


Proceedings of the Madras Goverament, Judicial Depariment,

Jor the month of December 1859.

Read the following letter from G. R. SHARPE, Esq., Officiating Sub Judge of
Calicut ; to T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Judici '
ment, Fort Saint George, dated 8th December 1859, No. 154.

In accordance with the provisions of Section XXX Regulation VII of 1809, T have the
honor to transmit for the information of the Honurable the Go-
* 0. 8. No, 634 of 1855, vernor in Council, copy of a decree® passed by me.

Decnee oF THE SuBORDINATE Court Zira Caricur.

Original suit, No. 634 of 1855 on the file of Betatnad Moonsiff Poodisgaitha K
Oomah by Vakils Koonha Menon and Rama Menon.

Versus.
Mithelepidigakel Moideen Bhima Oomah.
Supplemental.
Mithelepidigakel Soopy.
W. Robinson, Esq., Acting Collector of Malabar.

P. Grant, Esq., Collector of Malabar, by Vakils Amboo Podwall and ¢ 1angaren
Nair.

P ey A T T

1. This suit referred hither by the Civil Court was brought to recover a Paramba anny

yielding produce valued at 8 Rupees alleged to have been sold to plaintiff’ in 1023 by one de
1847-48

ceased Oomariath Oomah on redemption of an otti right, amounting to Rupees 50 alleged to Le

outstanding ia Ist defendant since 1002. Purchase from deceased in 1025 was alleged.

1¢ i 1849-50
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The 1st defendant answered that she had obtained this ottiin 1002 from the deceased
reas
Oomariath Oomah, that she had paid 70 fanams in addition and that there were improvements
to the amount of Rupees 300 and upwards.

Q

3. The 2nd defendant answered as to the as the Ist defendant had done and asserted
that in 1012 the Government had entered the land as the property of the deceased Betatnad
1836-37
Rajah and therefore theirs by escheat, that he bought for Rupees 105 the Jenm from Govern-
ment and had paid the rent before the purchase to Government,
L. he 8rd defendant (Collector of Malabar,) answered that the suit was barred by the
statute and that the property is that of Government by escheat from the tnad Rajah.
5. Points were recorded on the 30th September 1858,
Plaintiff.
To show possession by Ist defendant under an otti right of Rupees 50
from the former Jenmy Oomariath Oomah.
That plaintiff is the present Jenmy by purchase from her.
‘endant,
That the land was the Jenm of the Betatnad Rajah.
6. Plaintifi’s Vakil filed 5 documents and cited 7 witnesses, of whom 5 were examined,
md 3rd defendant’s Vakil filed 2 documents and cited 2 witnesses, who were also examined.
On the 29th January 5 witnesses were examined for plaintiff} viz

3. Mayenkandagatha Mayen. Lr

t. Shekalikandeagatha Koonkally. § *° Prove Ist and 2nd points,
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(both admitted to be due), and of improvements according to the Amin's account,
costs to be paid by 2nd defendant whose contention alone has led to this litigation.

ﬂ? ) Given under my hand and the seal of the
\

) Court this 18th October 1859.
v/

and adjudge

(Signed) G. R. SHARPE,
Officiating Sub Judge.
(True Copy.)
(Signed) G. R. SHARPE,
Officiating Sub Judge.

No. 40, ORDER THEREON, 24th December 1859, No. 1718.

To be recorded.

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Secretary.

I S. T. Augustin.
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