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uﬁﬁ@mc in the middle of February 1861.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
A 17th February 1862.

e

No. 852. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 19th November
1861, No, 6,391 :—

Read again letters from the Collector of Cuddapah, No. 75, dated Slst May 1861,
requestmg permission to return to Mr. Higgins the half purchase money paid by him for a
certain piece of land sold under the Freehold Rules

No. 110, dated 6th September 1861, submuung a corrected Statement of the land actually
applied for by Mr. Higgins.

. (In Cons. 4th June and 9th September 1861, Nos, 3,424 and 5 782)

Bead also the following letrer from the same Officer, No. 123, dated 26th October 1861,
brlmbtmg the further information called for by the Board :—

e 1 In reply to Proceedings Board of Revenue, 30th September 1861, No. 5,265, 1 have
the Imnur to state that the amount of purchase money due by Mr. Higgins was Rupees 50, of
which Rupees 25 was paid on the land being knocked down to him, and credited to Government.
It is the difference between the half purchase money, already paid, viz., Rupees 25, and the
20 years’ purchase, i- e., Rupees 10-15-0, or Rupees 14-1-0 which was proposed to be returned

to him,

~

2. The delay in the sale of the land after
receipt of the (Government Order® authorizing
its sale, was caused by Mr. Higgins' absence
at the Neilgherries; who replied to my letter of [9th July 1860, on the 17th January 1861.
Previons to the first-named date several references had been made by the Tahsfldar. My order
for the sale of the ground was issued on. the 26th March 1860. Three Cooutahs occupied by a
paths were found short, and the Tahsildar referred for instructions on 2nd April; I replied on
3rd May. Another reference was made regarding trees for which explanation was required and
given on 6th July ; and on my writing to Mr. Clay on account of Mr. Higgins’ absence on
19th July, My Higgins replied to me on the 17th January, 1861, requesting the land to be put

& Dated 15th March 1860, No. 385, commnnicated by the
Board under dats the 17th of the same month, No. 1y 383

_ ,J\fﬁ_&bthat the above eommumcatmns be submtted for the eonsxderatlon and orders
Fm ,n w’:ﬁr the followmg remarks. , ; ‘

1=

% “In the Otder of Government dated 15th March 1860,
. No. 385 Revenue Department the Collector of Cuddapah was
anthorized to sell umler the Freehold Rules a piece of waste land deseribed in the Statement

accompanying his application to be survey 1 No. 34, measaring A, 1, C. 0, A. 5, and assessed at
‘ m 14 Pie 1, the upset price of which was accordingly fixed at Rupees 17-9-8
3, The land was put up at auctmn but not until last February, or eleven months after the
Giwﬁﬁ nent sanction in consequence “of M. Higgivs, the applicant’s, absence from the Distriet,
~ and was knocked down to him for 50 Rnyees, half of which having been paid at the time was

In Cons. lﬁtb liaroh 1880 l%. 1, 2’13

- e&dﬂg& Govermuent

4 - When, owever, the Title Deéd was abc’mt to be preparéd, it was discovered that the
& f}" 5 ﬁnu:t ~ land in question was wrongly described as to number, extent,
AR ¥ S et R ?. " and assessment, which were respectively as shown in the

. R margin, and that the upset price should accordingly have
been Kupees 10-15-0 mateaa of Rupees 17-9-8. M. Higgins has requested to be allowed to.

~withdraw his bid, and the Collector recommends that either the 25 Rupees already paid be
" yefunded, or that Mr. Higgins should be allowed to have the land at the upset price of .
: Rupees 10-15-0 for which sum he might have obtained it by simply taking the land on Patta l

: in the first instance, and then applymg for the eommutanon of the tenure by the payment of the

ged rate of 20 years’ purchase. et 34
5. Under the above mrcumstauces, and asMr. Htggms appears to be still desirous of possess-

ing the land, the Board recommend that it be granted to him for Rupees 10-15-0 the difference of -

x
4
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b & PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF anewz{:&daté 24-t§Jnno 183!. <& Bt
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No. 38,281. L / - < / << A

-

. ¥ pe 8 - - il
Read the following letter from A. WEDDERBURN, Esq., Collecftr of Cuddapab, to W. A
-+ HUDLESTON, Esqz, Secrotary to the Board oj/?ieygnue,__(’hgpgxk ted Muddenpully,
’ 21‘5@4 y 1861, No. 75 :— /: {: i d/ Viﬁ‘ .
With reference to tﬁe correspondence as per margf'ﬁl, re/lgting to t .applicatiop of Mr. Higgins for
F ;& o a Freehold Title,Deed for @erbain land in Badwail Taluk, sub-
‘“No(.; ‘:i%csr?mét et 5 mitted by my pf%ecmor Kg:TFr 3 1, A dsafwtioned by Govern-
% F ment, I have singe learned that the description of the land was
_incorrect. A wrong number of the field was given by_xhé’@urnuﬁ;s éf‘ﬁal;ﬁaud‘ and the caleulation
© of the upset price from the aggessment of the same was cog&quen'tly i»ncorretf_t_. .. vﬁcan not say whether
the Curnums acted with fedadulent intent, but at Teast they showed gréatremissness in this matfer.
_ Mr. Higgins has consequently requested permission to withdraw his 'l;id, and under the circumstance
~ of mis-description of the land and of its assessment, T think he has a good claim to do so. Should the
Board of Revenue concur in‘{his view, I request their permission to return the half amount of purchase
m;yuhegdy_paﬁ by Me. Higgins, viz., Rupees 25, which has been carried ta Governmentka_ccount. '

Y
v i

The Board understand that the price at which the land in question was.sold to Mr. Higgins
was Rupees 50-0-0, but that the Collector considers that half of this should be returned to him,
as the upset price fixed on the land was caleulated at too high a figure in consequence of a mistake

~on the part of the Government Officers. The Collector is requested to submit a revised statement
of the land, and to state the upset price which ought to have been fixed, as well as whether there
were any other bidders to a higher amount than Rupees 25; and if so, what the highest bid was
independently of that made by Mr. Higgins. The Board also wish to know whether 25 Rupees is ag
much as the land is likely to have fetched if no mistake had occurred in its description ; and why
a report of its sale (the date of which should be
stated) which was authorized about 14* monthsago
was not made, and a Title Deed forwarded for the
property as required by the rules.
(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) W. HUDLESTON,

i o ’ ; : Secretary.
To A, Wedderburn, an, Collector of Cuddapah. 4

% V;'da Proceedings of Government, 15¢h, in Cons.
. 16th March 1860, No. 1,218.

| Exd. J. Wright.

i
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No. 5,265.
ProceepiNGgs or THE BoArRp or REvENUF, dated 30th Septen.xber.lBGl._

Read the following letter from A. WEDDERBURN, Esq., Collector of Cuddapah, to

W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Chepauk, dated 6th Septem- :

ber 1861, No. 110:—

L. In reply to Proceedings Board of Revenue, dated 24th June 1861, No. 3,281, I have
the honor to state that the number of the field, being the land applied for by my predecessor

%0 be sold to Mr. Higgins, was 47 instead of 34, its exte?ﬂ_ }d}Asi 124 1'n§e Acre 1-0-5.
,Des‘u‘iptitin the same. Assessment 8 Annas 9 Pice, inst ad of 14 Afnas I Pi'%as ﬁea.fter stated.
L S o ‘F *
: “a ) -
! Descn‘.ptiy an}iexﬁt ﬁh&nd.?

L 98 g ¥ 2,3

Name of the
applicant

Survey “| Deserip- ﬁess-
number. : ment
v -~
. S. d. P _
4 R 0 8 9| Joseph

|

g j Higgins,
2 8 B.P. G
should have been Rupees 10-15, i;ste;d of Bupe;s' 17-9. The last
bidder next to Mr. Higgins, was Curnum Chintsu Ramanna ; his bid [{up;es 49-8, and his object,
to prevent Mr. Higgins getting the land, which he, the Curnum, had misdeseribed. Had
Mr. Higgins taken a Putta for the land which ‘was lying waste, he might afterwards b-ve
obfained it free of assessment at the upset price of Rupees 10-15.  Mr. Higgins has established
a school in connection with the Gospel Propagation Society at Kalasapaud, and the village
Officers are against his settling there. No one wanted to buy the land until Mr. Higgins
‘applied for it, and consequently no price could have been obtained for it. Independently of
Mr. Higgins’ application, when requiring the boundaries, &c., for preparation of the Title Deed,
the misdescription of number and assessment of the land came to light, which is the reason
for the delay in forwarding the Title Deed. The date of sale was 19th February 1861. Under
the above circumstances, 1 think that Mr. Higgins might be allowed to obtain the land which
he requires, at 20 years’ purchase, or for Rupees 10-15, and that the balance, Rupees 14-1,

might be returned to him as he could have had it at that price, if he had first taken a Putta
for it. ;

e e

1. The Collector is requested to state distinctly the amount of purchase money paid by
Mr. Higgins and carried to the credit of Government, and that proposed by him to be returned
to that gentleman as the concluding remarks in the above letter appears to lead to the inference
that the former amount was 25 Rupees instead of 50, and that the amoun’ proposed to be
returned was Rupees 14-1 instead of Rupeos 39-1, which the Board believe to be the correct
amount of the refund sought.

2. Mr. Wedderburn will also explain why cleven months were allowed to elapse between
the date of the Government Order authorizing the sale in question and the actual sale itself.

(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) W. HUDLESTON,
. Secretary,
To A. Wedderburn, Esq., Collector of Cuddapakh.

Exd, J, Wrights

e S T




No. 6,391, L
ProcEEDINGS OF THE BoARD or RevENuE, dated 19th November 1861,

Read again letters from the Collector of Cuddapah, No. 75, dated 31st May 18‘61,_requesting
perﬁiuion to return to Mr. Higgins the half p_urchaae money paid by him for a certain piece of land
sold under the Freehold Rules. ‘

No. 110, dated 6th September 1861, submitting a corrected Statement of the land actually
applied for by Mr. Higgins.

Cons. 4th June and 9th September 1861, Nos. 3,424 and 5,782.)
. ’Read also ‘the following letter from the same Officer, No. 123, dated 26th October 1861 E
submitting the further information called for by the Board :— A

1. In reply to Proceedings Board of Revenue, 30th September 1861, No, 5,265, I have the
honor to state that the amount of purchase wioney due by Mr. Higgins was Rupees 50, of which
Rupees 25 na_,paid‘on the land being knocked down to him, and credited to Government. It is
the difference between the half purchase money, already paid, viz., Rupees 25, and the 20 years’
purchase, i. e., Rupees 10-15-0, or Rupees 14-1-0 which was proposed to be returned to him.

- 2. The d;hy in the sale of the land after receipt.

% w&g%ﬁ‘}ﬁ&g&ﬁ%ﬁ%‘gg&t of the Governufenf, Order*® authorizing its sale, was
month, No. 1,383. caused by Mr. Higgins’ absence at the N eilgherries ; who
replied to my letter of 19th J uly 1860, on the 17th

January 1861. Previous to the first-named date several references had been made by the Tahsildar.
My order for the sale of the ground was issued on the 26th March 1860. Three Coontahs occupied
by a path were found short, and the Tahsildar referred for instructions on 2nd April; I replied on 8rd
May. Another reference was made regarding trees for which explanation was required and given on
6th July; and on my writing to Mr. Clay on account of Mr. Higgins’ abisence on 19th July,

~ M. Higgins replied. to me on the 17th Januar, 1861, requesting the land to be nut nn to sale in

¢ iddle of Pebrigry Tsvit.

1. Kesolved that the above communications be submitted for the consider:tion and orders of
Government with the following remarks.

= 2. Inthe Order of Government, dated 15th March
In Cons. 16th March 1860, No. 1,218, 1860, No. 385, R. D., the Collector of Cuddapah was
authorized to sell undel the Frechold Rules a piece of

awaste land described in the Stat:ment accompanying his application to be survey No. 34, meas
A. 1, C. 0, A. 5, and assessed at Annas 14 Pie 1, the upset price of which was accord?ri@ly fixed at

Rupees 17-9-8. : ) ‘

3. The land was put up at auction but not until last February, or eleven months after the
Government sanction in consequence of Mr. Higgins, the applicant’s, absence from the Distriet, and

was knocked down to him for 50 Rupees, half of which having been paid at the time was credited
to Government. ;

4. 'When, however, the Title deed wis about to be prepared, it was discovered that the land

in question was wrongly described as to number, extent, and assess-

No. E‘g’“"‘-’ n‘:’”’imt’ ment, which were respectively as shown in the margin,* and that
47 % 0 0 g g9 the upset price should accordingly have been Rupees 10.15-0
’ instead of Rupees 17-98. M. Higgins has requested to be
allowed to withdraw his bid, and the, Collector recomm (g that either the 25 Rupees already paid
be refunded, or that Mr. Higgins should be allowed to have the land at the upset price of

Rupees 10-15-0, for which sum he m'gat have oblained it by taking the land on Putiah in the
first instance, and then applying for the commutation of the-tenure by the payment of the fixed rate
S -

-

of 20 years’ purchase. 2 Y
84
:.' 3
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and as"Mr. Higgins appears to be still desirous of

: be granted to him for Rupees 10-15-0 the difference of
g he misdescription of the:land" dfigina'ﬁ;ﬂ‘;iih
e opposed Mr. Higgins at the sule, the Board cannot
and request the Collector to take suitable notice of it.

5 N

LT
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