L SR, e

- . e e o P g LB v, " e mp - -



SRR,
N P

nghts of the several puttqhdars to sepamte theu‘ land from the rest of tho puttah-
land must be conceded. He gocs on to arguo that such sub-division ought to*

 be frecly allowed. . '
-8:; The Board cannot see that grantmw sub- recexpts will influence the ques-

PR

- tion of sub-division in any way, nor can they admit the advisability of allowin )5/ .

any sub-division of survey-fields, such as must occur if sub-division ofs Nint- "putta
is allowed to the extent that Mr. Robinson advocates. They y"“‘m eover,
* whether the concession of a right to sub-divide would diminisi¢“the number of
joint-puttahs materially, Their emstence depends on social conditions, wluch no
such concession could alter. : ’
"* ‘4. In future, a sub-receipt book will be given to all holders of land on Jomt°
,puttahs who want them. The entries in these sub- recelpts will be transferred to
the principal receipt-book when it is produced for the purpose before the village-
officers by the possessor. The sub-receipts will bo in the same form as the receipt,
- and as they will not mention the extent of tho 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

. effect may be given to the last paratvraph. ‘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 1é obliterated.

. A (A true Copy and Extract ) )
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7 b o Pxogx_:fnix:wxm Boum OF RBVENUE datcH 17th ’Auo‘ust 1874.‘”- :
- .+ -~ Read agzain Board’s Proceedmrrs dated 2 nd June 1872 l\m 1 073 7 :
1 Read also the follomnn‘ ;ephes of Collectors to Boards Proceedmgs, dated 22nd S 1 :
‘ n : - June 1872, N01073—- R
. a Letter fro:n tbe Collector of Gan)am " dated” 2nd - Au«ust 1373 No. 1 768 : \ S
N o v - of Vizagapatam, 1, C2st 1872, ., 933, - AR
1 " »  of Godavery, »  25th. November v - - 364 S N
' ~w' .. s of Kistna, wo %th July 1086 L
4 » w4  of Nellore, :. . 14th March 1873, ), . 5s3. R A
: o', . "4 of Bellary, » 12th  June "o e 185, b
' e o o of Cuddapah, s 9th October o e 0l 185, ( ‘
A »  of Kurnool,” v ‘IOth ; January © ., ,, B i :
Rt T »»  of Chingleput » . Tth "October - 1872, ,, . " 410, oo
f ”" » . of North Arcot, - ,, . -~ 6th December :,, ", 37,
‘ e »» . of South Arcot ~",,” 17th "June - 1873,,,. 207 ' 3
! ‘ ” »  of Tanjore, e o Ist July oo L vegs \ 3
| o o Trchiopoly, 1Bk Jae o a Y qpa :
"o e of Madura, - s 22nd . November 1872 e o B4 . ‘
. w o of Tinpevelly, ., . 20th July w e 310, ‘
\ FT Y of Cuimblatore,” " ,, . 20th’ Dcccmbcr jx", e 906, v ,‘
] " ‘Commxssmnerof Nilgiris, by 28th Au'gugt T T .
‘ »  Collector  of Salem, wo Othovo o Ty 107 -] :
. . s - _ s . of South Canara » 28th BMay 1 1873,.,, 772, ;
c T Cw 0 4 of Malabar, v 17&h_ﬁAuoust-- 1872, “ay “196,_....___, L
N 1 ~,-“"""‘"""""""""""*‘*-- e T T _ “"«-»-«.,4 )
- t, o Tnmm are two questmns mvolved in these papcrs, Yiz.: = ‘ ‘
IR (l ) - The extent to which under the Madras Ryotwau system 1t is expedxent .
v to allow the sub-division of fields. o \ '
B i (2.) :The power of the Revenue Authontxcs to rcfuse to 1ssue Separato :
. } o puttahs for portions of fields srzaller than any minimum which may bo prescnbed z
R 2. The subjcet is one of great lmportance as regards “the labor of register- :
ing lmldmrm and kecping village accounts, the security of the pubhc Tevenue, 3
tho pcrmancnco “of the results of the sur\'ey, and tho resort to coercwe pro- i
» cesscs. , : g
N w8, The last point § is dwelt on in Board Procccdmws, dated 1st Aprxl 1874, ~. ) {
No. 754, where the sub- dnmun of holdings and the increase in the number. of o
i . Joint holdm'"z which results in part from the refusal to issue sepamtc puttahs for - g "
* portions of g survey field, aro stated ds amongst the causes of tho increased j
i Tesort to coercive processes which excite apprehiension, "It is shown that the averago ;
4
o _tmount p.ud for a singlo puttali is decreasing, whilst the nuwber of joint holdmgs N
[ %U" E : . V.TL";. - q'{; . ’
S | : 3
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s mcreasmg much faster than that of smgle holdmgs. Many ‘of the Collcctora E € :::;::il;;ztzgof::h::bcggxs?:g tzfczzrizmpicitlt; ¥ gleve]!;uo é\utbomxes to fssuo )
- point out in the reports submitted to Government with- those Proceedm«s, that { , L must be res orte dto. . -. Y 8, w10 DLoar thmk leﬂlslaﬁ%on,, SRS
pauper holdirigs and joint puttahs-are fruitful causes of arrcars. . ;’ | | o _— N
4, In the letter recorded in Board’s Procecdings, dated 22nd June 1872, ; o s 4;; - ;;.-.* . (A true Extract ) - \’”*
- No. 1,073, Mr. J. D. Robinson, then Collector of North Arcot, urged the expedi- | : 1 * T B earneciaa, L 3 '}
~ ency of allowmtr unrestricted sub-division, on tho ground that it would make ¢ 5 _ \ . = $
- transfer of land freer, that it was in accordance with the conditinns of the pedple, — f
and that before long the Courts would compel it. As ren'ards/ﬂm sccunty of the B ‘ ) ‘ !
public revenue obtained by issuing joint puttahs, he argued that this sccurity was S C ‘ ' T T e

gained at the expense of demorahzum the agencies emplnyed in collecting reve-
nue, of sacnﬁcmw the industrious and honest to the idle and dishonest, and -
of imposing a check on agricultural’ cnterpnse whilst it wasnot a very valuablo

_security, inasmuch as tho realization of revenue due on Jomt Loldings is always o . ' TR el B e N R T
 backward and difficult. ' — X " 1 -To the Actlng Secretary to Government, Revenuo Department, -~ .0 " e
~ 5. The Board devised a romedy for the chief evil of which Mr. J.'D. o ) P © o with Board's Proceedings, dated 220d June 1874, No. 1073 - \
Robmsrm complamed and called on Collectors for a report as to the ‘cxtent Lo o P C LG et o s andaﬁle ofCollectors repheu B
I o \ , ‘*: opyto ollectors. - - ' e T S R
;oowllnzh ﬁetlds had bteen x;'ub (il:i ided by” decrees of Court, and the expedxcncy of R 777+ 4o the Director of Reveaus ‘Settlement. * - PR g RS
egislating to prevent such sub-divisions, o o ‘., tothe Superintendent of Revenue Survey. »"’1' o P
6. Their replies are now before the Board ; but wlulst they wero bemg : ' P B N e e
received, the action of the Courts, which was only apprehended by Mr. J. D. : g S T T At

Robinson, was actually taken byAbubordmate 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
b " the arguments pro and con as regards the enactment for Madras of a law to
_ {  prevent sub- division of fields like tlmt in force in Bombay and contained in Act I, -
e of 1883, Secction. 45 (Bombzy), uud prmmsed to address Government again
* on'the subject when all the rephes to their Proceedings of tho 2’nd June 1872
~ No, 1,073, had been received. - , :
SR 7. 'l he balance of opmxon amon"st Collectors is in favor of allowmn' sub-
A dxvxslon of fields, and of giving scparate puttahs for such sub-division. The Board
. concur in this’ view, but they beheve that the Ryotwan system, especmlly as
_regards account, renders it necessary to prescnbe a minimum beyond which sub- -
. division with concomitant separate puttalis, 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 glven to sub-divisions, - If this is done, the results of the ﬁeld
.o survey will not be lost. ' 1
_ 8.. With. regard to the nccessxty of fortxfym" this view by lems]atxon tho !
. - . .Board arein doubt. If the Courts can compel the sub-division of survey fields
‘ ’ nnder existing cn'cumstances, they will, no doubt, be ablle to compel the sub-divi-
- gion of the minimum if a winimum is fixed Ly Government as proposed by the
Board ‘One of the cases in which a Munsiff’s Court in Chicgleput ordercd a sub: -
division of a survey field has been carried before the District Court on appeal
(Board’s Proceedmgs, dated 8th December 1873, No. 2,506,) and the Board propose, o
" if necessary, to carry it before the High Court on Special Appeal. If tho resultof @ - S
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o o | el g ( /""" - . 4 N"‘br.‘ 5.' Read thebfollowi’rix‘o Proceed;n% of the Board of Revenue, dated 17th PN
o J o I ] Q"”U"" ‘)'--“‘* i L Y . o A August 1874 No. 2, 76 _— s '; SRR ' e 4

y (\'} - I U A AR o . ‘ N Proceedmgs oftlze Madyae Gorernment Rez'enue Department
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> 4

‘ EEEE il i _..m' o L 1 \ v Read again Board’s Proceedmvs, dated "an June 1872 No. 1 043 .' R ,
,f‘ : ‘ ‘ | L T o : | Read also the followmo rephes of Collectors ‘to. Bom@’s Proceedmvs, dated 2"11(1 W e
‘ T T T T ~ . ‘-; . - - " June 1842 No. 1,073: —_ LR
- ';A . R -4 C T Letter from the Collector of Ga.n]am, L datgd 2nd - Auf'ust 18 3 \Io 1768 S
: e, ". . : S T - ’ CoL . » . of Vmagapatam; N 218{",-' no f 187 2’ » 9"'3‘, LT :
LT . - LT EEREL T, : . B R t, T ot Godavery, . ,» - 25th ‘November ., ,, . 36L - . 7
“ M [ ' i - T : ’ ; ‘v i‘[ o ’ 1 ‘; .VA “‘ ) "4 ’ ) : ’ ’- : ;; - Of K].Stn‘a, " »' "‘” 25th' July L RN 1) ” ."1,956# '- - :, \"\} . - a{h :
L : . - ) - N ' e i £ S .. " of Nellore, . & . “14th March - 1873, I 583. L T §
° . \; T’ EI N ._“ ) * ‘ ' » 'i . v \w - - ‘ ) ) ’ o . ‘ ’ Of Beua,l'y, ) 7‘ 2 ‘”: . 12th Jlme . ' ” » - 185.‘4 v ‘: " C, ':'(“ - ._
. .o L ' ” N - . B ) ST o v ‘-” . of Cuddapah, 9 . 9th‘ Octo‘ber‘ B TR '4185-'.1 oL X :t‘«
N e L T T S L C , T . o of Kumool, . - 10th Jenuary . '» H A
:“. ~ B ’ T ,l,‘ . . ,' y‘ ", P ot . ;‘4 ::"" ‘ ‘u’:‘-.. o . ",: T R ) e ! , i . . ) ] . 'J‘ . ‘1 ” ) ,; . of C}lingleput, '~ ’ ;’ 7th ' O?to'ber '1 1872, ?’ 410- ' \'“ . "\ 'i" ' ’i
Pt ‘ NP - s L S S AP N V] ‘ h! o CEo » -7 of North Arcot, 35 5th December © 5 1 ‘ 637, - . R
T . , SIS T T ' L ” L, of South Areot, .-, . . 17th ‘June 1873, , - 207. o
N Ll - * t . " - S, : ' . . 4 ’ . . ; - ' e e L - .. i ' . "- - ) - - - : S ) . )
N g N ‘A ' " e ! R - ' . L ' vt ., o :" : ' ;‘ ) ' o . v - ) K" . "’.,. . et : ' 114 s Of Tan]ore’ . -” 1$t July ‘ s ‘ ”‘ » E 228' s ‘ "” o - v‘1 i
. ,;x‘ ) 1 ‘ e\ t ! . " ‘ ." i - ‘,l,A o . ",""" “ “' " . ru . ‘; o ' : : s : L - ; of TnclunOPOI}” 13t]1 June, , . oy Rt ) 114. e o G ‘,‘; .»qi
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W . v SO ST S o K “ o i ’," . of Bouth Cana.ra, ,  -28th .May - 1873, noo e A
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‘ " B . b \ i‘ Tnmm are two questlons mvolved in these papcrs, viz. :— . S O

() The extent to which under the Madras Ryotwarl system 1t is exped1ent: R
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N\ S S : 2. Tho subject is ono of great importance as. regards’ the labor of register-

to PR ' . ) D mg holdm"s and keepln” village accounts, the securlty of the pubhc revenue,g'“' | :
N - ﬁ ' S % NN B T the permanence of the results of the survey, and the resort fo coercxv_e pro._,
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Board s Proceedmgs, dated 1st April 1874 N L

. - RS B O | A S .o nd the increase in ‘the number- of AN
: : : ' g i il o S #’ L e A S No. 754, where the sub- dlvxsxon of holdmgs a b ST 4
R i S EAC AT IR o *Soint hol dings, which results in part from the réfusal to issue separate puttahs for R
' , . S - %’4 i et N " portions of a’survey field, are ‘statod -as amongst the causes’ of tho increased . & . !
L e e E R 5 R  resort to coercive processes Whlch excite apprehensxon.. Itis shown that the averago ST
e e i T ? o 2 LT T WY ' amount pmd for a single puttah is decreasing, whilst the number of Jomt holdings N
RPN L O R L ; | A -+ isincreasing much faster than that of single holdings. lemy of the Collectors g
. ol PRI S . . ¢ - o
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~ S, € (! SN A " Proceedings of the Madms»(}'om“ng L N R :
G Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, [ X.L' " é . o 2nd November ? .
- ‘ -; o 2nd November 1874. e 3 ' LT 1; - ?j — S I
: B R ] — o ' o E E - f ‘ .No.’ 6. - S ORD,Eﬁ THEREON, 2n’d Novg . f
‘_:‘ ‘ © 4., In the letter recorded in Board’s Proceedings, dated 22nd June 1872, . ~ R 1 ) 1 ET T _ ' A
i No. 1,073, Mr. J. D. Robinson, then Collector of North Arcot, urged the expodi-~ - - ° P n . Miscellaneous. ot
'+ . ency of allowing unrestricted sub-division, on the ground that it would make the 4 ; 5 e | |
- transfer of land freer, that it was in accordance with the conditions of the people, ’ % L Ther ‘would, therefore, recognise s .. v .. U0
-ond that before long the Courts would compel it. As regards the security of the - S I - . ey ‘b t,thé parties concern:d snowa by .ot T O K ;
""" public reveniue obtained by issuipe i -+ puttahs, he argued that this security was . -’ N e T TS ote ,t tlille distinctive mark of the Surty, .e partment,”so” as ‘to prevent “future e
. gained at the 'expens‘é of ~defnorauzni5 ~.he agencies employed in collecting rove- . ' 1 - ’Wlthm% and dispute, and allow of the assessnent being properly apportioned. = - :
| “nue, of sacrificing the industrious and honest to the idle and dishonest, and" RN RS W copfugyonit y doubtﬁ;l' whether any minimun’ 0an logally be fixed, and st prosent "
7 " of.imposing a check on agricultural enterprise, whilst it was not a very valuable . : B 5 . G' comment do Lot consider that the qetessity of‘pte@nbmg one l%as been o 3
ST seéurity, inasmuch as the réalization of revenue due on joint holdings is always : T the .oh d D N S SR : Co
' , S backward and difficult. o A ‘ - . , B o N B ) i . ostablis ot . + (True E¥h:ict')~ - - ’ o . : ?
i:* .. 5 The Board devised a remedy for the chief evil of which Mr. J. D. SEEE A SRR | ‘ | "] {(Signed) ~ C.G.DMASTER, 5}
¢ & Robinson complained, and called on . Collectors for a report as to the extent - SR B PR o L o ~ X T Acting Secretary to Government. i
" to which fields had been sub-divided,by’ decrces of Court, t}nd the expodiency of ... 0 j “.f , SRR S . o cone - o ] 1
- legislating to prevent such sub-divisions, - o ' E S I, I LT ]
‘ 6. Their replies are now before the Board; but-whilst they were being R e R . N B ' R o
‘received, the action of the Courts, which was only apprehended by Mr. J. D. i : " B ) .
- Robinson, was actually taken by Subord: -2*e Courts in Chingleput which expressly } . TR E ) . .
' decreed the sub-division of survey fields. 'he matter was reported to Goveriment R P . - N ' §
in Board’s Proceedings, dated 19th May 1873, No. 832, in which the Board stated B R N . ST Bz . -
the arguments pro and con as regards the enactment for Madras of a.law o' - LR R ' -
-prevent sub-division of fields like that ié:fotjce in Bombay and contained in Act I. i , , : o g :
of, 1865, Section 45 (Bombay), and promised to address Government again ! ? o h e 3
. on the subject when all the replies to their Proceedings of the 22nd June 1872, | : v To the Board of Revente. - L \\* ;i
‘No. 1,073, had'been received, L L ’ o ‘ B o ) ~ the Director of Revenue Settlement. . b - f §
' 7. The balance of opinion amongst Collectors is in favor of allowing sub-’ . ‘; :; :: the Superintendent of Revenue Sur‘vel‘-“ = : x
 ‘division of fields, and of giving scparate puttahs for such sub-division. The Board _ . S o R ' ;
* concur in this view, but they belicve that the Ryotwari system, especially as . IR B ST DR R » -
regards account, renders it necessary to prescribo a minimum beyond which sub- . RO AR B : ' . : <
3 division with concomitant separate puttahs, accounts, and registration shall not be NS j{ | ; s
permitted. Survey fields cannot be taken as the minimum divisibile, because they | ] ‘ "
| vary so much in size. ‘The Board would fix a minimum of ong acre in dry land |} I T D : §
and half an acre in wet land. - The survey numbers must be retained as they are, ) i ¥
sub-numbers being given to sub-divisions. If this is done, the results of the field ‘ ' R S S
-survey will not be lost. - .-~ = - S ~ - SETREE B o R U LR, E
. 8 With regard'to the necessity of fortifying this view by legislation'the . R 2 R D _ e Tl e S :
-~ Board are'in doubt. If the Courts can compel the sub-division of survey fields [ ; 3 b >
- under existing circumstances, they will, ilo doubt, be able to compel the sub-divi- EREN - Ce b
" sion of the minimum if a minimum is fized by:Government as proposed by the 2 e R
* Board. Ono of the cases in which a Munsiff’s Court in Chingleput ordered a sub- i ; | S ;
division of a survey field has been carricd before tho District Court on appeal =~ = I P : SIS
(Board’s Procecdings, dated 8th December 1873; No. 2,506,) and the Board proposes AT S A A ’ ‘ - LT
if necessary, to carry it before tho Iigh Court on Special Appeal. - If the result of  ~ ' Ui ! Y o Y \ o
- the suit is to show that Civil Courts can cormpel the Revenue Authoritics to issue z : S ) bort T 'f‘.‘. :
- separate puttahs for sub-divisions of _survey fields, the Board thilik legislation S - Exd. ‘A' ‘Gm o R R R
7. ‘must be resorted to. L I o ' P f 1, i ’ IR RN S P
. : - i S A .
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