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No. 202.  Read the following Proceedings of Gove

i

" Proceedings of the Madras Government, Judicial Department,
26th Jyne 1862.

e e €

~—-

rnment in the Revenue Department, dated
23rd June 1862, No. 1,872. ' '

Re-submitting with oeriain intimation for tko)

of Mooteyalroyde who appealed to Govern-
meni in pelition, No.9 of 1862, againsé the \.
decigion of the Collector and Agent of Viza_
gapalam regarding the pariition of somg ‘

property.

Vide Proceedings Revenue Department, dated

considsration of the Sudder Judges the cass I
(
23rd June 1862, Nos, 828 and 329.) |

———

OBRDER THEREON, 26th June 1864, No, 997.

. Te be recorded.
(Signed) A. J. ARBUTHNOT,

Acting Chief Secretary.

Ead, T. 0'Connor. |
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RevEXUE DEPARTNENT.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.

Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 17th May 1862, No. 3,185 :—

Read the following letter from E. G. R. FANE, Esq., Collector of Vizagapatam, to w.
HUDLESTON, Esq. Socretary to the Board of Revenue, Madras, dated 11th April

1862, No. 263.

SIR, .
1. Inreply to the Board's Endorsement, dated 1lth ultimo, on Petition

No. 0 of 1862. noted in the margin, I have the honor to state that my decision in this case was

S — pasied moder Rute V11 of the old Agency Rules " ; ‘

2 In the Petition of Mooteyalroyda, dated the 13th July 1861, to the address of the
Sudder Adalat, it is stated that Mr. Reade had first ordered a Punchayet to be convened, but
ded the order; that lubsequently in 1860, I had ordered a new

subsoquently counterman ‘
Punchayet to assemble to divide the property, & Such is not a'true state of the case as is shown

below.
3. On the Gth February 18

57, Mooteyalroydoo (Appellant) applied to the Agent _
(Mr. Smollett), to divide his father’s whole Estate, Teal and personsl, into four shares, viz., 1, Lo
1 himself; 2, to Ramanna, his brother; and Sand 4 to his nephews Gumbheraidoo and Mungiah ;

’f and ho (Mootcyalroydu) to be allowed to be the Manager. Mr. Smollett advised the parties to
:  compromise matters through the Head of Police of Marunghi. In February 1858, Mr. Reade
ordered the Head of Police of Marunghito assemble a Punchayet to sottle the disputes that had,
Smollett’s time, EpTUng up between Mooteyalroydu and his three relations above
Police acting as umpire.

the Head of Police summoned the Complainants and Defendants,
to say that they would abide by the Punchayetdars’ decision,

since Mr.
mentioned, the Head of

- Aoy T

4. On Gth June 1859,

! and tock & writing from them :

‘ Each party named two individuals, v1Z. == o ‘ ‘
. {. Dhara Naranappi, :

9. Jillalla Appin, } By Mooteyalroydu, &C_" Defendants,

3. Cakerala Venkutnursim]u,; . ] _
] ‘ 4 Bahara Ratha Cristamma, By Gumbheraidu, &e¢., Complainants.

5. Accordingly the four individuals above-named sssembled and gave a decision in the
case ; those for Mooteyairoydu were of opinion that the Estate of Santhosharaidu, should be
Jdivided into six shares betweon 1, Mooteyalroydu ; 2, Rawana; 3, Gumbheraidu ; 4, Mungiah ;
5, Latchia; 6, Venkanua and Ramuswami, 8003 of Gopamma. But the Punchayetdars of Com-
plainants objected to the Lstate being divided into more than four shares, and called attention to

lication in February 1857, in which he had made a request to that

Mooteyulart;ydu'l own app . . hi '
effect. The Head of Police of Marunghi, who had the deciding vote, sided with the latter, and

submitted the whole proceediuga under date the 25th June 1839.

.1 6. Mr. Reade, by whom these Proceedings were received, declined acting upon the decision
“ until a certain Civil suit against the Estate was disposed of, but Mr. Reade having shortly aefter
“Joft the District, no {urther proceedings were taken by him, Since the death of Santhosharaidu,
“Mooteyalroydu had been sllowed to remain the guardian of the Lstate, and it was probably
Mr. Reade’s object in not enforcing the decision of the Puuchayet, and thereby dividing the
perty and in leaving Mooteyalroydu Manager, to satisfy the claims of the Civil Suit, if

EEENE T

AN A e T

fro

T~ tsadverss to the Lstate.

<. Iun 1800, when I visited Parvettipur, it was represented to me by Gumbheraidu, and

that Mooteyalroydu was making away with the property of the Lslate, and as upon io-

[ was satisfied that this was the case, and after personally discussing the questivns at issue

. e ~. with all the parties concerned, 1 passed the decision® to which

exception is now taken. I may also here mention that I bad

the consent of the Marunghi Zamfndar, the Plaintiff in the
Civil suit, to make the division. ’

8. Inmy letter to Head of Police of Marunghi to carry out my decision, 1 directed that

ot anly should the division of property be made according to the decree of the former Pun-

hayetdars, but that their opivion shou!d be also taken us to rights of M. Lutchia and the sous of

=y

i

Hquir)'-

p Tide copy sent with my letter of the
15sh August 1880, No. 835

- ™~



: Sl ‘
Gopamﬁll. The Puhclmyetdars recomme?dud that aix’
Gopamma for their maintenance, a..nd nothing to Lutchia
The quantity of land was accox:dmgly ordered to be
interest therein,
‘* - 9. Much stress is laid in the Petition above referred to u
’bttfe t‘enure of the Estate. These grants are, however,

garces of land be allowed to the sons of
» a3 his adoption was g doubtful one,
made over; the lands to have ouly a life

pon the Mokassa's antiqaity, and

subscquent to the permanent settlement,
and were even on service tenure, and are resumable therefore, or otherwise, at tho
Bec enclosure A.  pleasure of the granters upon the death or misconduct of the grantee, o that in

continuning the Mokasyas to the heirs of Santhosharaidu, a great favor was dope
by the Marunghi Zamind4r,

- R l e — -

1. Ordered to be submitted to Government, with reference
No. 99 of 1862, dated 17th February 1862. '

2. Mr. Fane reporta that the case was decided ander
* which directs the Agent to encourage parties to decide thaej
*" Punchayet. ‘ .
3. The Board consider tha; though Mr, Fane's proceedin
" his decision is substantially correct, and they have alread

- their Procecdings, dated 29th Auguat 1860, No. 8,943,
4. "I'he Board presume that the Sudder Adal
as the Petitioners bad already appealed in the Reven

to their Order op Petition

Rale VII of the old Agency Rules,
v disputes by private arbitration or

gy have been somewhat irregular, -
¥ declined to interfors in the matter iy,
at declined to take y
ue Department, *

(A true Copy and Extract.)

(Signed) C. G.

p Petitioneny’ appeal,

MASTER, Acting Sub-Sacrelary.

ORDER THEREON, 23rd Jupe 1862, No. 1,372,
1.. With the above Proceedings the Board sabmit the reply of the Coll
patam to an order of Government on Petition No. 9 of 1869
* Collector and Agent.. -~ *» ‘

"

ector of Vizaga-
» appealing agaiust o decision of the

a 2. The original eppeal of tberPctitionem/wal forward-
. gﬁ;—tsth -tT"nf 1901, Nu 325, Jadicial 4y to the Sudder Court for disposal under the 314 of the
It wieht.

Revised Agency Rules; but the Judges, baving ascertained
that the decision complained of Lind been passed in the ed to inter.

Pevenue authorities arg
. Under thege circun-
it necessary to call on thet

Revenue Deparunent, refus
fere on the ground thay the orders of

t G. 0. 17tk Felmary 1802, Xo. 9. . D.  not subject to appeal in their Conrt

. stances the Government found
Collector to name distiuctly tue Regulation under which be acted. ‘
3. Mr. Fane now names the seventh of the old Agency Rulesea rale th

at ‘Pp“es CKC]USch]y )
to Ci\'i] cascs und mer("l )' directs the 4\ 'eﬂt Lo Bncaurag‘ a l‘ﬂference Cf I d
» =

isputes to arbitration.
any Revenue Proceed.
upon which a casg purely of a civj|
could have been considered disposable

" "The Government cannot understand how this could be made the basis of
ings, and they are equally at a loss Lo conceive the grounds
nature, and iuvolving the partition of important property,

ily 1 t.
ummarily in the Revenue Departmen . .
" 4 'i"he were fact of an order being signed by Mr, Fane as Collector, if the
beyond his Revenue jurisdiction, cannot, in the opinion of Hig Excellency in
it fcss the subject of an appesl. In thig aspect the case will be re-submitted for t
of the Sudder Judges, with an intimation that Mr. Kane's statement that

. Revenue Department is clearly erroneous.

(True Extract.)

order be clearly
Council, rendor
be considerntioy
it was determined in

¢-—-./.

Acting Deputy Secrc!ary to Gorernent

To the Sudder Court.

| » DBuoard of Revenue, \
»» Judicial Department. ;

Exd. S, T. Augustin,
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