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i : - 12rm Avcust 1884, No. 932, REVEN_ﬁE.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

: READ—.thl(iI following Proccedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 29th April 1884,
S o. 1440:— ' ‘ ‘ ; :

" Bead—the following letter from J. STURROCK, Esq., Collector of South Canara,

» . to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Mangalore, 3rd April
S 1884, No. 794 :— S . |
’ In G.O., dated 23rd October 1874, No. 1361, the Government recorded their
. opinion that anxiety to enforce (Eroper conservancy in the forests of this district
had led to misapprehension regarding the proprietary rights of land-holders, directed

for the demarcation of valuable forests admittedly the property of Government.

No. 271, and .the Government directed that the forest officer should submit lists of
. the forests which it would be advisable to demarcate, and that, after scrutiny of this
' list by the revenue officers, and the elimination of those with regard to which
detailed inquiry scemed unnecessary, notifications should be issued with regard to
the remainder, specifying each forest by name, and stating that, unless valid cause
be shown to the contrary, Government would proceed to demarcate and reserve

i them. ‘ v - :
| 3. The Forest Department, having nothinz in this unsurveyed district to guide
them as to what were, or were not, probably Government forests, seem to have
thought it best to include as much as possible i} their lists; and, having divided the
- map of the eastern portion of the district into a number of sections called ¢ blocks?
" and sclected a few similar blocks here and there in other parts of the district, sent
! in lists containing 71 blocks and 2,432 forests. The revenue officers did not see
| their- way to summarily eliminate many of the forests in the manner expected

by . Government, .without giving cause for complaint by the Forest Department,

and notifications were accordingly issued and inquiries commenced with regard to

 practically the whole of the forests entered in the lists. ) _
4. In the earlier stages of his inquiry, my predecessor, Mr. Webster, made
 reference for instructions in matters of detail, and submitted his proposed decisions
in typical cases for confirmation. - These letters were disposed of in G.0Os., dated
97th September 1875, No. 1419, and 5th April 1876, No. 479, and formed, with

were regulated until the 14th October 1876, when a telegram was received directing
that all proccedings in regard to surrendering forests should be stayed; and this
was followed by another telegram, dated 30th October 1876, directing that the
inquiry should be continued, postponing decisions. - S S
.5, Though certain forest rules had been held in abeyance and operations

suspended by the Forest Department, and -an exercise of asserted- private rights

i tolerated, which, some years before, would have been promptly checked, the claims
of Government had not been hampered by |the promulgation of any decision
surrendering particular forests to individuals. | The inquiries, therefore, proceéded

|

+

!
I
|

' the removal of all existing restrictions from the-exercise of proprietary rightsin = -
jungles which are private property, and called on the Collector to submit proposals

- . 2. These roposals were considered in G.O.,  dated 20th February 1875, |

the previous orders above ‘alluded to, the bases on which inquiries and decisions

By -
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very much as béfore, and the Gov

ernment of India having called for a r(’II"O"_t}’;
Mr. Com).*n submitted & clear account of the proceedings up to the 19th Marc
1877, which was forwurded to the

” M \ 7 ’
Government of India on the 16th April 1877,
* 8.0, dated 20th June 1877, No. 2055, R.D.

, Government.
6. On recei

eceipt of a despatch from the Seeretary of State dated 20th Febr “‘:g;
1879, of which no copy has been communicated fo this district, the Governin
. TG0, dated 31st May 1879, No. 1187, R.D.

orders, to deal with all forest
that district up to 1874,

7. The corres

. : ther
anara should continue, ,““'f“l ffusz in
questions in accordance with the practice in fore .

+

; pondence between the vaerﬁment of Madras and the Govern- .-
ment of India and ]

e Secretary of State seems to have continuct!, as, on th&’ ?\:‘e
September 1879, My, Comyn received a telegram acking what kind of evide
‘Was generally adduced
$G.0,, dated 2nd March 1880, No. 273, R.D.
copies of the judgment of the
case, which had been sent by th
- of his despatch of the 20th F
~ another despatch, dated 28tl,
8. On the 26th August

8 G.O.,"dute_d 7th Dec. 1881, No, 1884, R.D.

. in G.Os:, dated 23rd October 1874, N
o5th April 1876, No. 479, and in subse
and that, in dealing with all sucl, mat

830,1 the Government forwarded two

e Secretary of State with reference to‘puragrlﬂ}glo
cbruary 1879, alove referred to, and paragrapli ©
August 1879, No. 13.

tary of State,§ stating that the vICWS
exgrosscd by tl%e Govermment 0f~M-ﬂ‘ irxii
o 1361; 20th February 1875, No. 2715 o2
quent orders had not met with his 3Pl)r(il b(’a
- anc ters, the Collector of South Canara shou
- guided by the orders whicl, were previously in force in the district. ‘
- 9. The main principles of the orders in force prior to 1874 had 1alrcady bf‘::
~ reverted to on receipt of GLO., dated 31st May 1879, No. 1187, Revenue Depa a
ment; but the Inquiry still proceeded, and on the |t September 1881, in re ly to

telegram from Government, Ifsu alj;“ttltgl'
g—— - = - - N $ 3 [ g
I Inqui Found fc; be 3[ Foixhd tabe| Foundtov be 2 statement of t}}e ‘rcsiult-‘, a%k.ilr"' at the
R | Governnuent | | e partly had been ascertained, | remarking, re re-
| -{ Jungles. Property. %{1’;{{;"}‘,‘;}":&2“1 same time, that, if the decisions we
—_—

. 1 he
vised with reference to the ﬁpdmgc 0{) ;rh
Bombay High Court in the I\nrtlll %tlcss
forest case, the results would doubtles

- - be more favorable to Goycrmne(lllct'&isions
cember 1882 I received instructions € to revise the dc

Lonor

— oy e ; ordinelv I have now the

PO Qe s Dt s, . Sl e nov e
o : ' resultsr of the whole inquiry.

1,749 l . 484 ' 105 ‘ Ced
L TSS— T

10, On the 30t, De

- 11. The Board wil], 1 think, readily
set on foot, with the view of
abandoned, mygt be wan
the policy embodied 3,
Incommensurate with

: . een
ot giving practical cffect to a policg’ which has S(llncgi};t of
ting in completeness when viewed irom the stand-p
recent’ fore ted; but
the time over which the inquiry has becn pl'otrillf"} :d heen
ight have been furegone, if the views now accepted :j whic

g, a large amount of detailed information has Leen collected,

1 : : . serves, and
*will afford much assistance to the Forest Department in sclecting veserves,
the forest settlement

. scribed
officer who will have to conduct the formal inquiry prc‘%mb,e'
by the Madras Forest Act, S - - ~anh
12. The forests entered in the Yist having been selected, as stated. m plam]%?zl:)f
3 supra, on the. principle,of including everything, so that nothing might )e] oft to
the small residue which tho Forest Department feared would alone beh ‘hile
Government, the_ré‘a?e’rfe“ceésérily many of them which it will not be worth W

. . N ) RO vLS 1 oS Of '
In continuation of former Proceeding

directed t+ that the Collector of South

1 i inqui ‘hich he -
to support claims to forests in the imquiry, to ‘:xhx{{l; r:h |
replied on the 5th idem; and in ]

‘ . st
Iligh Court of Bombay in the North Canara fores

. ' T~ -
1880 g further despatch was received from the Seer

- . iry
inderstand that the results of an inquiry

C oy : omewhat.
st orders and legislation, and seems §

to.
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I " A t‘and survey
: i ith the regular settlemen ]
erhaps in conncetion Wi * miles of really goo
to demarcate, eXCCPtt ;Z itpis found that hundreds of Sqli?gee?;ntual demarcation
of the dl_SmCt"]:n I?IW and even with regard to those about 1t hout & survey of some
forcs{, _ml'e Slvmedcoi’ld be no doubt, it was not Eossﬂ)le, witho :
of which there ¢ - limits of cac int have
. . termine the limi X ‘ ssed on the poin 7
k”:l(L to f‘ltteggngr) 350111(1 any decisions we inilght 1;%?:101;201:28, confined myself to
and privieges, he new Forest Act. ave, ther "th recard to their.
been binding lu}:r[xi: 1‘ortl record and indicating my 0{}“{;%3 \Eund, Shen he pro-
p]acl_ng,bf”}}fyc a{Vhen the inquiry first begax}cl Mri;h?itembany fresh claimants ca}r?i
il,(][nlssl 111 . 1 . VeSti”a lon, s . t- Ol't a
to hold a local 1n gatiol t by the notification, or th
ceeded to the spot | jorno f what was meant by en in
aadl irnorance o1, < ] . from that giv
fi)r\'var(!a Cp;t,gfdzl%'o fé:};l(:rasbkmwn locally by a separate name Ir
their picc

Y y to)

Co ‘tv. ~ To avoid
stention in the locaht)'j e

. : inquiry, or a prolonged deten s taken up for 1nquiry,
either an ad‘]m'lme'(%l lcl(l)(rlllxlllé;c’:c’ion w%th the blocks after\i"i;g?no men oI; cach village
this .kmd (-)f tlun(;f_ 1 sted to obtain statements from the f’nﬂ' of the new Forest Act,
tahsildars g(ireev;'? forest in the list, and since thef éffwlx ng ot the. | |
with regat s lomve embraced claims to rights of Wiy 4 by local investigation by the
the mqulg‘f tahsildary reports having been verified by

13. The tahs

) 0 eC )\ y ]

' esS he purpose of ied in considerdble
extent s Seen‘i « nfﬁ,: Ss:lI;Ztale(‘:: z)f Ithepreports has been embodie
a peculiar nature,

L . 1; and my views as
) filed and indexed; a cans of
ey s Y da, which have been ot asionall by means
detail in hn'gl}bl'll'r‘?en;(f)r:ll:e claims have been re('m,,ded, botftc uSuall)’yby classifying
o the aldmliﬂblvtilzrere‘such a course scemed necessary, . ‘ B _
marginal notes,

No.
41
s tom on e e. 894
I. Private forests T e o e o L
II. Government forests, subject, in 80 | e o
?b? Eglﬁ:: zf z:t);;-coqrse or to use of wat.er. o | 182
III. Government forests, subject to— .. - ] .
' ights of way ;i : . . '
((Il;) r;grﬁt: to wu{e;‘écourse or to use of wy:}i)ir L aid of eultiva-
o bh’c to ¢ kumaki’ (occupancy rig o ated lands of
© rltgon;3 up to 100 yards from the limits of ¢ bed ‘ 2
1 : l v s
. waste fields. @ - e L 1,21
IV. Government forests, subject to— .. -
o i f way ; ‘ AU
| g; Egﬁg (t)o wa%:a;-coursgo; t(e)sltl?rgcfh;:tc;;er a portion of the
¢) rights to pasture and Ior o o
( ) f%reSt. | i — ': - . e -, . ’603
. V.  Government forests, subject to— .. - | -
A (a) rights of way; v of wwater
o iohts to water-course or to us 3 iho whle or the
- éb)) Eghts to pasture and forest prodace oV |
. < . ¢ ) ‘ | | )
. ‘ grfagter part of thevforegt‘ _ =

rareibene

. - Lo W
: - : f the
. to seetions 10 and .11 0 _
. adopted with reference A ation with regard
- The grouping lll)a‘i t;cScIf havé) alread stgzted above, no 1irt11flo$ b of the inquiries
Madras Forest Act, :tér has been recorded in connection Wit suc - s
3 0 wdy or wale . . : s
to rights t(i(i“ 1}';or to the passing of the. Act. doseribe the nature of the
as were held p tion of this grouping, I shall-now ‘hich, i my opinion, these
14. 13 ezaptlan:s bricfly as possible, the extent to which,
claims, and state,

. : this

. wuide. . With reference to
forest case is to be my gu oy that the rights of .

ment in the N(Erﬂé Sl?;?lr; n(:it, 1 think, bo al:;()get{cr 01};1;0}%1;3,1811 o dmind sg;ration |

judgmeng’ﬁﬁ;&tﬁcrc"ard to forests, at the time when the R .

the peop e T '

PR

?

individual's claims to eascments -



"1n th.

1 Sir Thomas Munro’s letter,

800, pa le
. pago 74, S PB3Lin Arbuthnot’s idition,

§ Page 178 of Si :
ir T .
Arbuthpot’s Edit?oin?s Munro’s Minutes, {

Il Paragraphs o orests in Canara proper g the private
phs 10 o 1 as the pn
~ Proccedings, Goged® 0 22 of Boardy PO of the wargdars (land-holders)
InNO. 122277 0 <lst March 1871, Bri(teizh lmlstratllon of both districts under
dian Law Repg ‘ b Tule, however seeded . on
rt . . procecded .
PO 3"‘“"35’ Series, Volume  S2ilar lincs, and tl m’ainpoint decided

111, Page 587,

commenced
® greater. part of North (gp

* Ixi(}ilan Law Reports, Bomb,
A, Part XT7, Page 458 and page 58],

t Bombay Hich O : .
- = Volume IligII,%?:ll':tNléepons’ Appendix to

ST e s B
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» Were held to be very different in
ara, including

[ e

ti(éutt h Canarg from what they were
orests § ract in which wero situated the

hose woung the subject of the case.
Soondg serc i the Pauch® Malals in
'Thoma;T L}Eﬁl r(‘tfi’ard to1 whi%l Slllf
adpmins 0, the earli itish
1 of 1871, page 18, adIX(lllnlstl‘?tor, wrote that ol 1o 3, oxcept
girk:: 3 ) 18 ‘.SUDPOfs;Cd to belong to the
and al] a“hlle n South Canara both he §
distric 1€ earlier administrators of the

STICt treated | & large portion of the

ay Series, Volume -

dated 31t May

1n fav - .
avor of Government in the Bombay

Limitation .
~deci ; affects botly North ang South C ¢3¢, viz., the application of the law of

question of mygy,
I holding t},
Proprietary )
Y M, ABlane’s letter,
<9 Paragraph 41

al 1 anara; and : g .
gal rights of G » and the Secrctary of State having
PTIN = overnment g y oty 24
ot {Jlaqtlcal imp it should 1¢ enforced,’it ceases to be &
a fcu“taln forest: early administrators were correct
&% or the ¢ ‘Ylth cultivated land in absolute
by Mr. Blune when Le wrote, in

Y regardine the fores Ted t
estates : u{’rnm g the forests attached to

Place of pej used for gimlay Purposes in - 8ally diffcred materiully from the
m TPoses in ot} Y

they were I, old Sthby the ind.ividual lan d-}'ugo" they were divide

er v .
T barts of the country, except that, in
and enjoyed in
10ldery, - o 4 joyed
On(ls. .he ongmal terms upon which
essentially ay an adjunct to, and in
latter < he os6c T diem to have been a modified
c ST View hay gince t}p POses for which they were held as above
century, been so generally
e cg ’ R
1¢ courts of law, "that limitation now
overnment rights to that
cd hereafter.,

¥ the different classes of claims which

ner in whicl
" | wWo 8 . .3 v
owing heads - uld p opose to deal with them.

. T mulpyt »
laims undey oo Puttas granted by the British Courts,

ative Goy
' ernme
stones kuown A ments.

ts in suity between private partics

2 xecut .
ed between private parties,

‘ nettikyt? or

(7) a?;gez ,th? OS;TOH_l,of the courcllt‘isvt_ of the Lill adjoining cultivation,
8) Clafx(;fseits~ , l&r.l (cultivation by periodical felling and burning

' gg ) Claimy tg Relfpﬁﬁﬁf Lardamom forests, 7 .
| 10) mg;;ia:t t‘Wenty M e;;ls t(z;enfs;lcs © in which that word has been used for
511) Claims t%‘c%iffﬁf;; or « R .
(12) (:1?1?:0 th ) S‘?‘.a ! Jungles locally recognised as attached to

%

Yy do not appear to have |

lingamudre? and ¢ v4mana-

i
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16. Claims under ‘Mu{putﬂ:s granted by the Revenue Officers of Government.—Maul- ‘

puttas are formal title-deeds granted prior to 1844 by the revenue officers of Govern-

ment, chiefly for descrted estates. The boundaries frequently include a consider-

able extent of waste and forest land, and although the documents contain a clause

. indicating that it was supposed that they merely made over to the new holder the

. rights vested in the former proprietor, the list of rights conferred is very exhaus-

“tive; and in the course of his judgment in the Bombay forest case, the Hon'ble

Mr. Justice West has fully discussed the terms of these mulputtas at considerable

length, and recorded his opinjon that “there can be no doubt that they were

' ’ intended to convey a complete owner-
ship subject to assessment.”*

* Indian Law Reports, BomBay Seriés,‘ Voiume
III, page 854. : :

',' GO, dated 7th December 1881, NO.’ 1889, GO\’eI‘llment in the . nlalrginauy-noted

R.D orders,} and the thirty forests claimed -

v GRO]j dated 6th, _Febmm 1882, No. 141, under mulputtas, and found on inquiry
s ‘ " to be within the recorded boundaries,
have been entered by me in group I, private forests. The contracts being still in
force, I do not sec how the forests can be treated as other than private property ;

but it may be that certain invasions of full proprietary rights made under what -

- Mr. Justice West considers a mistaken interpretation of the terms of the mulputta,
- and not at the time challenged by a court of law, would, if the Government so
desire, still be upheld under the Law of Limitation. For instance, the tacit accept-

ance of remission of kumari asscssment when ¢ kumari’ was prohibited, will act as

.. bar to an assertion of a right to revive that method of cultivation within mul-
- putta limits. - : L ‘ o

, 17.- Claims under Mulputtas granted by the British Couris—In the days when
mulputtas were granted by the revenue officers, civil courts used to adopt the -
same form for lands brought to sale by them ; and as such documents were at that -

¥

time granted after the receipt of a survey list prepared in the Revenue Depart-
ment, it has been contended that the administrative officers of Government were
parties to them, and they should, therefore, receive the same recognition as is
accorded to the mulputtas granted by Collectors. * I do not, however, see any
reason to admit this contention. It is true that the revenue officers had notice
of the claims, and took no steps to challenge them; but such claims were free}fr

admitted at that time in an informal manner, as, for instance, in official correspond- . -

ence, in_survey lists for all manner of purposes, and notably in the preparation of

" mulputtas, where the forest of another man’s estate is frequently mentioned as -

forming ‘the boundary of the land granted under a mulputta. - As the views of

Government changed, these informal recognitions were avoided. Government claims,
- as then understood, were vigorously asserted, and in dealing with the matter now,
. it seems to me that those imdividuals with whom a specific contract was made b

“the authorised agents of Government, stand in a posttion different from all others.

I have, therefore, attached no special importance to mulputtas granted by civil

courts, and have dealt with the claims only as the fall under one or other of the
heads above given. I may mention that claims ot this kind" have not been very
numerous, no more than fourteen having been preferred in connection with this
inquiry. ’ S R , -
: . 18. Claims under grants from former Native Governments.—Grants from former
Governments, couched in language similar to that used in the mulputtas granted by
revenue officers, have received the same recognition. The great majority of sucﬁ

~ grants were of the nature of endowments, and although they were sometimes
, , . Lo - expressed in terms: conferring absolute

1 Indian Law Reports, Bombay Beries, Volume owmership ¢ within specific boundaries
III, page 553, line 1. . '

oo s g o rule, merely gave the right of collecting
§_$1£]d£}i‘$n&9a %f};gm s Minutes, Axbuthn?tf  assessment from any individuals already
n, page £o. holding land § within the boundaries, so

that when the endowments were resumed by bringing the assessment again into

iy

o
g m
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This decision has been accepted by

as against the Government, ther, as a -
]
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the reve . 0 ) .
cyenue demalirdl :ﬁd giving ¢ tasdiks? or monelyb allowances instcad, the grants
cases, except those in which the grantees happened to hold
‘en pref s under such grants have, therefore, not
_ A pr : erred only four have been recognised, embrac-
. of one jungle, No. 5. : % coesaquentl}y_ been entered in group I. In the case
purchased from the I’{ellrglld' O‘f{k o %, w uch is included in a demarcated area
5 , 1 Raja Basava Naik, nothing has been produced but an

P and directing its demarcation ; but I see no

res rlghts. were accorded within the boundaries

h Importance to inscriptions on copper
‘ cr endencg of grants, when the present proprietors
- 8ssessment to him, | » 1ot of the grantee, but of those who paid

deper, tn such cascs, the validit he claim; s ¢
P ds Dot on the grants but on (’)ther ccnsierZﬁitczfs claims of the present occupants
19, Claiims 4 .

. nder  Boundar
S‘(O?’es-““'hen the Li Y Stones known gz ¢ Lingamudre’ and ¢ Vimanamudre’
overnments made grants, cither of

assignments of rilv@%;ﬁgil: ggld c"}ther Hindu G
uted offic ers?stc leatedvlands, or of waste formerly unoccupied,

, ficors 1o mark out the Loundaria by +Fganradse” o

taluks of Kunda ¥, of these now exist, especially in the two northern

: pore and Udipi, 1 : A
Impos _ < Dbut wit ; : o1
bosstble -to suy what speci fIi)c rights ‘iglrzu;mﬁl;t‘]ler evidence in each case, it 18

marked out, egpeq, e

boundary » especially a: s(:ln;g)ar st((l)nes were used in demarcating a disputed village
all Within the other hep, $8 ec?g’ d calt with claimis of this kind according as they
- 83 evidence of the limits wigl' . (?1 1 E1Ving d““ﬁveight to the presence of the stones
‘ ‘ferred or defined, W l_lch rights of some kind had been formally con-

ecrees of Dritish Courts

. o o

% e prwate parties.—.

o $g ?hgdmst Government, aifd can o o
B worth, of clajmg falling und

i Suils between private parties or under

nly serve as eviden s take ‘Liat
2. Claiy 1 T er some other head, - e to be u—il\tn fo o

"L HmS To the ¢ Nettikut? , .

i’é‘?f"éi’, %ﬁ"‘i,fiﬁ”fwrms districtfrwirifﬁ ff; the il aljvining eultivation under the
. es : : '

1ts area made up ¢ o onmual rainfall, is necessarily throughout the greater part of

of a successi :
- or o ssion of hills ; . .
garden cultivation, for which thg lea?e(clg valleys, the lowlands Leing under rice

clothing the g,
by Il‘-gBlanslig)iiél a:)ta 1:2 rays been very freely used as manure; and, as explained
tommon tg the vi]lz?fre %1;)11 given m paragrapl; 14 supra tlnis’\sfoocilaxld was not
aocers.  The crest of ), 1}11'1 ejeyed in separate portions ’by the individual land-
“the holdings of the culti et 1.1 dividing the valleys formed the natural boundary of
it, thig nettik v;a ors on each side of g ridge, and wherever the conditions
adopted in my] - 0 OF crest of the hill, is foung to be the boundary usually
ments of all kinds, ”I‘ﬁz(zrf}? from native Princes, and old private and sublic docu-

trators, treateq these ¢ wargdars themse 1

‘mselves, and the carlier British adminis-’

" *Ses refor ‘ . of each oroprietary estate, there can
. erences to paragraph 14 supra, € Mo question,* thourh the ’amount of
essment, ag ig necessarily ] . Cultivated land formed the basis of the
elaim to 5 share of the-‘ r c{ .lc ¢ase in any system of assesuﬁent founded on 2
t Letter to Boarq produce.  As far as T ¢an find out, Mr. Maltby in 18391
: pa.ragrapﬁagd;f“lte‘i 22nd July 1839, No. 58, and Mr. Blane in 1848 ¢ were'the first to
+ Lettor to Boa;d;ﬁ{ie&) 80{2 ;]l\lestlon th(} correctness of the view that
Paragraph 41, h September 1848, “}:s z{?ms}f 'l‘l"aste attached to esmtcslx
' o S0 held on proprietarv right; anc
ad : R I v nght,
grma‘tl;ﬂyogi;ﬁd g:ound. Land within ‘ntetf:ikolt“,m”ns ho{d by these officers
: 8¢, 10 appli . 1Ku
- l;I pplicants Who desired to gk it up for cultivation; and in the
‘ %y 1865, No. 1065, R.D, or der of Government* sanctioning the
- Cow T orest Rules of 1864 full concurrence is

s G‘O~; dated

uments of thiskind are manifestly not

8 to provide for the drainage of from -

and twigs from the woods and forests

limits was no fonger refused, as-.
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Joard’ ; “expressed with a Board’s proceedings*
?O?S%Z’ ?g"‘iﬁ*g&? g, dated 15th FebrPary inpwhich the claim to ths exercise of
A ‘ T exclusive rights to forest land by warg-
rs is limited to the extent of 100 yards with the remark that the restriction does
$ preclude cultivators from collecting leaves, &c., for manure in the Government
ngle beyond that limit. In a subsequent proceedingst the Board remark, * Thus

{0th January 1865, No. 490, p;xragraphs 3

! and 4. L s e R

; ’ the district, individual ryots may, at
.asure, fell trees other than the prohibited kinds within 100 yards from their cul-
ated lands, though not in their wargs, and scll such trees within their villages; -
4 also that beyond this distance the cultivators of each valley have the common -
afruct of the open hill-sides up to the water-shed dividing each-valley, but must
t cut down trees growing in this common land.” R

+ “The Board are not prepared to sanction any additional restriction on these
vileges.” In rule 10 of the Forest Rules of 1864 ryots who have not sufficient.
ber for their requirements are allowed to cut the unreserved kinds of timber, free
charge, for agricultural purposes within their village boundaries. »
i Whatever, then, may have been the old idea, the assertion of proprietary claims
ito the ‘nettikut’ scems to be clearly barred by.lmutat}qn.; but, on tpe ot_her
id, the Government cannot reserve forests on hill-sides adjoining cultivation with-
{ making adequate arrangements for the provision free of charge for the bond fide -
uirements of the cultivators in the way of pasture, fuel, and timber of the unre-
yed kinds for agricultural and domestic purposes. Forests, including such hill- .
s and not entered in the ¢ Harris’ list, which will be referred to hereafter,
{e, therefore, been placed by me in group IV or group V according to the extent
he forest over which the rights of the cultivators seemed .to extend.” In the
ard’s proceedings- above quoted, exclusive individual rights are disallowed, and
common rights admitted ; but in-all but thermore thickly-populated tracts
ividual rights are still locally recognised between the villagers themselves, and -
dink it is, in the interest of conservancy, not to interferg with such local arrange-
ats where we find them existing. . o » o ‘ .
| 22. Claims to Kumari (cultivation by periodical felling and burning) Forests—The
vernment having in 1860 effectually asserted’ their proprietary right to kumari.
ists by putting a stol‘) to kumari cultivation therein, 1t follows from the decision
the Bombay High Court in the North Cinara case that all-claims to kumari
ists as such are now barred by limitation.  Claims of the kind have, therefore,
n summarily set aside, and the forests concerned have been grouped with refer-
e to the other considerations advanced. | ' . -

' 7 23. Claims to Pepper or Cardamom Forests.— At the time of the assumption of the

tge of the district by the English, a large numbcer of pepper forests or ¢ kdns’ ‘
»ocially in the old Puttur taluk), were found to be in the enjoyment of ryots,
" in the majority of cases the accounts of the estates to which they were
ched contain an item of ‘kdn’ assessment. In the early days these kins
@ to have been treated as an integral part of the proprietary estates, but in later
rs the gencral assertion of the forest rights of Government was extended to
5 also. The settlement. order for fasli 1262 (A.D. 1852) contains distinct
ructions to this cffcet to the tahsildar of the Puttur talyk, and directs that care
1ld be taken that the kéns are not destroyed. In 1857 also the Collector
lined to allow wargdars to fell trees in their kéns, and tlu_s rule was generally
d on up to 1874. On the other hand, the ryots’ occupation and enjoyment of
k4ns for the purpose of growing pepper was never interfered mtb, and when
Forest Department in 1859 sold to timber merchants some standing trees in
ssed kdns, the then Collector Mr. Fisher, a warm supporter .of the forest
ts of Government, wrote and requested that the felling of the trecs should be
nece put a stop to. The rights of Governmer}t over kéns seem, therefore, to be
ricted very much in the same way as are their rights over thg ‘kumaki’ lands
»h will be next referred to. As stated above, most occupied ‘kins’ bear a
' . T .

it appears that, according to the acknow- . . V'
ledged and long-established custom, of - °
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;pemﬁc assessment, but this is not invariably the case; and in considering the claims,
have recognised only those which are en

A tered in the accounts prepared in the yecar

Durmuti (1800-1801),” when the British assumed charge of the country, or in the

year Angirasa (A.D. 1812), when a scttlement was made by the Coorg Government

'In the A;nara and -Sullia maganis, or in the ¢ sarasar] ’ (average) accounts prepared
n 1819 in connection with the ¢ thargo > (fixed settlement, which is still in force.

I have paid no aftention to the inclusion o unasscssed kdns in casual survey

ofticers, as it scoms to be pretty clear that the occupa-

tion i such cases 1s a mere encroachment ; but as regards many of them, it may be

epartment to impose a small charge, and lcave

s 1OW obtaining pepper from them, '

ense in which that word has been wused for the
e 8 of the Forest Rules of 1864 runs as follows :—* Kumak}
. thed 00 yards from the cultivated land to which it is attached,’
and it ig I this sense that the expression is now genefally used and understood,
although. 1 some of the more outlying tracts the villagers still speak of the
whole hill-side gg their kumaki. In their proceedings, dated 15th February
 No. 986, .forwarding the draft Forest Rules to Government, the Board of
evenue ascribe the 10( yards rule to Mr. Harris, apparently on the author(thy ofa

* Board’s Proceed - letter from a Collector of South Canara,
1860, No. 539° " %4 17th November dated 25th September 1860, No. 158,*

them in the enjoyment of the partic

4. Claims o Kumaki in the s
lust twenty years.—Ry|
land- is imited to 1

¢ origin of kumaki land was

in 1823, when My, Harris, the then Collector, by two orders, of which translations

a:re gorwarded, allotted to ea.ch wargdar the Sirkar forest or waste land within 1‘(;0
%ar 3 all round the boundaries of Iis estate or warg.” In pardgrapls 18 to 22'of

oard’s proceedings dated 21st } ' y 22, 1t is clearlv s hat this
was a Inistz_xke, an{fl ,What Mo ;I larch 1871, No. 1222, it is clearly shown tha

forest 2 arris really did was to call for a list of Governmment
| OTEsts, assigning, at the same time, to estates which had no forest land attached
- to them 100 yards from the . Gov

T Indian Law Reports, mea};- Volume ITT.  €Xactly trace the origin of the miscon-
© 1879, page 739, ak '

. ception.  Mr. Justice West suggests T
~that it may have taken its risc 'ﬁonll
a reference from a tahsildar in North

i ic i . ArTi be -
prepared, disecey lgilanner‘m which the list called for by Mr. Iarris should

ests, except 100 yards round cultivation,
overnment forests, Nothing of this iind, however, seems to

sent back § 1 South Canara, and the return from the Barkur taluk was even
overmon t(r‘)r Tevision, as it alppca_red that too many forests had been entered as
aving b n Property, the result being that eight out of thirty-six were struck off as
1aving been watched and taken care of by watchers engaged by villagers.” Iam
Tbute it to & memorandum prepared by the Collector's sarishtadar in
y With regarq to forests in the Adur magani of the Puttur taluk, which was
: Coorg from 1804 to 183+, Th n
emple and by.the wargdars. The sarishtadar first showed that the forests, which
v:r);n?id part of a resumed endowment, belonged neither to the temple nor to the
_ retag aTs, and‘ then roposed that the wargdars should ‘be given the privilege of
;i MU 28 ¢ kumaki’ the 100 yards around cultivated land allowed -_blY Mr.
18IT18 in other parts of the district, when the forests in question were attached to
Coorg. The sarishtadar's proposal was made, beeause, under the circumstances of
the Adur magani, he considered that the wargdars had no private forests; but the
hature of Mr. Harrig’s order of 1822 might easily be misupprehended by any one
who derived hig knowledge of it from the memorandum alone, As the Board are
: of Government forests obtained by Mr. Harris were burnt by the
00rgs 1 .1837; but the taluk copies for a consideralle part of the district have
en. found, and contajn sixty-seven jungles of ap estimated area of 250 s?u’are
+ Board’ . miles.t  Such of the ITarriv's jungles as
R N g % N o o i e i fangls
' R, which the present inquiry has shown to

1n which translations of two orders by .

ernment forests adjoining them. I cannot

e forests were claimed by . the Adur

g L

.
—, R e X bt g b
g o o, ——————— e .
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outside the scope of the draft Forest Rules.
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from more extended private claims, I have placed under group III as
El?nfr;i(:lt forests, subject onlI;r to ‘kumaki’. rights and nghtsdto wa()ir an(il1 witﬁ'l.
The 394 forests to which no private claims of any kind were made good, ar; fW cl
were remote from cultivation, I have placed under class IT as Goverrémfﬁl ox:;:n )
subject, in some cases, to rights to way and water. As already stated, the pr i
inquiry did not extend to these rights. ° :

. N . f' :
' . . T o » ¥ ‘ di
5. Claims to ¢ Bines)—The Amara and Sullia maganis of the Uppinangadi
falukz;)vere for about two hundred years attached to C,oorg, and at adsettleme}rlltlgsg |
about the year 1812, pieces of jungle called * bénes’ were assig‘nl;azi tf’, etzit]c 1 land-
holder for the provision of pasture, fuel, and timber. The nes, A eto e
correspond, as regards the purposes for which they were assigned ; to the
¢ kumakis’ referred to in the last paragraph; but they do not necessari yta' fin .
the cultivated land on account of which they are enjoyed. I.*;orests containing
“bdnes’ have been classed under group 1V or V as the case may be.

26. Claims to Coppices'or smal}l jung}lles l‘ocqlézt/.ﬁecggugi‘edczzsztéféclﬁi z‘]c; iﬁ's:fgg.i;gg :
varagraph 21 I have explained that the *nottiku { -, the
£u1ti3at10n was the usulal boundary of what was at ﬁ_rst_conmtdeleltlii:ﬁ Eﬁliorgsz .
attached to an estate, and afterwards regarded as the lfmlt 111}; 0 :;,ttle' but%his
might in common claim the right to gather leaves and p_a:sturfh clllr Chttes DuL s
l)(‘)ﬁndag-y was not universally adopted, and, in some locahtl.els, e ({) sﬁ) 1ol conditions
would. not permit of it. . In many cases, therefore, cop[()lu,es a:ti;;ms ) ]degrees re
claimed on the strength of long enjoyment, ev1dencet sonl;‘ Ctimes gufposes e
civil courts, revenue’survey lists, or private documen : 'the (rettibat ) claims -
this inquiry, I have treated these claims as. §un11ar 0 et :
referred to in paragraph 21. , S e
R7. Claims to the bommon enjoyment of Village Jz.tnglgs.——iTllese ctlmn;igrgl?:{rtrle?lré
- where cultivation is extensive, and the configuration Ofdt li%fcoglt I‘gi aims provailing
of forest available do not permit of _the. separate indivi u;l 2; e whish astonsins
“ throughout the greater part of the district. Most of the dolx)'e,_  bo which exf ‘
claims of this kind have been preferred have been entered by n group

ins fc indicate briefly I' would apply the draft
- 8. It now remains for me to indicate briefly how apy 16
Forest Rules printed with Board’s proceedings, dated 16th January 1884,. No. ‘120,
to the forests dealt with in the above report. SR

. 29, The forty-one ‘forests  entered in cla.s;s I as private forests fall only :

~within the provisions of sections 29 to 32 of the Forest A.gCt’ a‘nd af“e{ thgl‘efox:e,
< ] . ; 1
30. The 394 forests in cluss II are available for reservation as ‘_reser've ,
fores?s?’ az soon as claims to rights to wa and, water }}%v?;l}ee? ;if;egnr:;lteg‘,d :(1:8%
‘may be at once declared to be ¢ reserved ands’ under Ru ed o e ¢ Forest
‘Rules. The 182 forests in class III may be similarly treated, wi A e elzlxcll
ofa strlp of 100 yards breadth round cultivated land.. With léeg?.;'htto t e fatlterf,;
however. thouch the cultivators cannot cl'aun,. as a matter O'Y.I'lb ’t ém) ()‘ (;f
ivile ’s be o?)d the 100 yards limit, I think it would. be unwise not to concede
prvt (:gi’ t};o such regulation as_the Forest Department may, from time to time,
fhem subjoo ‘Most of the tracts are far from the markets, and tl?e cultivators
flocm nec&assary.n disadvantages which.are leading to the pollectl_on qf land-
labor o elil - ‘Zhbourhood of the ghauts becoming a matter of increasing difficulty
revenue 1nt' ; !:lel'?, would cost the Forest Department nothing to treat the fow local _
every year ’l'al? lu in the way of pasture, leaves for manure, bamboos, reeds, “
oivators (i t?fa rr}nfan other articles of minor forest-produce, which are frecly used ‘
ot th flat'vatozs dwelling near the forests, and which are not alwa}:s to be
at present by cu tl uantities within 100 yards from cultivated land, especially as
found in suﬂlc}gnig%lsually found to be absolutely necessary to clear a portion “of
3: su](;lrl]émi(r:xtlillediately surrounding cultivation if the crops are to be eﬁectually
-Sesurcd from the depredations of wild animals. e T ] ‘
. 31. The greater portion of the 1,212 forests entered‘ in cdaqsbtf : are also
available for reservation ; but, as explained in paragrapl} 12, it is doub: ul in many |

C g
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L at the time of demarcation. Kumaki lands (paragraph 24), kins (paragraph 23),
"+ . . bines (paragraph 25), and other occupied lands, not held on'a forest lease, must be
excluded altogether.  As regards ‘nettikuts” T have esplained in paragraph 21
that the right to pasture, leaves, &c., usually extends to the crest of the hill over-
- looking cultivation ; but it does not recessarily do so, and in the neighbourhood of
th? ghauts ax_ldr the large ridges running out from them, a cultivator of a narrow
strip of land in a valley cannot reasonably claim the user of tho several square -
'fmles of forest which lie between his cultivation and the crest of the hill above.
_‘I‘he Investigations am'i de-;siong required by law before the constitution of a
Teserved forest,” provide ample safeguards against excessive zeal on the part
SRR , of thge forest executive; but as the unregulated cxercise of rights to pasture, leaves,
BoE : &e.,is only allowed. by the draft Forest-Rules ag regards unreserved lands, injustice
Lo may easily be unwittingly caused to rural communities by a hasty setting aside
P of forests as ‘ reserved lands” under Rule 1 of these rules. It is truc that the
v . - law declares that the rules are « subject to all rights now legally vested in indivi-
i

- e B, G e e e e e et

i

’du.als.‘ and communities ;" but in a matter of this kind simple villagers cannot, in
' £ | practice, fight the executive step by step in the civil courts, and I ﬁlink that the
T ' Goverpme_nt ShO}ll_d .dlrect that no forest land within a ‘néttikut’ that is to say,
I on a,}llllfSIde ad ommg cultivation, shall be set aside as ‘reserved land’ under
HIETE. : the Forest Rules, until the Collector has placed it on record that the wants of the

S adjoining ,cultlvators.u} the way of forest aids to cultivation have been inquired
;nto, and ample provision has been made for them. As in the casc of reserved
orests, such provision may be made either by exclusion or regulation. q

 32. The whole or th ter ] " din
class V has been found to% greater portion of each of ‘the 603 forests entered 1

¢ n the enjoym i unities
many of whom have sp Joyment of individuals or of comm )

- m the interest of the communities that the Forest

) ]t ﬁﬁgg::tunder reservation, and manage them on behalf of the communities; but with
staff at amount of forest. land mn this district, and the small and unsatisfactory
“be d present aYallaple for their management, I do not think that much should
- podone in this direction at present. The framers of the joint report on forest

legislation, dated 10th J . irei
| » di une 1882, have stated i araph 27, “ What we desire 18
L o guard agaiust an indiserim inate and h topagraph 27, ¥ Wiat

DePaI“tmcnt should take thecse

whose charge is m xtortion had been afforded to a forest guard, -

much larger ‘than he can possibly look after, while the villagers

ad been in great part depriy oo b A . a-
_ : rt deprived of such interest gg : 1to had in endea
- Youring to conserve it for themsolvos, o 05 they had hitherto

. 33- I Send, }e \ 'th ‘
- localities in whicil rﬁﬁlck, h oxeleton ma
 for each block wheth

p of the d{strict with entries showing the
8 have been selected and colored so as to roughly indicate

ail or not.

o . ; ) to endorse those preferring claims based on mulputta
L PR or Natxve. grants, which have_b?on admitted, tg the eff(%(-t that Government adm'it
: ' land within the boundaries specified 1n

vision of assessment as may be decided
© assessment of the district.

P

cases if reservation is called for, and ‘the limits of priva{te claims must be decided

ent money on their conservation. * In some cascs, it ma{ be .

'

a3
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In other cases, the endorsement would be to the effect that Gove}rnme}xllt
recognise no claim to proprietary right over the jungles in question, and that the

b . 1
+ exercise of rights to timber, pasture, and other forest-produce must be governed
- by such ru].esoand orders as may, from time to time, be issued under the Madras
. Forest Act. . ' x , o ,

e

Excrosure No, 1.—Skeleton Map. o v a- '

" Resolutim—dated 29th April 1884, No. 1440, © -

. The Collector’s report upon forest rights in South Canarvarwill be submitted

" for the orders of Government. .

2. In the first eight paragraphs, Mr. Sturrock gives a bricf narrative of the

 instructions conveyed to the Collector down to the issue of G.0., No. 4160, dated
- 30th December 1882, which *directed the Collector to revise the inquirics alreadi

-

“ made with reference to the decision of the Bombqy High Court in thq _Nort

sanara forest appeal. : Co

-3. The inquiry held by Messrs. McCallum

made into rights of way and water., The tahsildars’ reports, with the Collector’s

remarks thereon, have bcen filed and indexed, and are available for reference in ]

~any future settlement. The result is that the Collector is of opinion tl};z}t tl forests
- are private forests and that 2,391 are Governn}ent fprests, but are subjec more or
- less to easements which Will have to be ascertained. ™

4. With reference to paragraph 14 of the Collector’s lettér, the Board concur

- in the opinion that it is now of no practical importance to discuss the action of the

. early DBritish administrators in North and South Canara, inasmuch as limitation ha;

- extinguished any claims which might have boen based upon such action.

5. The Board would adopt the suggestion at the close of paragraph 16 that_

" kumari cultivation be prohibited even in lands held on a mulputta title.

6. The Board understand the difforence drawn B)' Mr. Sturrock between mul-

. puttas granted by the revenue officers and those granted by the civil courts to be
- based on the fact that there was no formal regpgnition by the former officials of the
“title conferred by the latter class of deeds. If so, they cousider the dlstlncfclon has
- been rightly drawn, c : :

7. In the cascs, tdo; of grants by Native Governments, where occupancy rights

i were not also conferred, the Board think the Collector’s non-recognition of any title
“having been created as against Government is correct. . L

8. The Board agree with the opinion expressed in paragraphs 19 and 20 that

. boundary stones and decisions in suits between private parties cannot be accepted
'as evidence binding Government. . | ; : ‘

‘whatever may have been the origin of this limi

.9, In paragraph 21, ‘the Collector discusses tlge question’ of ¢ nettikut’ or
"easements in the forest on the slopes above cultivation as far as the crest of the

.- While admitting that such claims are barred by limitation, the Collector is
?LO};:vor of conceding both communal and individual claims ta such forest, but the
Board do not consider that he has established sufficient reasons for the course he

; tes. - R e :
advo{i?}.eslt is rightly observed in paragraph 22 that kumari cultivation must now -
‘cease. o e

- 11. In paragraph 23 the Collector »exprésses an _opinion that the rights of
Government ovel? kdns or pepper gardens are limited. Those only which were

“entered as kéns in the early accounts have been recognised.

12. The question‘ of kumaki is discussed in paragraph 24. The limit of lOOH

'yards was prescribed in the Forest Rules of 1864, and ought now to be maintained,

PR

, Webster, Comyn, and Sturr'(-)ck has |
. extended to no less than 2,432 forests. In the case of those w:hwh were investi- |
gated before the passing of the Madras Forest Act (V of 1882), no inquiry was
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_ 13. In pax_'agiaph 25 the Collector mentions thét'in the porti(on of the Uppiriam '
gadi taluk, which was formerly attached to Coorg, there are ¢ Bine’ rights which -

- Yesemble kumaki® rights, but do not necessarily relate to forest adjoining the

cultwatlon; and in paragraph 26 mentions that there are claims resembling ¢ netti-

- kut,” which, however, are for jungle not situated pn the slopes above the cultiva-
tion.  There are also, he says, ]

mentioned in paragraph 27."
- v 14 The Collector proposes that when Government issue the rules which were
- submitted with Board’s f)roceedings, No. 120, dated 16th J anuary 1884, 394 forests
e dogelared ‘roserved. land? under the rules, and afterwards *reserved forests’
under the Act. There are also 182 forests which may be similarly treated, with the
exception of a strip of :100 Yards round cultivated lands, 1y, Sturrock is, however,
 aror of treating the on tivators liberally in_the matter of pasture, leaves for
- Manure, bamboos, reeds, ¢reepers, and other mingr forest-produce. He is opposed
which are, £ . ; 1 ude nettikut claims and of 603 forests
.- Wilch are, for the most part, in the enj oyment of individuals or communities; and he
- Buggests that orders issue that no forest land on a hill-side adjoining cultivation be

. 8et aside as reserved land, until the Collector has placed it on record that provision

.- has been made for the wants of the adjacent cultivators, and also that orders be

" passed that no forest land now in the enjoyment of 5 village community shall be

- Placed on the list of r eserved lands, until the Collector has formally placed it on

record that the interestg of the communit : :

» : e e render necessary the reservation,
Boal_'d admit that it i very desirable th};t o v fs
. con51derat10n, but the proposed orders might

tiog on the slopes of the ghauts miles above

letter%é.».'il,le ordersof Government are soli
B S (Atrue Copy and Extract)

Ll s - (Signed) G. T, MACKENZIE,

Acting Sub-Secretary.

the cul_tiv_ated land. :
cited on paragraph 34 of the Collector’s

. To th§ Secretdry to Goﬁeminéﬁt; ‘Reven{m Department, :
o with a sketch map, .

- Copy‘to the‘CoIlector of South %:ngr;. e ‘
- READ-th_e'lelowing tel_egram" from Collector of "South Canara, to Sceretary to
o . Jovernment, Rovenue Eepartment,' dated £3rd May 1884 :—

3 0 Board’siProccedings; 29th April, No. 1440, "Am
ough» Boa}rd. g ease await before Passing orders

submitting remarks paragraph
Proceedings.

fe the f‘)""\v-g;;g‘ b rocleédings‘lof the Board of Revenue, dated 12th June 1884,
. oo T«TSEuTti'4'§;f' o - | i . , A
Eead-thi following letter from J. STURROG

R 1%84?1\* :cﬁt%y f :’\che‘a'.lljo.ard of Re_venue, dated Mangalore, 25th May

*

“* Wit reference to paragraph 9 of the B e . 00th Aol
1884, No. 1440 (C% fidentig] P2 9ot the Board’s Procee(l.hngs, dated 29th Apl'.l
SOmAG’What misapg,re]?enggdl;))’, rIen}llav'Q -th? honor to submit that the Board have

Lam i ; $ue slope are barred by limitation, but that
"'am?m ‘f{;‘_}‘;‘?: (;f l(ioncedmg ;) ot eommunal and individual claizxs to such forest.
3. Wha ave stated in Paragraph 21 iy that 4) . S

: PN ot 1e assertion of proprictary
flalms seems 'to' be baned by lxmltatxoq, but T show in the sanro '[)aragfagh It,hu ¢ the

» i

claims t communal enjoyment of village jungles as

The

the cultivators be treated with every
IR | bul ) unduly hamper Mr, Starrock’s succes- ¢
- 8018 in the district. . Tle proposed order about { nettikut’ might debar reserva- -

K, Esq., Collector of South Canara,

e
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- Government in 1866 admitted the right of the villagers to collect leaves, &e., for

- manure in Government villages beyond the 100 yards limit ; that the Board in 1865

- distinetly declined to sanction any restriction of the privileges en;og_ed by the
~. cultivators of each valley as regards the common usufruct of the open hill-sides u

 to the water-shed dividing each valle ; and that, under the for

a Orper—dated 12th Aﬁgust 1884, No. 932, Refehue.
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est rules of 1864,

o ryots who have not sufficient timber in their kumaki lands are allowed to.cut the
" ‘unreserved kinds of timber, free of charge, within their village boundaries. . 4

4. The only extension of what has ahy@}?’s been permitted advocated by ‘me ,
--is that, where, under local custom, the privi

eges in any forest are exercised by
individuals in. locally-recognized divisions instead of by the villagers in common,
the Government should not interfere. . This Iadvocate in the interests of forest -
conservancy, as the common use of forests is seldom wisely regulated.

Resolution—dated 12th June 1884, No. ?7132?2%& ,

' ‘Suv"bmitted to vaerninenf in continuation of Board’s Pro-ceedings‘, No. 1440,

_ dated 29th April 1884. " ‘

2. The Collector explains;that in paragrfiph 21 of his lectter, dated 8rd April

1884, No. 791, he said that proprietary claims on the slopes were barred, but that -

the communities enjoy eascments which must be a.llov_ve_d, and that where these
easements arc enjoyed not by communities but by individuals, it would be good
policy not to interfere, as individuals do less harm to the forests than communities.

. (A true Cépy and I_f]xtxjiugt.) , _
“f . (Signed)  G. MACKENZIE,

- \ . - Acting Sub-Secretary.
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department. Lo
- Copy to the Collector of South Canara. T
Conservator of Forests, Southern Circle..
Ty » . Conservator of Forests, Northerp Circle.,
~ »n  » Deputy Conservator of Forests, in charge of ;
o o ’ L Central Office of Accounts.l
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Ordered that .the report be for-
warded to the Government of ‘Indig

Forest No. 124.

o S - the Secretary of State, i
. 9. Mr. Sturrock has brought to completion a very -laborious task and an
investigation of great importance. The Government approve generally of his
‘rép'ort and results, but defer final orders pending rece;pt -of instructions “from the

- Secretary of State, - e .
S SR .+ (True Extract.) -
- " (Signed) H.E. STOKES,
TR Secretary to Government,
" To the Board of Revenue. L ‘ o
ExdF. B Bantlomaa. < -0 co S . .
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for submission to the Right Honorable _
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