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FROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE

‘REvENUE SETTLEMENT, LAND ReCoRDS AND AGRICULTURE),

Reap—again the following Proceedin , |
) 2dings of the Board
SO R Y e of B 1.5, s

Bead—the following G.0., Mis. No. 4363; Revenue, dated 5th November 506 — -

\ Read—the following letter from the Hon’ble M I

5 v r. G. de i 1‘ N 1
\,V\ ' ”ha’ mper of Comn}erce, Madras, to the Seeretary toc(u}oAvi[rI;nl;glst’ (glhl\al‘.r ximn,
. .. Bovenue and Agriculture, Ootacamund, dated 6th August 18916 Sl

\‘ -N’\'

In July last year some communications pg
. : ssed ;
L \/:;‘ Gfovernment of India on the subject of the CroII; orec::ttsw?g;x:gl; C{l}am}))e‘r wnd the
T R /’ of kevenue and Agriculture. In forw arding for your inforl t'y 16 Llepartment
. cﬁnespcinde&l?e, Ihhml'e the honour to request that yoq will be ;na londcopms fOf ot
N the enclosed further letter to the Governme 1 o good 28 to furward
\‘/ e,n? of Igdla on the same subject.
Excrosures,
Correspondence referred 4, above,
- From the Secretary to the Government of India
Caloutta, to the Secretary to th # Revenuo ang Agrioultural
Too , ary e Chambf&r of vmmeroe, Madras, dntgaa%gtl‘p; 1::1?:::;'
*
, In examining some of the prelimina .
, I have been struci with the fact }t)hat we ﬁv??p\ forocasts which Wo 1ssue in this department,

passages as the following, for instance, ocoyp—
in excess of the normal, while in the Centr '

al Provi :
the area sown last yeur.” Now the “area sown vll::tes e;tr ,tu_ ¢ ,
been nearly double the normal; and it seems to me tl{at vngtlr:, the Central 1
ness on thig

from the practical utility of these forecasts,

It may be that the figures of the precedin
parison, those who are intorested in the m attegl‘- ;,?i.nreaE{- form the mont uasfyl basin of coug
orop was like. « Or it may be that both forms of °°mpa§ison wel'.Y lfmr idoa of wha -
is to be maue with a normal area, the normal must, I t} °01t: dbe usefyl, .
eompare Present areas.wnh.(aay) the normal of 10 ¥ ea’m . ﬂ;n- 1 cons
of a partmul:;lrdstzple ﬁs rapidly extending would cléarly b g mli':ﬂ:af] Tovinco w
to adopt wo e the average area of the 5 years immediato] Ing, Perhapy a good normal
£orecast refers. Y Preceding that 5 whigrmal

1 should be obliged if you would favo . .
the abuve points, that is to say— ur me with the viows of the Cha

(1) whether the comparison should bhe it
(2) if with the normal, how it should b:lcgll

mber of Commerce op

ast year,
Lo culated,
-And ns we are considering the subject, I shoulq be

rendering these forecasts moro praotically usefy to thoaegvl,a};l.;? t‘i:’;;ive any other suggostions fop
concern, -

or the normal, or both;

o e i

i

!

Boarp or Revenve (Rev. SETT., L. Rps, AND AgrL), 26Ta AprIL }897, No. 316, 8

et il S I,

From the ITon’ble Mr. G. L. CIIAMBERS, Chairgnan. Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the
Under Secretary to the Government of India, Department of Revenue aud Agricultural,

Simly, dated 5th July 1695,

I have the honour to inform you. in reply to Mr. Ibbetsou’s demi-official letter No.
124/18-1 of the 22nd January last—which, as I have already informed you, was unfortunately
mislaid—on the subject of the adoption of a fised standard of compariscn for areas in forecasts of
crops, that this Chamber is of opiuion that both forms of comparison should be given, viz., with
tho preceding year and with the normal. The latter might Le the average area of the five years
immediately preceding that to which the forecast relates, provided that the rainfull during each
of these years has not been scriously deficient, in which case the figures of the year preceding the

- .quinquennium might be taken in conjunction with the other yearsin which the rainfall has been
normal for the purpose of calculating the normal area under crop. .
5 In o:)r'npliance wiih the request contained in the last paragraph of Mr. Ibbetson’s letter, the

"~ Chamber would suggest as one means of rendering the forecasts more pructically useful that so far
as ootton is concerned, an improvement might be effected by separating the *“ crops *” or “ Market
doseri tions.” For instance, in what is now termed. the ¢ Sopthern. Districts,” “Tinnevellies ”’
and * Salems ”” are lumped together, but as each crop is grown in a distinct district, the statistics
would be of much greater value if those relating to each description of crop were given separately.
Similarly the statistics reluting to “ Cocanadas” and * Westerns ”” and * Northerns ** should be
given separately. ‘I'he Chamber fears it would be impossible to satisfactorily sub-divide
¢ Westerns”’ and “ Northerns, ”” but in any case means should be devised to give also the area

under crop in the Nizam’s Domipigns, ‘ wi}thout wbich no estimate of the * Westera ” crop is of

much valae, ., .. , ‘,('J_:, : N . N ol 6
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Tcad —also the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Lsq., C.8,, ¢.s.1;, Officiating
..o 1 7 rSecretary to the Government of India (Department of Revenue and Agricul-

o ture—Agriculture), to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue
. Department, dated Simla, the 17th October 1896, No. 1815—2A-12 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 3322, dated the I8th
August 1896, and of the letter from the Chamber of Commerce of Madras enclosed in
it (of which a copy was also received direct from the Chamber), on the subject of the
forccasts of the cotton crop issued by the Government of India.

2. The Chamber mentioned two matters for the consideration of Government,
It is represented—

‘(1) that the outturn of cotton in ryotwari tracts is much under-estimated,
and that the reason for the under-estimate is that the officers immediately
concerned in the collection of the fact_s do not take sufficient interest in

' obtaining accurate figures ; .

«(2) that the returns would be more practically useful to merchants if the
0e P y
different ¢ market descriptions ” of the crop were shown separately.

3. The Governor-General in Council is not aware whether there is any foundation
for the suggestion of want of care in the preparation of the estimates, but, looking at
the forecasts for all parts of India as a whole, the collation of the facts regarding
import production, consumption, and export of cotton, leaves little doubt that the
returns of production are exceedingly incomplete. Much, if notimost, of the incomplete-
ness is no doubt due to the omission from the returns of the zamindari portion of
Madras, and to the entire or partial exclusion of many Native States in other parts of
India. It is possible, however, that the returns and estimates for the ryotwari area
in Madras may also be lacking in accuracy and eompleteness; and having regard to
the great importance of the estimates of the cotton erop to merchants—cotton being the
most important article exported from India—I am tfo suggest that the matter should

, be inquired into, and if it should appear that the suggestion of the Chamber is in any
' degree well founded, that steps should be tuken to sccure closer attention to the

- correctness and completeness of the district returns on the part of the officers respon-.
- sible for them. ) '

4. Asregards the second point, I am to say that as the pﬁblisﬁed returns give
scparate figures for each district, and as the Chamber mention in the list appended to

their letter the growth peculiar to each 43~ "2t it would seem practicablo, with a very
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4 Boarp or Revenue (Rey. Serr,, L. Ros, anp Aor), 261 ArRIL 1897, N, 316

small amount of trouble, to Speoify the growthg against the distriet ;s suggosted by
. Do

the Chamber. This would assimilafe the tico i X
where the final forecasts prepared by theplr)% 1e0 1n Madras to the Practico in Bombg

contain a statement showing the variety of
State, with the area and estimated outtyrg of
to suggest therefore that, if the M.
similar to that appended to the fing] memo
Presidency might be introduced into the ﬁnaﬁ?)(xi-um isay Cotton
Madras, to meet the wishes of the
the column specifying the distriets, of gy t

in each distriet, andbthe re-arrangémcnt o(;:' :11(1}; 22(111(1:;19 g tho dosqnptmn prown

80 a8 to bring together thoge in which :
suffice, leh the same deg,

S ——

Read—Proceedings of the Board of Re .
October ] 896,‘7;1[1;;? 1@%2’01511 and Agri), dated 24th

———

» Revenue, dateq 5, N
The letter from the Goverp ’ “embor 1896,
of Revenue for report,

> . 2. Itisobserveq that in th
1ng suggested by the Chamber

ment of India read abgvye will be referred to the Boa.rd

will be followed in future,

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  Lionpy, DA
! VIDSON
To the Board of Revenue, Revenue Settloment, A8- Under Scer otary to Govern'mcnt.

0 3econd of the paper Board states thgt the group-

— ———

Resolution.—~dated 11th J anvary 1897, Mis, No. 211

Before submitting it reply to the referen i
the B(()Iard reso}llx_fets1 to request the Champep of girﬁlr?lg(:c;nt: !i)e fast Fqer read abore,
gr;)tun 8 on Wt hlc 1t considers that the officig estimat o good as to stato tho
o I<))In crop in the Governmept villages of this Presidene €3 of the outturn of the
enable it to understanq the basis fop these egtimqt ooy o0 Jow. I order to
wherein the standard yield of 50]p, pe 7.8 copy of I3 p -» No. 39 of 1890
All subsequent estimates haye been caleu] : ill bo furnished.
rd.

R.v. SRINIVASIAR,

To the Secretar}j to the Chamber of Commorce, Madrasg Socrctary

- with a spare copy of B.P., dateq 12th ko),
No. 89, and Government of(fludizat 1]1;:3:11 I\?;y o)

Reap—also the following letter from G, @ | I
of Commerece, Madras, to the Scc'roARBUTHNOT’ E"q" Chai"n&n, Chambey

and Agri.), dated 2nd March 189711..)’1y to the Boarq of Revenye (R.8.L, R

I have the honour to acknowledge pooe:
1897, No. 211, in which tho Chagrcs. sk i sttl;*t’o B.P, duteq g 17 Tonary

siders that the official estimgteg of the ¢ ® Brounds on which i
villages in this Presidency are to, low, N3 of the Cotton crop inWGl;}’lCll’:ln‘igEE

~.

W
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Seren g

Commerce, at tha Annual M eeting of that body held on the 3rd ultimo.
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Boarp or REvENUE (Rev. Serr., L. Rps. AND AGRL), 26TH Apgrr, 1897, No. 316. 5

A

e

~ The main cause the Chamber had in view was the almosgt notorious fact that
native village officials habitually under-estimate crops. The Chamber, for instance,
can call to mind hardly any occasion when a crop has beex.l estimat-ed to be a 16-anng

that under-estimating is as much to be deprecated as over-estimating, a muych closer
approximation might be arrived at. In any case, a very close check by the superior
district officials appears to be necessary.

With reference to this matter I would draw the attention of the Board to the
remarks of the Hon'ble Mr, A. F, Beaufort; Chairman of the Bombay Chamber of
Mcr. Beaufort
is an accepted authority on Cotton Statistics, and dealing with the subject of crop
reports he is reported to have said :-_ The worst compiled and most unreliable
estimates are those of the Madras Presidency, where not only is no attempt made to
ascertain the arca under cultivation ield i i
the outturn in British territory is absurdly under-estimated,”.

The Chamber believes that the Agricultural Department in Bombay under M,
Ozanne has, of late years, effected considerable improvements in jtg estimates of
cofton crops, and no doubt a reference to that Department would elicit 2ome valuable
Lints,

T am desired to add that the Chamber has perused with
copy of the B.P., dated the 12th February 1890, No. 39. The question of average
outturn per acre of clean cotton is one that presents mach difficulty ;
estimates will in future be prepared according to the grouping of crops, as suggested
in the Chamber’s letter of the 6th August 1896,
point out that the old average unit for the Presidency (whether it was correct or not)
will now be of no value. For instance, the Chamber is informed that in Tinnedlly
the outturn per acre varjes from 701b. to 120 1b, according to the quality of the land,
Probably 901b. would be a fajr average for this district. Ip portions of the Bellary
district, on the other hand, the outturn per acre can hardly exceed 201b, It stands
to reason, therefore, that if ag accurate estimate of each separate erop is to be
attempted, a different unit for each must be adopted.

much interast thy

————————

ResoLvrron—dated 26th April 1897, No. 316.

In the letter of the Government of India referred in the Government Order read
above to the Board for report, attention was invited to two matters mentioned by the
Madras Chamber of Commerce in its letter to the Government of India, dated 6th
August 1896, namely—

(1) that the outturn of cotton
much under-estimated,

(2) that the returns would be of more practical use if particulars for the
different market descriptions of the crop were shown separately,

2. The Board hag already adopted the grouping of districts suggested by the

in Government villages in this Presidency was

" Chamber in connection with the second matter noted above.

8. As regards the first point it will bo seen from paragraph 2 of the letter of the
Chamber of Commerce read above, that the Chamber’s main reason (other reasons have

not beon stated) for its romark to the effect that the official estimates of the outturn

80 says the Chambor,

As a matter of fact, the
village officials have nothing whatever to do with the estimates of yield in question ;
i ing alone responsible for them. The village officers
Terely furnish particulars of area. Tt is, however, quite possible that even the officers
concerned do understate the yields, owing to the dificalty they labour under of com-

ANl

-,

prehending the Government of India system of anna-notation, under which an average -
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and not ‘a fyll crop has to be treated as 16 annas.' By way.of corrobora'fing its remark
made on 6th August 1896, the Chamber quotes a remark to the same effoct mude b
Mr. Beaufort, Chairman, Bombay Chamber of C

vinmerce, quite recently, viz., 3rd
February 1897, In B. P., dated 28th November _1894, No. 7202, it was Pointed out

to the firm of Messrs. Lyon & Co., Bombay, of which Mr, Beaufort is a member, that
the estimated average annual field of cotton i

total average quantity annua) ;

NNNAASAA A Ay -

Al

to the actual average outturn per acre having exceeded 501b. t
crop in the caleulation for the forecasts. If Mr. Beaufort’s remark js based on the

concluding remarks in the Board’s Proceedings above referred to, or in the final fore-
casts of the cotton erop for 1893-94 and

11894-95 which were supplied to that firm, his,,..
remark appears to the Board to be of teo 8weeping a character.

4. Collectors will be enjoined to pay closer attention than hitherto, to the cqr-

aken as a full (16-anna)

rectness and completeness of the district returns,

(True Coﬁi;;s ﬁnd Extract.) / |
| o // %w
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Outturn of Cotton.
Recording,

i L}
. with remarks, Proceedings of the Board of Revenne reporting the steps which
léhhas taken or proposes to take with reference to the observations made by the Madras
amber of Commerce in regard to the official estimates of the — in Madras Presidency.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS, -

-
~
e

REYENUE DEPARTMENT.

_ lowing Proceedings of the Board of Revqnue (Revenme Settlement Land
Rmn the %L g(z(lizoan q Agl‘iCU?ture)) dated 26th April 1897, No. 816.—. ,

—again the followine Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R. 8., L. R. ang
flead—again t Agriy), dated 116h January 1897, Mis. No, 211 :— |

Read—the following G.0., Mis. No. 3321, Revenue, dateq 18th August 1896 —

ing letter from the Ilon’ble Mr. G. L. ClIAMB KRS, Chairman
Read—th%hiﬂg;u(l)? Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Government of Madrag
Revenue and Agriculture, Ootacamund, dated 6} August 1896 ;.

¥
4

r some communicationg passed between thig Chamber gnq the
Goveigmizltyofla;;d};;aon the subject of the Crop Forecasts {lssued b_y the D.epartmer}t
of kevenue and -Agriculture. In forwarding for your 1information copies of thig
correspondence, I have the honour to request tl'mt you will be so good as to forwarq
the enclosed further letter to the Government of India on the same subjoct,

———

Excrosures.
- Correspondence referred ¢, above.

te the Government of India, Revenue and Agrioultura] Department
From th% alscictrt?xfag thg Secretary to the Chamber of Commerce, Madras, dateq 2¢nd J anuary,
893.

s of the preliminar (crop) forecasts which Wo issue in thig de artment,

I haé[en beeﬁlnanrtlnci :;?iltr};ethe fact I1:)hat we hz);ve no fixed star:dat_*d of comparigoy f(_)r arcrll)s.' Such

assages as the following, for instance, oceur—o¢ In the_l unjab the areq SoWn s 10 por gent,

passag f the normnl, while in the Central Provinces it i;a_lls short by nearly 25 por cont, of

lﬁ " aron gown last year.” Now the “agreg sown last year ” jp the Contra] Provinces may have

{)ezn“;iirly double the normal ; and it ssemsg to me that vagueness on t)jg Point must detract
from the practioal utility of these forecasts,

that the figures of the preceding ear really form the most ugofy basis of come.
oy I?ﬁzsgewh: are ingerested in the matter Zavmg_ & very fair ideq of what the gt years -~
panson,s like. Or it may be that both forms of comparison would be ugefy], But if
crop W{)le made with & normal area, the norma] must, T thm_k, be constantly Yo-adjusted ; gq to
is to resent areas with (say) the normal of 1y years ago in a Provines whero the cultivation
COmPar"ti}é ular staple is rapidly extending would clearly be misleading, Perhapg o g00d norma]
:f :d gg’; would be the average ares of the 5 years immediately Preceding that ¢ which the
0
fers, . .
forec;s:hf; 1d bo obliged if you would favour me with the ¥10ws of tho Chamber of Commorce oy
‘e points, that is to say— I
the abmle poithcl‘ the comparison should bo with lagt Yoar, or the normal, oy both;
((2)) iv; with the normal, how it should be caloulated,

idering the subjeot, I should be glad to receive any other 8uggostions fop
: mdi{;{,ﬁ:‘; ’}2‘;;@2?3 more practically useful to thoge whom they concorn_ °°
T o

Nos. 427, 427A, Frvenvz, 3rp Juyg 1897, L3
——
From the ITon’ble Mr. G. L. CHAMBERS, Chairman, Chamber of Comumerce, Madras, to the

Under Yecretary to the Government of lndia, Department of Revenue and Agriculture,
Simlu, dated 5th July 1895,

, inform you, in reply to Mr. Ibbetson’s demi-officia) letter No.
! Iia\? fllll: ‘312(;?;) I.}lt‘mfﬁlr;l]ast—\}\yrhieh, as Iphj;ve already informed You, wasg unfortunately
1241810 th sLb ject of the adoption of a fixed standard of comparison for areag jp forecasts of
mmaldil—glzhiseChaizber is of opinion that botl forms of comparison should be given, viz with
crops, tha ding year and with the normal. The latter might te the average ares, of the fiye years
the Pg?cf llng r{;ceding that to which the forecast relates, provided that the rainfa]] during ‘each
1mml:3 o yrsp has not been seriously deficient, in which cage the figures of the year preceding the
of these );S;m might be taken in conjunction with the other years in whicl the rainfal] hag been
ﬁfggflior the purpose of caleulating the normal areg under crop.

In compliance with the request contained in the last Pparagraph of Mr: Ibbetson’s letter, the

: i vement might be effected by go arating the ¢ €rops ” or “ Market
a8 cottix-l 1 ??nc%lgie?ﬁs?;nlcngg what is n%w termed the ZSoﬁthern t%F)'istricfsﬂ,”“‘ Tinnevelljpg »
descfalré ulmlis ” are lumped together, but as each crop is grown in a distinot district, the statistics
end 1d bﬁL ef much greater value if those relating to each description of CIOp were given separately,
W'0u'l 16 0t;he statisties relating to ¢ Cocanadas ”” and “ Westerns ”” ang « N orther_ns ” should be
S_um urs)e’ arately. ‘Lho Chambop fears it would be impossible . to ) satlsfactqnly sub-divide
gl{\(;nsterxlljs 7’ and “ Northerns, ”” but in any ease means shoulq be deylsed to give al,s’o the area
uu‘d“?' crop in the Nizam’s Dominions, without which no estimate of the “ Western crop is of

a VAUIJ o

much valuo, e

Order—No, 332 1, Revenue, a&tﬂd.‘%‘Sth August 1896, o
| The letter from the Chairman o1-$he Chamber of Commerce, Madras, wr »

. . wsumwill be
forwarded to the Government of India, %, e cuclt ¢ 7

SR
(True Extracy, )

' (Signed) A.T. ARUN DEL,

. Ag. Seeretary to Government,
To the Chairman of the Chamber of Commerce, ' -
Copy to the Board of Revenge (Revenue Settlement, Lang Records anq Agriculture),

Read—also the following G.0., Mis. No. 43 63, Revenue,i‘dated 5th November 1896,
. ’ ‘\_

Read —the following letter from DENZIT, IBBETSON » Esq., C.8, ¢.5.1, Officiating
Sceretary to the Government of India (Department of Revenue apq Agricul-

Government of Madrag, Revenue
Departm"‘lt, dated Simla, the 17th October 1896, No. 18 16—24-12

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your lettep No. 3322 dateq the 18th
August 1896, and of the letter from the Chamber of (,
it (of which a CoPY was also received diroct from the Chamber), on the subject of the
forecasts of the gotton crop issued by the Government of Indiy” - '

2. The Chamber mentioned two matters for the consideration of Government,
It is representod— ) .

(1) that the outturp of cotton in ryotwari tracts is mych under-estimated,
the reason for the under-estimate is that the officers Immediate]
concerned in the collection of the factg do not take suflicient interest iy
obtaining accurate figures ; - ‘
(2). that the returns would be more practically usefu] 1, merchants if the
different, « market descriptions  of the crop were shown Separately.

3." The Governor-General in Council ig pot aware whether there is any foundatiop
for the suggestion of want of care in the Preparation of the estimates, but, looking at
the forecasts for all parts of India as o whole, the collation of the facts regarding
Import productloq, Consumption, anqg export of cotton, leaves little doubt h,¢ the
returns of productjon aTe exceedingly incomplete, Much, if not most, of the incomplete.

hess 18 no doubt Qye to the omission from the returng of the zamindar; Portion of
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of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue (R.8. L, R.

and Agri.), dated 2nd March 1897 :—

‘ . 0 S 1n aceurge ' i ‘ .

the great importance of the ect, - ¥ and Completenegg . ATl arcy, have the honour to acknowledge receipt of the B.P., dated the 11th January
most important grtjcl, expiretitémfitoe; OIfnghe cofton e 0p to mercliaﬁltlsd‘hgo?tgg lr)e,gard to ]89'.',I No. 211, in which the Chamber is asked to state the grounds on which it cop-
be inquired into, and if j4 should 21 am, to Buggest that the ma?terelsl}ll%ltl?s |

iders that the official estimates of the outturn of the cotton crop in Government
degree well founded, th "bear that the Suggestion of the i
correctness and ¢ b, that steps should . b taken tg fe ham}

T ig | villages in this Presidency are too low o .
e distrj Secure clogep att CT' 18 1n an \ \91‘11e main cause the Chamber had in view was the almost notorious fact that
"ble Lor them. | iriet roturns on the part of the f(}?‘ntmn fo the ) native village officials habitually under-estimate crops. The Chamber, for Instance,
4, As regards the se d 1o o T Olicers respop- ’ can call to mind hardly any occasion when a crop has been estimated to be g 16-anna
8cparate figureg for each S?Stl;ietp Olnfi Iam ¢t 8ay that g4 the puBli hed . one. The tendency, no doubt, is to estimate on the safe side, and if it were general}
: a ] she . . A ! e ‘ ‘ or
their letter the growt peculiar £ :aehafiigt]gc(t)h?mber Mention in ¢h, 1; Q»r:(itums glve ; mde known to the subordinate officials concerned in the preparation of the estimates
H
}
f
!

rl Read—also the following letter from G. G. ARBUTHN OT, Esq., Chairman, Chamber
I
|
}

small amount of trouble, to Specify the arowth t would gee 7 "“dhat under-estimating is as much to be deprecated as over-estimating, a much closer

the Chamber, This woulq assir approximation might be arrived at. In any case, a very close check by the superior

il: : e distriet ) : ; .
Wher? the final forecastg Prepariel(lil l%;,tfl‘l’epgptlee 10 Madpag to S 88 sugpest disirict officials appears to be necessar y.

; ) With reference to this matter I would draw the attention of ‘the Board to the
WL in egep g d 81’lculture, J remarks of the Hon'ble Mr. A. F. Beaufort, Chairman of the Bombay Chamber of
ob distric ' ' Commerce, at the Annual Meeting of that body held on the 8rd ultimo. Mr. Beaufort

€ yea . . e . . .
similar to that appended to the p adras Government see n) oder repop, Tam- is an accepted authority on Cotton Statistics, and dealing with the subject of crop

. : . 1 me 0 Objection, g stat A . : Y« sompiled and eli
residenc o ) 10l memorandym on the ! dtement AN rts he is reported to have said : The worst complied and most unreliable
adras, t§ I;l]lgi;t lt)ﬁ emtrpclllueed 1nto the fing] forecast issuedcg;tgﬂecgp ‘f} the Bombay | (ra:{)i(z)nates are those of the Madras Presidency, where not only is no attempt made to

the column épecifyfn(, :ﬁ;ﬂ d(')st of the amber of Commern- o. - T?ar -u of .ReYéD“e" I ascertain the arca under cultivation and the probable yield in the zamindaris, b‘:t
“. in each digiring and the p Stricts, of another column gto-4¢ > the zie tsertion, after ] the onfturn in British territory is absurdly under-estimated.” Y
* = %0 bring th gether th S-arrangement of the order (v which t d.es‘qup tion growy : The Chamber believes that the Agricultural Department in Bombay under Mr.,
80 23 . :\b' o °%¢ I which the Sa”}%t;_&éscﬁption is rsw istricts aro shown, (Ozanne has, of late years, effected considerable improvements in its estimates of
suffice. ™ - . Nl Codat 6 th Would Probably ! cotton crops, and no doubt a reference to that Department would elicit some valuable
. - - l * . 4 .

T — C . : hints. '
. e R o ‘ . I am desired to add that the Chamber has perused with much interest the
Read Procee@ngs of th? goiu'g of ng’en}le (RS, LR, and Agri), dateq 24ih !; copy of the B.P., dated the 12th February 1890, No. 39. The question of average
S , . ., cclober !18962 Mis. No. 5203, , > outturn per acre of clean cotton is one that presents much difficulty ; but us
, . T e : estimates will in future be prepared according to the grouping of crops, as suggested
Orderf-thergox{ Mis, No. 4363, Revenue dated ' ~- i in the Chamber’s letter of the 6th August 1896, to the Government of India, I would
. ) 5th November 1898, - ‘ pi int out that the 0ld a unit £ gthe Presidency (whether it was corr 't not)

- The letter £ . o oL ‘ ~ point out that the old average or sidency (w r 1t was correct or no

of Revenue fur r’;;::rz.he quérnfllent of Indla read above will be referred to tho Board (L will now be of no value. For instance, the Chamber is informed that in Tinnevelly
2. Tt is observed that in th, 1 of h C \ ’ A the outturn per acre varies from 7Ulb. t0 120 Ib, according to the quality of the land.

. : 11 the second of the paperg the Boarg -/ Probably 90lb, would be 5 fair average for this district. Ip portions of the Bellary
1ng gugggsteflvby the Chambezj will be followed in future, . - d, States that the group- o v district, on the other hand, the outturn per acre can hardly exceed 201b, It stands
(True Exfraet,) . o Co ,.’ to reason, therefore, that if an accurate estimate of each separate crop is to be

- c o attempted, a diﬁerent‘unit for each must be adopted.

. —-Ag. Undep Secretary ¢ DSON;

N 0 Governme , :

To the Board of Revenue, Revenye Settlement, e Qment, : Resolution—dated 26th April 1897, No. 316. |

. — o c ' ; In the letter of the Government of Indja referred in the Government Order read
RESOIHtIOfl yd‘ate(.i -l.lth .«Tapuary 1897, M{s. N o. 211 ; B O AP ‘» above to the Board for report, attention was invited to two matters mentioned by the
o ; BBef(()lrQ sul;mlttmg its reply to the reference made in theA‘lél ’lt" b Tk Madras Chamber of Commerce in its letter to the Government of India, dated 6t

¢ Doard resolves to Téquest the Chamber of Commerce 14 be SU-Paper regq above, { August 1896, namely— g |

f;‘gtlézd:ro;ninwt%lgh(}lt conmde;'s .f]hat the officia estimateg oioti?d ats to state the . . ] ) ~ (1) that the outturn of cotton in Government villages in this Presidency wag

: overnment villages of thig resid ’ Outturn of 4, W‘/' , much under-estimated.
::1}?:;19. ‘tﬂfg :tndnzrs:gnq lt(llle fbggﬁ) for these estimateg inccgpyrﬁftﬁ’ Pl N In order tg 2 Yo (2) that the returns would be of more practical use if particulars for the

ein andard yield o - Per acre g} s Py No, 8 £ ‘i t market descriptions of the crop were sho tely,

All subsequent estimates haye been g ¢all rounq wag arrived g v,vill be quf.1890 ; different marke P P Were shown separately

_ ‘calcul‘ated With referey
" (True Copy and Extfdct.) -
L SRR (Signed)
To the Secretal'y to (tht; Chamber of Coi;imc;rbé, M{a:dl“c:is" : :
" with a spare eopy of B.P., dateq 12thFeb’rua 1

- No. 39, and Government of India lottep N?,r 890, .

1815/2 A.10
dated 17 o2 A1z

ce to th;t; standarq 2. The Board has already adopted the grouping of districts suggested by the

i Chamber in connection with the second matter noted above.

3. As regards the first point it will be seen from paragraph 2 of the letter of the -
H Chamber of Commerce read above, that the Chamber’s main reason (other reasons have _
i not been stated) for its remark to the effect that the official estimates of the outturn
% of cotton in this Presidency were too low, was the notorious fact, so says the Chamber,
4

"R, SRINIVASIAR,
, , . Becretary, .

th Octobey ’1896_

ok,
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that the village officials habitually under-estimate yields. As a matter of fact, the
villago officials have nothing whatever to do with the estimates of yield in quost,inn ;
the superior revenue officers being alone responsible for them. The village Ofﬁcere’;
morely furnish particulars of area. Tt is, however, quite possible that even the officers
concerned do understate the yields, owing to the diffieulty they labour undor of com.
prehending ths Government of India system of anna-notation, under which an average
and not a full crop has to be treated as 16 annas. By way of corroboratine jts r(\ma;?k
made on 6th August 1890, the Chamber quotes a remark to the same effoct made b
Mr. Beaufort, Chairman, Bombay Chamber of Cummerce, quite recently, viz 3{3
February 1897. In B.P., dated 23th November 1894, No. 7202, it was pointed, sut
to the firm of Messrs. Lyon & Co., Bombay, of which Mr. Beaufort is g member. hat
" the estimated average annual yield of cotton for the previous five vears fell short of f‘?
total average quantity annually consumed and exported during that period by ab z n
20 per cent., owing either to the area figures for zamindaris being under-estim:yltedb\c‘;i ’
to the actual average outturn per acre having exceeded 501b. taken as g full. (16-auna)
crop in the caleulation for the forecasts. If Mr. Beaufort’s remark is based on the
concluding remarks in the Board’s Proceedings above referred to, or in the final fore-
casts of the cotton crop for 1893-94 and 1894-95 which were supplied to that firm, his
remark appears to the Board to be of too sweeping a character., ’

4. Collectors will be enjoined to pay closer attention than hitherto, to the cor-
rectness and completeness of the district returns. !

- . . J
'

o rnatnre.

(True Copy and Extract.)

(Signed)  R. V. SRINIVASIAR, SN B : S | . .
. . Secretary. ™ or ("JVB-‘*A'\;ENT ) . . - ' : _— J;# . y
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department. . ¥ S \ e
,,» the Secretary to the Chamber of Commerce, Madras. i ‘ ' - 1 \ ] S
1 the T ”» ) Bombay. e i L’
»» all Collectors, except Malabar, South Canara, Nilgiris and Madras. / N .
. EITY Go"g"(‘\""”‘:'NT vg\ { {
i . | M . 7
Orper—No. 427, Revenue, dated 8rd June 1897. ' \ !,“ , =
v Recorded, }' e - SNV AR
18cellaneous. DIrya, ! o -
_ 2. '[‘Exe Government gbserves that in A o
the Board’s Proceedings read above, G.0 Ry -~ A1
No. 4363, dated 5th November 1896, has been wrongly printed. The necessary correc. . E { Dl | | "
tion will now be made, and a copy of the present proceedings forwarded” for th | —Lin,, Wt e , , o . ~a
information of the Government of India. e Jy Ao N 4 \ ‘ N !
(True Extract.) 2 : f
(Signed)  @. STOKES, - | . | i
. g. Secretary to Government, . y ¢
To the Board of Revenue (Revenue Settlement . ( . i ;L
? Land Records and Agricaltare), , {) . ; ?é’
. * C g v :
1 ( K L} i: L‘
Endorsement No. 427A. Co v',/ ‘:‘T‘-\.,\M: J i
f India, R : N 2 — , j
Copy to the Government of India, Revenue and Agricultura] Department, W A Pring i 4. , S : j |
. ' | r’B N, g 'J)j: ; . '!
(Signed)  G. STORES, ol ir: p:if,‘jbif,f’;"wf- { l‘
g« Recretary to Government, T CTES o b,;d;:g ::‘ ] j
| /
Fad. A. Runguawmy Alyangst, E . ?‘a
70 Coptes. . o . . oy o T "j;éﬁ
| I s | -?
tj.\ ‘\\ . ;’J M““-——«MN ‘““"*‘\u\.,,,\_ . !{. {"
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