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the courts the work of calculating the compensation twice over; ﬁ_"E'tlY; under section
8 and secondly, under section 10 In order to see if the sum ascertained under section 8
exceeds the sum ascertained under section 10. The clauses are an illogical combination
of two inconsistent ideas ; compensation according to market value is intelligible and
g0 is compensation according to cost, but compensation calcnlated at three-fourths of

the market value and one-fourth of the cost seems to be based on no rational principle.
— Why should the tenant receive only three-fourths of the market

: e b, valnelgf tSr;::':’t‘x: “jants sown or planted by him or by a previous tenant ?  Why again
Reap—the following papers :— should the tenant geoeive half the market value of trees Plant(?d by the .landlord or

Letter from A. THOM ' | . gpontaneously grown, the cost of maintaining 81101} trees being vnf‘tually nil ?
Secretary to GovePSON’ Esq., Distriot . ® L 18. Clause 2 of this section is superfluous as, if the trees are immature, this will be

January 1899, No, Z%ment, Revenue D:Pﬂ?‘dse, North Malaba: considered in estimating their market value. o
T bwve k6 Noour 4 ; ment, dated Tellich r, to the 14. The proviso to section 10 should be omitted as it will only cause unnecessary
December 1898, submit the report erry, l4th disputes. The tenant is hardly ever overburdened with capital and it may be safely
called for iy assumed that in 999 cases out of 1,000 he will carry out his improvements in the least
it is hardly necessary to legislate for the odd 1000th case.

2. Legislation is certainl i Pmdingsy dated 17th

the High C J Deee i

e togthg.,ourt that the tenant is e:ts'atll'y 1 order to g

s e cost of making them_ itled, not tq th 0 away with th 2
nothing need be now said o’n &t the ¢« § e valye p e decisions of

3. Section 3.—Th
substantial change in the g« 3¢ P20t

expensive way and it 1s : .
15. Section 12.—Why should the court have to carry back its enquiry for ten
’ aluation is sufficient.

years ? The market price at the time of v . | .
be omitted. 1 have heard of nothing like

11, I1T and IV should
16. Schedules 11, 1112 dineval days when the price of almost every

' ] . of legislation since the me :
B A nbasic ses of the population were fixed by statute. It may

ation t
Transfer of Propert W. If a mort 0 the definjt; : d the costume of i i
- be raised as to t%fxﬁve et be excluded frgzlg e elau?eon of tenant is really a g?f:?dmtlhat ihe figures given in these schedules are presumptive only and may be
omitted. undisputed right, of k:.he definitiop, (ffd Z of section 58 of the Debutted by evidence, but the practioal result will be that the cour's il 8o
4+ Whiey Qafiition: o i Domdars, The e:mlmt’ questions will much evidence to rebut them that the?r will be ‘:ll‘tuauy treated as conclusive.
for Eviotivn oh vede ndlord ” j Planation should be These schedules will merely Te'“:it"t‘(’)duee ’:11 ¢ ggﬁtty Aa{‘;gm'v"ted f:;r}n ths evil
3% vt sse remedy. at Act was passed In oraer to

18 quite ingy
hich the eourts then calculated improvements. It is
t the utmost, be correct only fur the time at which

ption are brought, not by flicient,
manifest that such tables can, &

g M :
under the plaintiff so thga??tt‘::liiZﬁew demige, Tthe landlorg ?::1{’ ;,f not most, suits

abolish the tables of rates by W

object of the Bill mi be e tenant | y the perso
ght be dof 4 question L et s
case I? any case the word « im:te b Whether sootiqp Ssm:. d;ee not hold - Bt thoy-wes prepared. tical val i i
sof ‘sab-tenants, ediately » pplied and the ‘ 17. Section 14 will be of hardly s.n%' p(;‘as lih v1 ue 1:twmg to the difficulty of
; f the rates once xed by the legislature.

5. The explanati obtaining an alteration 0
P i 18 g‘L-‘e.e«-tiou 15 should be omitted. The Malabar tenant is not destitute of sense,

I have never heard e definiti
: of ~1aon of «j :
WiIFBs drily & cita fa case to which t}, :f improvement » - order to get a8 much profit as he can out of them during the term of
cause of unnecessgry 43 explanat thoulg tenan . . '
ry disputes, tion would slno be: amitied : 3 L5, denaay a0 “he is much more likely to know how many trees his land will sustain
4 ' 5 the legislature. 1f a case of overplanting were to occur, it

S

6. The listof improveme

definition contai . nts containeq ; applicable, and i " 1 than. 8 i 1 1

7. Secti au:ied In clause (1) mtalkilllfgdilt;n clause (2) might , x - :::tx‘l:l‘d(-:'??ﬁ‘:s own rem with it, as the overplanting, if real, would result in a

At Pr«;sent liofna( laznfi]lauged( )y very exe 1(1lulte suPﬁPﬂlﬁ)usbe omitted, the excellent dm‘niuution of the yield of the trees and this would be taken into aceount under section 8.
) AT v e . —

he leaves the decree han izes not wish tq paentt change in the | §

years, and the tenant is gofeglnexwuted Ove}; t{:e ﬁompensatio:‘;i"f Civil Procedure

- . - 1 1 (\s e e - -

:'f i?iﬁ"ii his compensation, Ty so:é?o“gh he mg .ef:d of the ten::tdf by the decree, ; Letter from W. 1. WELSH, Esq.. District Judge, South Malabar, to the Chief

the tenan:leac:B s;g to add after the wlt‘)rt(f tSiVe fufl eg‘ea: Xious to Qu(;{ :}h(’ l1]"xt. 12 Secretary to Government, dated Y e 384 hiid meary’
entati . . ouect to thig ¢ e d -

money.” pencation hud beey de?;::s “ a8 if the Sn::ls change in t}l: : la(:'] With reference to the order of Government, Mis. No. 5021, Revenue, dated the

8. Clause 3 should be omit 8guinet the Langlorg L0 P° Puid o 17¢h Degomber 1895, camatusionset B it ¢ iioladhion has oo
rt the Jandiord 46 ovade mitted ; it oqy Id 1 a syit fo $E1 g _ ultimo, I have the honour to su fm e following remarks.

g ( 4),_'1‘]198;(\:“01-1 16, only cayge disbutes s L ) ! R\ ® 2.’ Section B (1)_,E,;planatzon.—The wording “ sectiop 587 should be insert:d
words “ to the person by whlstnct Mungit Tal; afford a loophole : between **(€) ” and “.OE the Transfer of Property Act.” Thisisanew provision. fihe
so as to meet the case of th Om arrears gpq g 'Paramba, syg it \ason for the exclusion of mortgagees under clauses (¢), (d) and (¢) of section 58 of

10. Clause (6) sh © value of the imue after the WOggst: the insertion of 1 | :;15 Transfer of Property Act from the definition of « tenant ” is not apparent nor is it

(6) should be o Mprovements being flu ordered to he pai d,‘i | explaine in “the Statement of gbjeot; ando %ga;sonr;é’ As the law now stands a mort-
viz., Kanomdar, Ottidar, aripanayomkar, &c., is entitled to

case in which recourse has been p; rly u e to a sy .
b- . term of years,
1. Clauses (c) aud (d) of se:?.e to aBsessol)js u:il::e{h L have neyer htemmt' j e :0‘ I:;;;a,, g T{m Subordinate Judge of Palghat and two IMstrict Munsifs there-
m_co_nsxstent with the objeet of the Blﬁil 8 should e € Present Aot eard of a i foro suggest thut a mortgagee under clauses (¢), (d) and (e) of section 58 of the Transfer
bis improvements and not their meye o which ig to semly be omitteq by l "f Property Act should be expressly included 1n the definition of “tenant.” 1f the
re cost, Moreover"“re to the t(‘nu‘:ft being quite : ) °( lanlaﬁ‘m become law it is not very unlikely that the shrewd jenmi will embody in
; these clauses wil] it:\; value of :“lfdo(.umpm some clause creating some money right so as to defeat the tenant’s nght
0se upon to wmpensution.
’ o
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No. 9, Leeistative, 6ri FesrUARY 1899,
The wording of clauses 1 and 5 of section 6 referring to the decree or ordep ¢ for
the redemption of the land » 1s also in favour of this view,

Jal 4 mortgagor who had tendered the
value of the mortgage but not the value (f lmprovements,
4. The mortgagor had tendered the mortgage amount within the meaning of
seetions 83 and 84, Transfer of Property Act, but

: had not tendered the value of im-
8 4 and § of the Malabay Compensation for Tenants’
ments Act and yet sned

Improve.-

Profits. ' It is not lajd down in the
latter Act that sections 83 and 84, Transfer of Pro
these provisions.

perty Aet, are to be read subject to
a. Consequently tenants are in a difficulty v

the Transfer of Property Act or to hold out as allo

out they may be saddled with payment of mesne
to advise clients,

6. Section 4 (1)— also a new Provision. Tt will be dis-
advantageous to the tenant. If g large part of the Property has been substautially
improved and a small rart has been damaged by the Improvement it would be com-
petent to the landlord to contend nunder the explanati
be given for the improvement. Tt ig evident that in such case
awarded the value of the improvements minus the amount of the

Subordiate J udge and one District Muunsif therefore consider it gq
the explanation,

7. Section 6 (2),

hether to surrender as required b
wed by the Local Aot If they hold
profits and pleaders do not know how

Erplanation.—This is

damage, Qpe
visable to omit

. D for ejectment the tenant
have the option of taki ; seree. It would be suffieje

the decree for surrender of the lang condilionul on payment for

The wording may he slightly altered s as to make the order for
independent part of the

decree as well as condition p
recover the land,
8. T have no remarks on the other portions of the Bill. The tables seem
been carefully Prepared,

should not
nt to make
the improvements.
such payment an
recedent to the landlord’s right

to have

—

No. 138.
Transferred to the Revenue Department,

(Signed) A R KNAPpP
16tk January 1899, Ag. Under Secreta,r “

SANKARAN NAIR, M

Government, Revenue Department, dated Eg’mor:,dgst’h t;a ;ﬁ:rySeltggegary to
I have the honour to forward, herewith my remark : ;

for Improvements Bill with refere 0. 3 oetks on the Malabar Cop

for 1 nce to G.0., Mis, No. 5021

Letter from M.R.Ry. (.

Pensation
s dated 17¢h December

e
Section 3, Clause (1).—The result of this definie:
taken with sections 5 and 6, that usufry

s m .
mortgagees by conditional sale wil] be excludgi’ fro gagees, Enghsh mort
the holders under kanom and anal

.AgOUS tenures gpe held
gagees, the operation of the Act will be Very much restrictedf) » usu’fruetuary sl

(1) Men who obtain cowles from Government 1,

without recognizing any janmig’ title ; neither the G
claiming the janm right.

2) A trespasser or mere Squatter who cultivateg wast . - .
or in (fu)ll knowledge of the owner’s right but Without rec:glga(ilnelther N Ignorance of
having no title whatever to cultivate the land,

S 8Ly such right gnq

-

s i e e
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rson aming un 1 1 1 1 y karnavan) whether
P iming under an invalid alienation (sa under a
by (3y) f?no(:'t;;'lelorllease who have built houses on waste parambas.

way o o

(4) Any mortgagee, even those falling under C, D and E of section 58.
O

5) In fact any holder of land not claiming janm right and who may not be
inclug()e)d in this definition of ¢ tenant.”

is Bi i lue of improvements
- i der this Bill, to clalm.the va ;
hThese Wd}l,al:.ggt?; Znottltilsgiuggd in the definition section (3) and sections 5 and 6
s they are ap "
:ill nry)t therefore apply to tt.xem.l i ol o b s i e
it Ai n le ~ e :

Fm‘thte' 1;llfdAi:omt111)<(a)i81'se isgloue from € who provest his ttltlge :;?ngbtt:utllsledgglf.i?itif:;
is now entitlec : B o doubt is a tenant ace : :
possession agam;t; éis. onlllylr ;hzz J:S: of A, and the Bill as drafted tlseaves it open to fair
4 f;t!l;vggrher C is bound to pay B the value of improvements.
argum

ferred to claim the value of their
: holders of land above re ; ) e
i rl]l%:l tha(.:;f US:'Zr been doubted—at legsti) I (tzi}ill;’g; lfrI:lliosm:gfl igza;ﬂt‘:t?gcﬁ i
. t” has been understood by gty
By t}led?:::y‘ ht:l?ig of land who is not a janmi and who does not claim janm
to inclu

i ich till
t that the legislaty e will not throw any doubt on those rights which
now }Int\l: Sbeen recognized ur uestioned.

to the grave objection
i 5 and 6) seem therefore open bje
These Pﬁoz'lzlgntz gs;slt:&zsf f’(;m tah = Oplration of the Bill, perz;aps the majority of
o ﬂ'le);v?;ilch :he courts have to award the value of improvements.

cases 1 :

1 istake here which might lead to serious conse-
: —There is apparently a mistake ) v
Sectwt'zrgé sezlt‘zlt]iif ;: ££fted does not apply tof th(fjsjv c;iziswcﬁ'egar :Itlxet 1111:11)11;; s
ot 1 se, in the course of a i cars ; . :
R ieiverta b}ut Wlll aolillza(ia;)lroc’iuee. This is holding out a pre)ml(urll;ig)l Jacnoxgésa,n :;1:;
ol ey n(l3 es, but to eviet tenants whgm there are trees (n vg; ot
o rei?lwbkmtll?:xls (\);lliecalf h,ave not come into bearing. An increase in e
planted by i
oy Sek i ize the right of the labourer or tenant to the
: ill fails to recognize g er |
In so far 1{19 t}rl: E)lvements, I do not approve of the same. lTixl? ‘tiizl:;gﬁz ?fs ;2;;
full value of the imp iform and I consider those deglswns sound tha 0g .
i Cogrt tali‘?s %(ﬁ:e:trilon which is dealt with in section (8) and the following sections
im. n thi :
?211;:11 send you my observations later.

his diffevence of opinion notwithstanding, I consider that this Bill will effect
gre]zztu ztnidlfleslimble improvement on the existing system.
a

(Signed) C. SANKARAN NAIR.

the

. i G. W. DANCE, Esq., Collector of Malabar, to

Rmn—thg f(;}eltc;‘:\{nt% gt)t\?;rnf:x?:rl\t, Revenue Depax,'tment, dated Calicut, 25th J anuary
1%%9, Ref. on C. No. 1653-B. and G. of 1898 :—

- . imo, calling for remarks
Wi ., Mis. No. 5021, dated 17'th ultimo, g ;
ith reference to G.O., bdated L1 pliimo, ealling. f i
istri i or im-
i i Pillai, Tandholder, Malabar distriet compensation )
/ > 1. Chinnaswami Pillai, Lan »
; B:‘;m}:‘:::?ug[hr}iam Gomael, 2l . Kb provements,” I have the honour to submit,

: v e 1 2
; herewith, the opinions received from th
M.R.Ry. O. Gopalan Nair Avargal, Bpecial Deputy
. AN AR . .

i n named
fficers and non-official gentleme
for Janmam Registration. : : 0 c 1

MCﬁllactorK“rGoviuda Menon Avargal, Tahsildar o in the margin, - g

KOI?YSHX Chandu Nambiar Avargal, Tahsildar of 9. I have no remark; tghol e;m i g
o i i one on whi

R Ry 8. Ansnta Patter Avargal, Tahsildar of Pal- Subject is not
. M LY. o, o é

petent to offer an opinion.
ghat.

i Retired Snb-Judge. fully submit that the
. Diwan Bahadur E. K. Krighnan, it bal: i reaeii 8. 1 respectfully /
. M.RRy. P. A. Krishna Menon Avargsl, First-g time allowed 1s too short to admit of the

Pleader, Culicut. ¢ ot
S ey Bill being carefully eriticised.
2

L. Vibert Bfr).:(f.' 105, Bpetial Assistant Oollsetor.

(AN

© A o &0
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(1)
From Rao Bahadur P. I. CHINN ASWAMI PILLAT :
Manicipality and Member of the Malabar m{n;;:‘ﬁg’aﬁe;a?h}z;m;n &f t(l;:"balgha;
Malabar, dated 5th January 1899, L e ector o

I have the hononr to acknowledge the receipt o

26th ultimo, forwarding a copy of a draft Bill to : 3d ]
compensation for improvements, and in reply to snbﬁiotu :le;et;oltﬁ)?i?,t; ,.?mt:l&smahbm ok
I have not had time to consider fully the detajls of the Bill, but I beg to express my
nsation for ey ts’ . \
0 be replaced by ?rle:h Improvements Act I of 1887 is

f your Ref. No. 1653.5. and G., dated the

) alabar Compe
guita vague and defective, and Tequires t

; : egislation, Tt is not necessary ®
'ons, particularly as the Hon i
one of the greatest authorities on 4 ourablaM%

ber in' charge of th Bill—
matters conne i > o St

treated tl;e subject. iq his Statement of Objects azﬁlezzl;slﬁzlgbﬁr‘;m} f",ﬁ; and c)eu.rly
manner with the rinciples to be followed in framing the new’com as t_ea t in an exhaustive
the additions and modifications made in the proposed Act wil] heneation Act. 1 think that
lords and tenants, and that the Bill may be passed into law Prove beneficial both to land-

—

(2

ng Special Assist

of Malabar, dated Caxlx)xp, Calicu:: ?Sthcf&:::;m lhsfgsl)ab&r, to the Collector
With reference to your Endorsement, Ref. No. 1653—p A

1898, on Tenants’ Improvements Bill, T have the hopgue ¢ .C% 20 @, dated 26th December

$o offce are as follows :— #ve the honour to state that ¢

he only remarks I have
I doubt whether the provision of gectj 5i 8 : i
Transfer of Property Act but this is g point fox? '3&35;3(’:;23?3 'f;tv;'f' lﬂl 'h Brovisions of the
T note that thongh the word k . aw

2 examine,
Anom occurs in gect:
clear whether the phrase « ection

kanom or leasg » 6 (3) it is not defined and it is not
interchangeable, which is hardly the cage. T means that the terms are to b considered as

he k :
which might be noted as an explanation perhap; anomdar is bty landlorq ang tenant—a fact

As the court has power under section 15 ,

scale—a fact which is implied but not expressed 3_%“5‘:6;11 :O{usli Tate for trees in excess of the
classification of tracts favourable Lo cocoanntsg, The limit em necessary to add the extra
planted will al‘yays bg a matter of evidence when it is oyep 80, il)umber of trees that should =,
that the land is spemallx favourable, T ere are tractg g eci ’ll > e it wi
parambas where they will grow hardly fouy feet “P&rt,p ?’ Yy favo
apart and in every case of overplanting it will natuaral] b 6 scale g])
bear the extra crop—so that if it is gle X, 0

ut in evian. S them at eight feet
) ] : ar that the court Put in ¢ 2ence that the land could
additional classifications for fayourable areas are called for = Qisoretion to xceed the scale no

From L. VIBERT, Esq., LC.S., Act;

—

@)
Note by M.R.Ry. C. GOPALAN NAIR, Special Deputy Coll

hJ anuary 1599, ector, Wah"“nad, dated Vellurzki,
Section 8, Clause 1.—The o}

jeot of the By
their improvements ; and it is therefore desirgillz :l?a.:"‘;“re to tenants )0 full market value of
such persons as may be entitled by law or custom to gl: he wopq te <

made by them. The word is defined to meay s laim Compenggt; include all
and is, or b’ﬁlﬁ fo:'1 a:ﬁ spgcial cor;tract or custom w, be, liab) %
erson.”” is definition Testricts the clasg of » lable to pg
to those who hold lands with the consent of anot?lfgon:r:g hom this enactment is applicable
lands, withount consent being applied for anq Obtaine(f In. It excludes Persons who oconp
cowle-holders who never obtained the janmj’ consent 1, i 2@ the large number yf
holder acqulx)lic_ashan }::_bsotl_tﬁe rl%;i:a xf:;le holds the Jan 7 ziore t;:nltw;;t. o
rietor establishes his title within that eriod : Y Period :
}l)atter is entitled to the value of improvelﬁents gﬁg ::tmn§ a decree 4 g’] od, :t:t 1fl t;;e pr{:-
how the value should be asges Owledar, the
Similarly, squatters entering u

e Shg the B . o improv ‘Iuez:tion arises as to
3 em € T
title as also purchasers of the squatter’s jmpp = Malabar withont, JIents by ¢ tenant,
ments. They are practically tr

e py - »
gs;:l :reh entitleq to aln;n‘it:: g)froi]:nm:f;o:;
€Y are liyhle to be ejected r;t the

s

i
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vARY 1899.
mive, 6rE FEBR 1.4
No. 9, Lreista
: i

e s iy b soms oo ht s o Sty

fnllr:voi:hin :hegdeﬁ“itio? v ggn&n:élﬁm. I note that section 17 provides
expressed that they :

. a].b .tlh u]:lde bhe
i m n A

ion for their improvements
3 rs to compensation " g
va f this Aet.'Pe The “311: flfi:ﬁmie; but it seems to fmiemt?z:.e zgiets,ﬂi]te ;&iﬁ bl:
Pm‘wl‘)(lmsf:ll o% securing the full market -;aht:; (:)f pegsons who are entitled
2:;1::”];; framed for :bo;i Pm‘i’x of the word © ten{mt.d gxlali ;ga‘s‘stenant o oA b eron
i in the 0v i be done by de : ior title and adding an
better to include mrovements' This may other person having superior 1
i % ted at the
to the value of impr ted at the instance of an ies land and 1s liable to be ejec ]
is li to be ejecte ithout title occupie RN ning of this section.
whola:lex'taigxl;e that a Personﬁggn;?p%‘;ior title is a tenant within the mea: : AT
:’:ft.ance EESPRS T lanation.—A mortgagee End?lilf:h:l::s (sl,éi(igo?of(:hi(; Act, The
9. Section 8, Olause 1, EZP : ’1882 is not a * tenant ’ wit mnot g; iAo 7t B0 Sopertion
o tbe.'l-ransfﬂt Oflpr?]:lel]::ynotcsi ,,ted-’ Theﬁehmorfl'-lga!ﬁ::tsg:g:es under clause (c¢) and c}ause (e)
. is excluslo that, thoug luded. Clause (¢) of section
objeet of this d it appears to me hould not be so excluded.
f 1887, an clause (¢) should t mortgagee, and clause
:f;:%:elezolﬂded” mgﬁgzgfe;::é?gee, clause (d) with a usufructuary o
’ . 1
58 deals with® COBCT" - e it is the same as
(e) with an g 0T 8'“ rtgage by conditional sale,” g l{i:;d ei}t].;tAlcft ,lls)y hl:r. Tostio
With reference to n(l,? g;entaries on the Tra.nsf:ar% : lider Shich the jasiv: las
“« % artham ” io Malakﬁt', { c;vr::rtlm.m » js defined to be “a t?ﬁ dut‘o any, the smallest share
Peruvrd 185) aud Eer:o pizee mortgaged and is not eI; lo‘f e o riet;rship-" (Malabar
She;_)P:d the fall value of the p l{) t ‘token of acknowledgmen prop e spigea Wi e e
L ttam or even the sma %31 I). The janmi is entitled to the ma: e v (2)
gl;n:xl:;lpawl“me I, page Cctxxh;;t there is no ebjection to excluding mortgag
'y demption, so
at the time of re f this Act. : hould not be
B UPe"‘t;o ? (f’ nce to usufructuary mortga%‘ee?éesl ("é’ggg;’;&?:g, t?:lyt}?e o;ransfer of
t with retere fructuary mortga ts in this
cln%eg o Otti and kanomlba;: i:gt‘;ull:’lo]able that the very largﬁi cll)zs;(sx_)(:]ff el:::é)!;lpg‘:‘:;e Malabar
;’xro erty Act, page 190). tection which it is intended shou Gt of Act T of 1847 and I do
distfict shounld not have the Ii":ve not been excluded from the b'ene ’ othe SR R 2
tenants by this Act. They "ch ir exclusion from the operation od L e .
not see_good grounds for their exclusioh TR N5 N e brinkerh il vapdeg
‘action 17 is no adequate Pt is secured to the person who ma i hoaickaion should Bua a
tS;c fl:ll valae of imP"°vemosne l;tha.t the kanomdars and m}‘:}'tgﬂgf’e‘i’r‘e E
sure.
is (la)nt reasonable “t‘t’e;‘;m’: » who are to be benefited by this mea { o ™ bisivig.
place among the to English mortgage, T think this may be excluded since
: d
5. With regar

prevail in this district.
es ; .
6. I therefore sugg ¢ The protection and maintenance oﬁ sl‘m}:ilt:re(fso:ngn;ﬂ;nr?\;ioﬁ:
7. Section 4, gla;;:gnlt.;eouslf or having |b eetzdpll);n:l?g l];yn;loida:r any previous tenant ”’
: 1 5 :
v th’?wr:rgl"eglr‘?; poitist ; oEr lllsa'sv';ngnge?zrl:'e‘;sons which I shall state below I consider the
tenant. tIo >

in Ac
i d a place 1n
g;le:g;izt ununecessary.

instance of another pe

of any person who may be entitled by law

t that clause (d) may be omitted from the explanation.

i icted tenant is entitled to
¢ ill has been drafte_d is that an evic
The Pﬁnciple o }v]!lﬁhr?veeggxlﬁs effected by him. Clause (i) contemplates three classes
the full market t:alﬂ; r(:) te;ﬁf,’n or maintenance of trees and plants—
g yvements.
of 1mP"°l wn spontaneously.

&; g{:nbed . 1;:2?;3; tenant. There is nothing to be said about the class of
by any

(3) Pl"n"ed.ﬁed as No. (1), but I take objection to Nos. (2) and (3).
1

—A4, a landlord,plants
: intenance of trees planted by the landlord.—4,
No. (2) Prolection ":;rb':: z;z; into {earing demises the property with the t{ete to Bt.ecf':li‘rlxm
d after éue to the landlord after incurring ex;l)lenizs ln;:ldel(llt?s nc; fel;:ary f°§

5 i i d upon the tenant an sary |

: tree is a duty imposed up : i
the tree. The protect 1(:_23:1:1:111: r‘if he neglg’cts to protect the tree,f]:h?:':lgtf e:; gfet&r;og;;%x:
gy of bis own InV 1f the tree decays in consequence o 3 i

the safety ot to himself. : et aa R ok ki

apot; loss ill hold the tenant liable to pay f Do S
e :?t,:»sciq'he fega.the ﬁfu‘;::s a:ﬁea to pay to the tenant for perforl(llm;g a eg;zotzmw bich. i s
:m the lapdlord Sho:ptanco of the demise and which he is bound to p

him by bis ace

upon

interests.
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No. (3) Protection of trees and
be divided into two asses—one is a
tenant (4) demises it
to another tenant.
value of the improvye
to pay to B for the
been paying twice for the same set
not planted by the landlord, became
m 4, and as stated jn
e landlord as also in his

im. The protection and

ments made b

interests of th
demised to h
therefore be

interests the tenant

paid is hardly d to, where a tenant

) fair to the 1
18 right to anoth
igi naintenance of trees

I think therefore that the
amendment i

S unnecessary.

Supports my argunment in

(vide paragraph 1
omprised in the demise to the tena
rd waiving his right over two out of
recovery of the remainin
such landlord to
seeks to recover.

se (i) the expression « f,
nt”’ might be made
ten items of lands de

rovements under t
or the value of al]
right over two of th

an express a

to mean that the landlo

: rd is lable to pay
the fact that the landlo

rd has given up his
9. Clause 8.—* When under

this class, I have only to observe

mise to enter into an

reement in w
ord is not li
€Xpress agreement

riting, &o.”
kely at the ti
80 that the cla

With reference to
me of the grant or
use will Practically

renewal of a de
be a dead letter.

10. Section 8.—T have h
question involved in this sectio
was proposed has not been suffi

ciently met,
been observed that the ‘¢

se of fixing the value of im
t?l?:%oourts has %een in any de
I find that the age of the tree
questions that have still to be 1
no two Courts in the district
the same Court cannot be ex
modes of classification adopte

e
provements, 8sors for the

question ig discretion of

the present Act,
Eruitful life apq
discretion of the
determining th
8me result ip
deputed for

are likely to agree in
¢ I may aqdq t),
pected to arrive at the Consequence of : -

d by different individug that purpose 1,

11. Section 9.—I would omit

Y the Court,
reference to my remarks in paragraph

12. Section 12.—In practice this can be wo
upon the Courts an unnecessary amount
in fixing the value “ during the last te
this particular portion and leave it to
with reference to schedule II of the Ac

greatest diffic

ducements t,
I woulq therefore Suggest, '

rt to assess th,

ked only w;
y d:lth the glty._ It castq

the discret,

08 of the Uou the omigsig

© market value

From M.R.Ry. K. GOVINDA MENON, Tu}

sildar, K
dated Tellicherry, 14th Jangase Jorotta

yam, to the
No. 81-D—.R__98.uec

No. 1653—pR

tor of M&labar'
‘With reference to 'yonr Memorandg

December last, asking for my opini
l?gllzbar élgmpensat:ion for Improvements,’

m, Ref, on Qup,
and remarkg
" I beg to state

Secure to 1,
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isi he Bill go, no doubt, to materially improve the present hard

2 Th? g}engﬁiﬁ{so;s;?;segl.t Such aioimprovement in the case of the M appilla tenants of

Seivet We} vanad taluks is particularly desirable in the way of removing at least one of

gt rian discontent) of the Mappilla outbreaks, though the other more powerful

et b cat;ses S;jg::ust yet remain unaffected —the only remedy for their religious wild notions

1;.:‘::9 g{;?;;&lit with their general education in which respect that comuunity as is well known —
is no%v most backward indoed.

ion rates of paddy and cocoanut, areca-nut and jack tr.ees are
go: gl W8 p;‘:}%(iseed "i‘ol:]en::l:;a;:r’x:ation raté)s als):) appear to be so and, as compared with the
fair and reaso : thil'l s, are very favourable to the tenants and unfavourable to the ]anmis; yet
pgpont St?]tetl?er thegr:ates are so unfavourable to the latter’s interests that one bas any good
I doubt whe lain. A janmi choosing to recover his property on ejecting the tenant secures
e cpmrzvide. the 1llustration under seetion 8) on the money given away as compensation,
and catlx] en]70)' er cent. interest in the shape of the net value of the annual produce. 'This is a
more t ant };nt of money on landed property. The wealthy janmis can very well afford to do
good mv‘fs;tl not complain. But to such of them as are not in a position to afford to invest
so and mig R e aprah; it might be, I fear, difficult to recover their properties and the
the money a b migkt ales ta tempted to take advantage of, and add to, their difficalties b
tenants co;;ii yre ga ment of the rent or by comwitting some acts to the prejudice of the
?“lfn!l}" vful and tliil:' y%uture interests. It seems t> me that SoINe provisions require to be
]an(xims ntlil?e point defining the circumstances under which a janmi mg‘]lllt reasonably eject
:111: fegant and the latter is denied wholly or partially the benefits of the Bill.

iginal cultivation and the subsequent maintenance of some
f tlf. 'ihigfr:mpgi?(sl gg:‘;: ?\Fittllx]eizr:ﬁe Bill also, in my humble opinion, P AES mor_hﬁcl;lt}on ‘1)"
~edten i s A charge of Rs. 2-10-0 for cultivating and bringing up a jack tree is obviously
ehmm-?hon.This treogl:s seldox;1 looked after, after it has grown up suﬁ.mleutl.y high to be free
excessive. 1h ed by cattle, and afterwards practically, no expenditure is incurred for its
SR TNEAY ln]l}: fl,s to me that the above charge might therefore be reduced t> As. 8 or
r-rrpior o t see& no‘ cost requires to be provided for its maintenance while in bearing,
it utn:los ¢ anoanut trees, these are particularly looked after (watered, manured and
- regardsl 'y clog 8 thiy Teniiin in tha K" stage, and afterwards tkey are, a3 a rale,
fenced) on _Yl 80 :e 8& Lo YThe costs of bringing up a cocoanut tree and maintaining it
manured only l(;ltl Oy b}:a reduced in the formal case to Re. 1 where the ground is low and the
afff;g?]rtd:n'gl ts. 1-8-0 where the ground is high and the soil Leavy, aud, in the latter, to 6 pies
soi .
in both the cases.

. 1 experience of any agricaltural operations orof the manage-

t&. fﬂa?:gdl:giﬁ?‘: E:gso;:,abeiﬂg not in a position to verify the provisions of the Bill by
:::enm:n experience, I have had to make enquiries on doubtful points. Hence the delay in
suyl’nnitting this report which I hope to be kindly excused,

(5)

. A. CHANDU NAMBIAR, Tahsildar of W:flava.nad, to the Collector of
o Mh':.lfbgg dated Camp, Anamangad, 10th January 1899, Dis, No. 23-Rey. of 1898,

53—B. and G.
i rrence to your Memorandum, dated 26th December 1898, No. 1653 —B. d G,
direc‘tygtht;egurl?;it opiflion and remarks on the Bill to secure to tenants in the Malabar district
compenégation for improvements, I beg to submit the following : —

i ke im-
. Section 3 (1) Tenanl.—A mortgagee with a term of 12 OT more years may ma :
rovemtntfegolrm:vhiéh)he is entitled to compensation under the existing law. By th; e:eplgngf
?ion iven to section 8 (1) in the Bill in question, he is deprived of tkgb rignt. nstea
thercgfqore excluding him from the definition it would be well to inelude him also.

2. Section 4 (1) Improvement.—The explanation given here doesdnot prear eto lll)a Eﬁgzst-.
sary. In the explanation the term holding occurs which is not deﬁu:}i i sn fegx:u f;yed 2
stogé the term holding includes all items of lands included in (:Ir‘x;la v::ﬁ:m:xeout,ed g 2o
af e f tham. g 4. 20 U Voot e e B N s et may diminish the
dd to the value of the ho ) . ue t
xl?xzeo?fazl;‘:ﬁr,;z{taby Rs, 756 a year. Would this be an improvement ? The term holding
requires definition.

i i i ' si two crop-land into three

4 (2) (d).—This should include « conversion of one or two ¢ . )

cro -lag'd ﬁq’ecal{::, (As) i(tt i)s, three crop-lund is (not included in the definition. Con've'rsxolu of
drypor garden parambas into pallial or one crop-land is an improvement under the existing law,

8
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s not sach conversion an improvement under the proposed law ? s
tion 4 do not seem to be clqar so as to include the ssgc)a tslso.w Is ;l‘lf]izngnlt,
be excluded from the definition of improvement ? 1f not, I think, it is

term * improvement > so as to include the same also. : 3

4. Section 6 (1).—Under a sale certificate granted n
purchaser can be put in possession of the land %y a civil ni?rtfheuﬁszen&e Recovery Act a
would appear that the purchaser has to pay for improvements ina.smncl: °t }?mpoged law it
bound to enquire into _3nd determine the amount of compensation to bas bt Kyt
before ejectment. Is it intended to be sodone and, if so, who is to pay su:hpfnd to the tenant
5. Section 6 (3).—This clause—a powerfal instrament for landlord—i LOmPensatu.m?

tenant of the value of his improvements. Ever since Act I of 1887 —in effect deprives his
landlords—especially in North Malabar—used to make in renewal lease was introduced, some
effect that the 9ompensat10n is settled (when as a matter it is not reall stan agreement to the
money is paid in cash to the tenant in consideration of improyement toybsg ed) or that so much
(when as a matter of fact not a single cash is paid). Then there micht %emttde by }nm (tenant)
the tenant yields to such a false agreement, The answer is simplea It & question as to why
has no fixity of tenure. The agreement is evidently for the Pnrpos; of &S simply because he
of his improvements and is made simply because the law provides theref epriving. the tenant
but yield to the terms dictated by his landlord so long as the latter (Ia:ﬁ rghe tenant cannot
(tenant) of his holding even by payment of heavy compensation if necessa ord) can eject bim
duction of Act I of 1887, it was the practice both in North and South M"Y- Before the intro-
demise in respect of all wet and dry lands to a tenant, that is to say, it alabar to grant one
include all lands,—wet and dry—in one and the same document eie’c:nbe‘:fs the practice to
his tenant. Subsequent to the Act separate demises are granted exhibiti by a landlord to
which no compensation can he claimed in one document, and dry and ing all wet lands for
which improvements are likely to be effected by tenant in another docu mgarden lands alone in
tenants.dep_end more on garden produce which is not the case in South g;- North Malabar
lands yielding two or three crops a year are estensive. A tenant in South ti}flbar, where wet
- of wet lauds only which yield immense produce, if ejected, is entitled to get alabar possessod
therefor. He cannot therefore lose such lands which it is his déq' g€t no compensation
cost, '__l‘hxs—hxs weakness—is too well known by his landlord who can ‘ilfre to retain at any
aforesaid are granted, sue the tenant as it suits his purpose. If ther:af Be:}arate demises as
the lease the tenant does not yield to the terms dictated by the landlord iol‘e fer the expiry of
regarding compensation for improvements effected by the tenant, th n I?spect of settlement
ander the demise granted for wet lands and evict the tenaut who if’disen e landlord can sue
would not be able to support his large family. He must 1:‘!1@11’necessI:;,os-;ls essed of wet lands,
lords’ wishes. Separate demises are therefore granted to drive the t 1y yield to the land-
yielding to his landlord. In respect of dry lands landlord does notenant to the necessity of
simply because he has to be compensated for the improvements effecte dwl?;th f::] e(w;xct hti§ tenant
enant),

ons given in sec-
garden intended to
ecessary to define the

6. Section 6 (2).—Giving power to the tenant to exe
landlord appears to be hard. It may be given under exceptigz&?{ :irgsgef or order aguinst his
of compensation .awarded is large, the landlord would not care to stances. 1f the amount
tenant. By giving the power to the tenant he may be able to prochdthe same and eject the
other property. 1t would certainly be imposing & penalty on tho landlord merchp o o0 8
let his land to the tenant. I't is more so when the landlord ha ord merely because he
The case may, however, be different when the landlord’s case ispgil?s to be an innocent Janmi,
like to have a proviso added to it as follows : “ The latter can on) erwise. I would therefore
proved to the court that the suit was not due to any fault on hisn g 3}3’131}' for execution if it is

5 5 . e,

e Section 6 (5).—Who is to prove the substantial injury l‘ef:rre Fo e G
section must b_e modified so as to enable the tevant to remoye ot o in this section ?
compensation 18 awarded unless the landlord satisfies the conrt ¢ 1? improvements for which no
injury to the holding. at such removal would cause

8. Section 6 (6).—The object with which the
impertial valuation of compensation. Buch valuat
Commissioners now existing in courts. If paid Commissi
are likely to realize the importance of their position a:&o&l: ?u::;::i%ssgn' are appointed, they
rules it is therefore a point for consideration whether or not paj dt eir work., In making
appointed. ' paid servants ought to he

9. Section 9 (1).—Are flower plants (not in pots) such plants as are

me

section? If so, how is the compensation therefor to be calcul
public auction inasmuch as some of them cannot be cut and c:::}g(; av;‘l;h

10. Section 12.—The presumed price of cocoanuts, &c., is gi i
down in this section that the court should ascertain th e i Shkadule 11 and it is laid

gainet_i only by an

ntioned in thi
°y cannot be sold Il‘wl;

jon e aver i .
value, &o. I think it would be well to frame the section in :lg:hp:c::nd determine the mone
presume that the price of cocoanuts, &c., is that shown in schedule 11, Y s to make the court

the same proves to the contrary. - nless the party dispnting

s ary e St dog sy o~
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11. In conclusion I respectfully beg leave to state that any stringent provision in the Aot
would not deter Malabar d aqmis from ousting thewr tenauts unless and until some law whick
provides for fixity of tenure is enacted.

—

(6)

From M.R.-Ry. 8. ANANTA PATTAR, Tabsildar, Palghat, to the Collector of Malabar, dated
7th Jannary 1899, Ref. on C. No. 2510—C. and D. of 1898.

Adverting to your Memorandum, dated 26th December .l 898, Ref. on C. No. 1653—B. and
G., 1 beg to submit the following remarks regarding the provisions of the Malabar Compensation
for Tenants Improvement Bill :—

1. The first change which the Bill proposes to introduce is the right of the tenant to
execute the decree in a redemption suit against the janmi— vide section 6, clause 2. I think
this right, though a novel one, is very necessary for many janmis when they find that they have
to pay heavy compensation decline to execute the decree and thus place the tenants without any

remedy. This defect will now be removed.
9. The provision contained in clause 5 is also a wholesome one.

3. The classification of improvements (vide sections 8, 9 and 10) are, no doubt, essential,
but the rules laid down for capitalizing the value of improvements are too much in favour of
the tenants, and if they are adopted finully, I do not think that any f]an'mi in Palghat would dare
attempt to evict & tenant from his holding. In this taluk the chief dispute between the janmi
aud the tenant in a redemption suit is as regards the vettu chamayam (improvement for con-
verting dry into wet), and if it is to be capitalized according to the provisions of this Bill the
janmi will be swamped. The same remarks apply to the improvements proposed to be given
for fruit trees in the coast taluks. 1 think if the Bill is passed the necessity for Tenancy Bill
for the district will be considerably lessened as janmis will not seek to redeem their lands on
payment of such heavy compensation.

4. The figures iu the several schedules appear to have been worked out as correctly as
the circumstances of the case would admit. The effect of clanse 16 under which a tenant can
claim compensation coutrary to the provisions of this Bill in spite of any contract to the con-
trary will be very disastrous to many janmis in this taluk. I have known several instances in
which contiacts have been entered into by janmis and tenants limiting the vettu chamayam to
Rs. 8 for land sowing one para of seed. The contemplated provision to ecable tenants to
claim compensation according to the new Bill will render such contracts null and void and this
will be very disastrous to the janmis as observed before.

—

(7)

Reyarks by Diwan Bahadur E. K. KRISHNAN, Retired Bub-Judge, dated Tellicherry, 7th
January 1899, d

Seetion 6 (4).—~This is in accordance with the Malabar usage. I think it may be mad
clearer by the provision that the right of the landlord to set off against the value ofy imp:-nove:
ments any rent due to him must prevail against any alienation made by the tenant, as was

decided in Eressa v. Shamu Pattar (I.L.R. 21, Mad., 138, dated 19th August 1897).

Section 8.—The mode .o!_' calculating the value of improvements herein laid down with the
tables appended has simplicity to recommend it, but I think that, in véry many cases, it will
work a great hardship on the landlord—nay it will tend to improve off his janmam right
altogether. 1 think that in no case should the compensation for a cocoanut tree planted by
the tenant exceed Rs. 10. That should be the maximum limit, whereas Rs. 21-8-11 is put

. down as such in the schedule. What is proposed to he given as compensation is almost equal
" to full proprietary Value of trees. The hard-and-fast rale laid down appears to me to ignore

the janmi’s share in the trees grown on his soil. A deduction should be made in his favour
in consideration of his ownership in the soil. This right to a deduction was distinetly
recognised in several taluks as shown in schedules of value of improvements appended to
Mr. C. Ramachandra Aiyar’s Manual-of Malabar of Law. I think the better plan would be to
ascortain the met annual value of the produce of the trees planted by the tenant and allow a
compensation five to ten years’ purchase of that value according to circnmstances. I am of
ovinion that it will be iniquitous to give to the tenant more than ten years’ value. I have no
objection to the present value system being ad pted proviled the maximum be limited to
Rs. 10. Supposing a janmi lets out an acre of pure tarishn land of first-class =oil and the
tepant plants it up with 60 coconnut trees, let alome the other trees mentioned as capable of
simultaneous cultivation in section 15 and the-e 61 cncomnut trevs on attaining full-bearing
age produce each 100 nuts a year and their estimated futare fruitfal life is 50 years, the

4

——_
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anmi on evietion of the tenant have to pay according to schednle 1V, table 11, sixty times

s. 21-8-11, viz., Rs. 1,293-7-0. I doubt if a g:\u'amba of that area, however well improved,
will feteh Rs. 1,293-7-0 as janmam price. The unfortunate jsnmi cannot even elect to
abandon the land to his tenaut for

compensation due to him, because under section 6 (2) the
decree for ejectment conditional on payment to the tenant of the compensation determined
under the Act, may be executed at the instance of the tenant i

; and the janmi’s other lands may
be sold up to satisfy the tenant’ respect of the one acre land here
suffered. In my opinion, if passed, will be disasteous to janmarm
interest in Malabar.

8 claim for compensation in
the Bill as it now stands,

P —

8)
Nortes on the Bill to amend the Malabar Compensation for Ten
P. A. KRISHNA MENON, First-grade P

Section 3.—The definition of ten

ants’ Improvements Act by

leader,

ant does not tuke in all classes of persons who are entitled
to get compensation for improvements.

4 cowllar who enters upon land independent of the janmi and makes im
pays no rent to the landlord is entitled

provements bub
to get compensation for improvements and does get
compensation now when evicted by the rightful owner,
Trespusser.—Kven a tres

passer is allowed compensation for improvements according to the
custom of the country. (8ee Wigram’s Manual, page 137, paragraph 1,)
For instance, a person believing himself to be the owner of a

effects improvements. The real owner establishes bis right in a cour

land enters upon it and
out. Courts do allow him cor

t of law and tarns him

npensation for the improvements made by him. The word tenant
ought to be so defined as to include such Fersons or an explanation added to imclude such
persons,

Explanation to section 3.—It seems to me that this explanation will create serious diffi-
culties and hardships which the framers of the Bill have never thought of.

A Kanom tenant who does not pay rent or
such a tenant will not get compensation for i
Mataklku mortgagee do not ordinarily pay rent,
Transfer of Property Act.

purapad comes in under this explanation M)d
mprovements. Ottidar, Veppudar and Paliza
They are all usufructuary mortgagees under the
Such mortgagees are ordinarily allowed compensation for improve-
ments in courts. In fact their right is superior to that of a Kanom teuant, If the explanation
is allowed to stand, they will be geprived of the right which they now possess,

Transfer of Property Act is an Indian Act applicable to the whole of British India; any
reference to it in a urely local Act is onuecessary ; Malabar tenures by specific names may be
mentioned. It is

e indiscriminate application” of the term * Morigage ”” as defined in the
Transfer of Property Act to Malabar Kanom 1 hat resulted in the
into the district be

. re-introduction of melcharth
AkTV of 1682 mse melcharth was considered a second mortgage which is lawful under
Tenant should includ

! e sub-tenant also. Otherwise in a redumption snit a sub-tenant of
the demlse.e who does not hold directly under the plaintiff and pay rent to him may not be
able to claim compensation tor improvements,

ml:ent—'l?hs word should be made to include Purapad or michavoram payable by a Kanom

Section 4, clause (i)—< Having been planted by the landlord.”
SO h..;-dgh‘ip' on the landlords. Trecs helonging to the lo:m.ll
possession of the tenant on the latter agreeing to take care of them
of them. In such cases the tenant is not entitled to claim anything

—This phrase may work
ord ure generally pat in
and to pay rent on account

Frample.— A demises land'to B. B
is no privity of contract between A and C.
together to defeat C who owns la
not pay. A sues B 5!“10 for re € rears of rent; (s improvements are all
under clause 4 of section 6 made liable for the rent due by B. Such instances are common.

I would thergfore suggest that the right to set off arrears of rent should be given to the
landlord only against the Improvements of the tenant between whom and the landlord there
is privity of contract and not against the improvements of the sub-tenant.

Section 8.—The scheme pro

: : posed is too complicated to be worked in ordinary cases. A
simpler process is very desirable. The Commissioners appointed in the Munsiffs’ courts are
not likely to be able to work out the scheme correctly

!81)]0&8 it to C.. C makes improvements. There

18 not to pay any rentto A. A wnd B collude
rge improvements. B, who is liable to pay rent to A, does
demption and for ar
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s satisfactory. If the Bill be passed into law the tenant will get
sat } ¢
;::actically denied to him.

: i
irable. It is very difficult to get an amen
B seerr’igbgo gi:::zrn?::lt,m&:uld have the power pf amending the

The result, however,
some justice which is now

ction 14,—Paragrap

mpntsgi‘:::d by the legislature. |

schedules. Thirty is too small.  Forty trees may safely be plapted bisn
Section 15—Juck lrees.—

f land. .
e ;chedule JI.—As. 2-6 is too low

. ar
Schedule O in the memoria nment.
more than Bs. lt;h mSettlement officer and to the Gover 'f the Government are tenants of
mostly janmis, to the ire protection at the hand:l oks e e ek
The tenants who r‘iq;ll tgaluks. In the coast talu on now landlords do not very
Walavapad, Brnad an g lo: & for much, snd in_such P]aﬁe?s i the interior taluks where there
ts don t tenants. It : d to. Jack trees
rdens the tenan rts and wantonly turn ou jotion is more freely resorte
ily resort to cou le improvements ev ly planted in those taluks.
?:?oyseope JRNEE :utch};v:tl)‘l?lt)»reees rt,ha.t can be advantageously p
trees are

ivi 1 be prepared for jack

st that a table giving ahlrllbs:altrse?ie ; :l m;;m it

I would very 'eamestl.}’dsugge be giveu for va.lmn% ps:& b]iéri woss - Pulaytusrsos fuve

and some reliable guidan the introduction of the ; ot sdbariberrecsc

tre:s become very valnable :f tia the owners of such t]r]ee;i:e :oo%eg s ety compeq&@.

n?llected by the GOYemmenh“mnant who plants suc w25l b el pm gl
;’n is nothing but fair that t,pe; et i

sthin the last few years
g::ll;:lanadt aand Palghat taluks.

On the whole, 1 welcome the amen

a value for 100 arecamuts. The usual price is from

i to be
for an acre has been admitted
= i nultivatling ’t?nfi:,(t).gdof)yngg yM:;mjana Subha, whose members are
su

ding Act in the interests of the labouring classes.
ing

—_—

(9

dy, lst
MA RAJA, Tampuran of Purapanad, dated Parapanagady
M EMOBANDUM by RAMA VAR Junuary 1899,

ing satisfactorily.

¢ the Madras Act I of 1887 has not .biesn v:v;z}x;k::guired AR AT

It has long been found S’*:hat Act and to re-enagbtltts g::ivtlisolg to know the real wants of
mph ta re : No one is in a better pos

The pn-sent attemps | Jdesirable.

i of whose Bill has been
and m"diﬁc’.‘t‘i%?slzbar than the Hon’ble; Mr. Winterbotham a copy
the tenants in bla

: : nd soch
forwarded to me for r;msrk:;ments should mean only kulikur vitta chamayam a
).—impro

¢ for which it was let.

; 1 ' d consistent with the purpose TR g

hamﬁ;catznﬂ:is( s"lit'afbl:l3 toisg:g c};:slt(,lllyn%:ii‘dings unresm{mabtl’l{l exg::;iegr:;xtg.d uxglllt:heespecial

9 ice of dem d Act unless they . farm

the propose left with a fa

holding, 88 :mpwvﬁn:ﬁgtﬁs“n%; thee c;pne I;Ja.nd it is dhard. on :‘.ll;epti:l:::&so:g ?: :hioh Bl

ission of the lan - ddy fields and cocoanut f his own labd.

i and buildings in o c?ti?igfhﬁd on the landlord to be o et i Of( LA, 156 and

: ot::ai:st. On the otherrt&'t‘o check caprecious conduet i $he Mt‘,o t(;:e holding and consistent

’I’; is the duty of the cou bsr y 1 would add the words ¢ ammbde“ buildings ” in the third line
161 of 1877, South Mi{:cﬁ the holding was let”” after the wor

with the purpose for whi £ this seotion.

i i . Now the
of pangmph @), cla:se 2, :ions reasons I serionsly doubt the necessity of this clause
. 3).— For va
Section 6 (6)- 0

i f improvements. * The
igsi certain the value o ! : ez b
s jection of the parties to Lhe valu
D Mal}‘l_’“ ;rep‘g:msmigsioner’s repot('lt hezzsd‘g;; ?})]ei think this is more simple and less
s on receiving od and records & .
.zz?lﬂtheir evidence, if any, oﬁ'erue oF fiaprovements.

: d or a previous
costly way to determine the val of the trees and plants planfe;lt}:g ofgll: ;::g;‘:;ono;aypbe b
Section 9 (l).—-llt; theo‘:::;’e drend maintained !)t.yx:lti:ttﬁ:a;ﬂ)' one-fourth of the sum which
: d to be pr ly grown 1
tenant if they ha taneously g

) 3 t
izo i |d by public auction to be eu

half but in the case of l‘;:e::a:gs:bly be expected to realize if sold by p

the trees or plants mig

and carried away. : e A
i —Tn the eighth line b
%‘::ltl ?o esItliJr:ati tl?e value of supgrv;;l(:;
4 Bckelule ot woluld g“ftavltst.lriil;nsituahed. ity
i b janmi’ oint,
b =iy nnfﬂ‘;"::::: a'I‘lmy are certainly from @ janmis gtandp
These are m ;

cluding supervision ” may be omitted it being

rices of a thousand cocoanuts, respectively,
P
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: Endt. Mis. No. 513, Revenue.

Copies of the marginally-noted papers will be communicated to the Legislative

Department for com-
District Judge, North Malabar, dated 14th January 1899, ¥o. 46 ok '

m wmﬂflx:; o?:be Malabar Compensation for Tenants’ Improvements Bill. ' munication to the
o tep!; from the District Judge, South Malabar, dated Yth January 1899, No. 85,

: the above Bill Select Committee ol
3 Le‘:ter ﬁog‘gll.h.By. C. Sankaran Nair Avargal, dated 17th January 1899, forward- the Mala Com-s
n ing his 1émurks on the above Bill. bar

(4) Letter from tho Collector of Malahax, dated 25th Junuary 1899, Rof. on Car. No, Peﬂssatmn for Ten-
© " 1653-B—G., of 1898, submitting fhe opinion of certain gentlemen on the above 8NDIiS Improvemenh

Bill. Bill.
(By order.)

: 2
5 (Signed)  G.8. FORBES,
4th February 1899. Secretary to Government.

To the Legislative Department, with copies of opinions.

Orper—No. 9, Legislative, dated 6th February 1899.
Communicated to the Select Committée on the Malabar Compensation for
Tenants’ Improvements Bill.
(True Extraet.)

€8 B

/"~ Secretary to Government.

or Tenants’ Improvements Bill.

To the Select Committee on th%labar Compensation

Revenue Department.




Date taken out.

Department, | ¢ No.

: Initials of
Date Teturneq, i
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