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Fort Saint Ge.arye, Revenue Camwlmumgf 8th December 1857.
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Under these circamstaneces it is evxdent that thmum the lhghtest reason even to con)ec- S
“ture that we were Peracoodies. TS =
~ IIL 'The Collector then says that the’Mamamﬁm have a right to s the Petueco:
dies. This at once falls to the ground when it is considered that from all what was stated above,
it was clear Mwem no Peracoodies, but Merassdars, 'and that the Maniemdars cannot eject us.
It now remains to be cousidered whether the custom of the Zillah warrants such ejection.

The villages Iying 1mmeduuely to the east of thiat in question, and which were granted to
the Pagodahs of Neelamagaperoomal, Annundavully Ammen, Singaparoomall,, Mamecoondapé-
roomal and Sarvaysrum Covil are enjoyed by us and dertain others with Coodyeany right'and
with powers of alienation by mortgage, Bendagum and the like, The Maniemdars mrgﬁt have

: ajmtca us if they had a rnght to do so, and 1! Wﬁhh usages sanctioned it, but it is not the
case. '
15. In Cathara Mungalam, Temopauﬂbtsy and Colaya Ma:vo_]ee RnJa Tottam dxspntas
arose between the Mauniemdars and the occupiers, butas there was no such custom s to dismiss
~ the Coodies, final orders m&m‘#ﬁe mpqmwly?nsed by C'olleetors and J udves in favor £
w ‘ g of Coodies. - L "’*‘“
Weﬁdlyffnqmred.pt&ncemml iiiim.. ' 5
©Tn the_presence of these ciren the

the vor Mc P"‘Wﬁ could MS.
] q mﬁr m"‘“ﬂ"ﬂ "Hltﬁmgng’"

,«

. or ;ithnut inquiring uto any of the
e _ half, an Bmdedwdlouenueammzhae&ct,
in direc pposition to th ited orders o ‘the several Collectors and Judges, has: made
; , the endorsement in ¢ putting lhe lln&‘ia pmuiouafthe Pagoda people, whe were as
: - ahove said repeate o the Civil Cour

Bhirsi i omicin g 18, & qallx unfanng us to the;u,dxml tribu-

4  na re often put in possession of tbelmdu‘ ;\_,_

e WQWM this mmmhkoa@a(mwwh, mthoutqncemg |

2 < ,—a*m: herewith submitted, & m“ thaace,

% We, therefore, request that the Gwemmeu: will ba plbased to refer to the ace ne
orders of the Collector and the decisions of the Courts, and restore us possession of m >
;  question, and refer the Pagodah people to law suit, as before done, by cancelling the recent ¥
5 : order of the Collector complained against, L e gAY o
4 " For this act of j .;nsnce we ymu' humble Pdﬁl'ionén shall’,. a;’in. dﬁty Bound, ever p‘my. .

v ; G 3 : - S

i E:t:act from the Proceedmgu of the Session Court in ehe lelah of Combaconun nndpr hte :

{;— : the 2dth Apcil 1857~ © - : o
mmmnepm " of case No.4 of rsw befow the Specnl Asistant mgiamsu i ‘

B um, &e, - ;
Tl “ﬂ‘:‘w thhy have cﬂi;ged th:: enb:m € newly ep; ted on the 27th March 1857. . -
s M-a Ui:&‘er ’tba i i = "‘. Gy v i m§n§ thus : MMBG% from the Spdhihl Asmw:t ﬁ'ngmrata dmd‘ 14%11 Apnl 1857 to tbe"Ex«' S0
 authorities, h instituted No fal}’ﬁ"*referﬁng e privasi A e R tract from the Proceedings of thie Sexsion Court dated Tt Tdem,
. 58 of1 gent Gopala M, ~ Also Return from the Eagnm'ate dated 91.& Apﬂl 1837 to tbe Exwi from tha Froceedinga- ,

. {ﬂne Pagodib, but in oyr anges o ffgnhg brickkilns, and stateq g Mey to

o 'yhmcmm Ents were true b "Ward our clajm : whole lhnﬂ"to’ - L of theamon Court of the above date,

, trary,’ Wﬂtﬂu e ey and cited i rald : : ; :

i ' ¥ ““m!&f:ﬂ':mted to shify k; S ‘.Wme;forward and giy :E' A58 Witness, : erurn Erom the Special Aaaiamntﬁngism dmd mh April 1857, :a tlw Emac:
e e o he Pl o e S o s 170 T 7
» ol was confiemed jn appeg) BVIL Act X. of jgr, S OB % sﬁﬂ%ﬁmmmmmmwm Al to tho Extract from the Proceedmgu of' B

. e ien 17th Idem. - 4 e
Also the rwords in the ease No. 4 of 1857 and in t!m of' s Guitter i
: by the Ist. pmonar in" Np. 4 of 1857 against the - prosecutor, &c. CWPMt prefen'ad : - %

1. Ttappears that certain of the prisoners in 1855 com omplained. to the Magtsuata Eli;t the
Prosecutor was endeavonrmg to oust them of their tghui cultivating (Coody Caunuchy) a
gudencalled the Ramasamy Totum which forms part of the endowment of the Camachy Am-
men P.goda in the Fort at Tanjore, and that orders were passed under i instructions from the Ma-
gistrate by the Special Assistant Magistrate on the 30th October 1855, referring the parties for
the adjustment of tiie dispute to the Courts of His Ehghnass the unh, who was stated to hgve
iuﬁdﬁum in Revenue matters over the garden. - -
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%z,ave been digging the trenehuwh;g&mwy recently, as the PWCW&’ there SCemS reason {o

* have led tg the g,

fl-iaer 3 -_m‘_dﬂﬁl L '- g
Ist-and 8th witnesses being gigge.

Fort Saint George, Rg«vm Cons B e
S ddee T~ F

nsultation of gy Decen;ber LY e

S to guard agaiﬁst bl'Eachcs : WM"WW

3. On t}xe 9th August 1856, the

arty from interfering with ghe 1ug <5 VOGS

SIS 1, the dﬂ'ray, the iﬂsﬁh 3 !
~ : % ; = - L X 't Or lh 2
the rié e Tt that tho Prisoners and gheiy 11 T
st agaipes SRS f the 9t 4y Pr ORE cOnf
€ Against them; goes “mpm%e’fﬂ" ’*lg@}ﬁ:lp to within 6 ¢
i hiS poiy BOWBVer"' ‘
therelsnothing to Sh;w g e : s
= o AR ' L g m* aq s | RTINS A S - 2
SUPPOSe that this ryqp; L When the Plants were put intg the mfnw&: & was desitable; for

ore confessedly depriveq of Possession by
ays of the outra now

< & T idsed nosailr o é"‘%‘"
Footing on the lang: gy o, T 1 prisonery

tin) lf!flde upon them, 5
d aghin may M“%M%%% party for the purposs of gaﬁ;: ,

}' :‘:::g: ::s qne.stion, and that
e gy Priseners and thejp :
as | outm‘haud;_&qd to him they

myﬂ but supposin vt | L e
d i bra PPOSINg this to by,

- On this poy, e
ﬁﬂd‘ th‘t ! it fth&* o

ed in the Camachy Amen Pagod. f the Progee g R ly unk

" i . =8 & agoaa, i ' ‘~“- y 1= 1A .;\‘ / :NV shinilia Mﬁg L L eI
less Afbeq\lepﬂy given evidence f{,;ﬁi % ]f’é 2;‘:: tgd} 41‘11, fith, and 6th witnesses frosy T ¢
10‘ Itis singu]‘ar th&t “the bions o M h 3 &

ll. Thcugh d) ex ilmti € for cone s '_ "
secutor, if is highly erP;Ison?m A be the parties chisgy it 0 el 4
i, verypa:‘:ble.' that those of the party whe ha:rez“’d in the dispute“‘v;it@ th; E!b. 1
from the affiay. e T e the mouk likely Mar f(fre nost influence amongst

e & Prosecution would k
: g o )

12. The admissiong 3 L
v CHS ofithe Bd; Gih i oo 5 <l
at the time, anqd coupling theiy 8dmissioﬁ; .wi}:ha:{:e&h Prisoners!

i i o estioning‘.thejptopﬁety of their 8h°"7‘that

: evidence  they were on the so s
convietion ; by doubg; n;t the Prosecution, I see no Spot.

i Ll 1 dothe trustyorthines of g

e )

this may
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Fort Saint George, Revenue Consultation of 8th December 1857. |

e -

‘eviAence, the other prisoners must have the benefit of the.ﬂqubt and the sentences Passed upon
them are reversed. ; = 2 . =
13. I maust further romark that had all the papers now before me been sent up formerly, I
should have ‘qualified the order passed on the 2d November 1858. It then appeared to me that
*he Magistrate’s interfbrence hafl been solicited by the Manager of the Pagoda and the Pa_la‘ce
authoritjes, whereas the Maglstrate as pointed out above had applied to the Palfn_:e a.uthont-len
to detgrmine the right of pccupation, and this for the parpose of making the decision the g}l}de
of his future Proceedings. As the garden is withia the jurtsdiction of the Courts, tl‘fe (?ollector
and not his Highness the Rggah’s Court was the Roper authority summarily to adjudicate on

questions arising between the owner and the oceupants of the garden, aad had the case been fully.

before me, I should have pointed out that the reference of the question to his Highness the

Rajali's Court was erroneous, and that the proper tourse to be pursued was to transfer the case

from the Magistrate's office to the Reverue Court, when all necessity i"or the interference of the
Magistrate in the matter would cease. : :
14. This course I consider should still be followed, as it is clear that the prisoners and their

party are now out of possession in virtue of an order issued by the Magistrate founded ~upon the :

decision of a tribunial having no jurisdiction in the case. - )

- Ordered that Extract from thesd Proceedings be forwarded to the Magistrate for hig infor-
@a@ﬁf guidance by brecept retumlgfb,i? three days, and ‘that a copy of it be granted to the
B e i o

La T - s (Tme Bxtract)! e SRR i
w4 (Signed) ' G. T. BEAUCHAMP,

¢

*, =
L T PN

¥ o T

»
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. ~In No. 2462 or 18"
At . . . » 2 laer ‘s ‘

Takeed issndil to Setod Row, the Tasildar of Teroovady talook. - R

In the matter of the dispute, between Sa.'tyana.dapﬂlay. and others on the one hand, “and

Gopala Moodaliar the Stanikam or Manager of the Camatchyammal Pagoda on the other, the
former claiming a Coodycaniachy or tenant right to certain Survamaniam land situated . in Va-
loor village helonging to the said Pagoda, but the lagter denying the -same right; your- Arzee
No. §4 dated ¥3th Instant, has been received, from which it appears that on examination of both
the parties according to my order Na. 1388, it was admitted by the Agont of the sgid Gopala
Moodalie, that he would consent to allow Plaintifiy, he present petitioners, to cultivate, ‘ﬁ:ﬁ@%
would enter int an engagemont as P ies, whicll they vefuse to do; jg.i,'.l"p stated, that
the parties will noveg sattle the dispute amgng Shemsclycs. wnless a fival decfsion be passed by
the Gtm’ 5 S5 R 5 g o ".} .l;‘.; s 3 iy T : i

An order was at first issued proliibiting “4he interfironce of both the parties with the

land in question, with a view of compelling them 5 eome to an agresment: amongst themselvess

but as it is mentioned in your Arzee, that such séttlenient esnnot take place, as the said - Satya-
nadapilisy and others, decline to engage as Peracoodies the order referred.to has been - hereby
daneaikd. 5 a5 : PR 2 e T L e :

The Collector M;Enﬁarfm»ia his: suatton (aasoeding -to:the.C. 0. of aniofm:;c

:

", dated 28tk Decenber 1844) only in caseof Satyanadapifiay

C. 0. B. R. Vol. 1 para.'866, and others Aaving auffsiens proof of their Caniashy or gonant
= ~ right, and on consuiting the documents executed since 1855,
to ascertain this point, it scems clear that they have 0 Cox

coodies at his pleasure, in accordance with. the practice of the Zillah, Therefore if the afhmmd
parties consider. themsclyes. to possess Caniachy or tenant right, they must establish such right
by law. o s o= EESRs
Under these cirenmstances, the Peracoodies alluded to must be infermed that they cannot

interfere with the land in dispute, even at present, without the cansent of the Muanager of the

‘.

e R, T

Session Judge.

nigehy, but areouly Pooracoodies :
’hence the owner of the Meerasy ot holder of the maniam has the power of ejecting. these Pera-
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o TR e Gt Reversis Gimauliation of §1], Desember. 1657, | Sk Ao
g Pagoda ; 'nud.that if they a‘ze'g,_‘f géhian’ thn;mﬂm % ! | pay us Coodivaram and also Soothantiram as was ever usual; and while the propriet‘ors them-
o =33 ‘must establish it by a civil suit-as m“mnﬁo::dhavc any legal right to cultivate the land, they selves have allowed us as Coodies, how .can the Agent who has a mere term of 10 years call us -
- e MR o e = : - Peracoodies ? ' ’
3 D““d 25tk July 1857, = (Signed) H. D, fPHILLIPS, : g 6. In Sarvary the Pagodah's Agent let us the Maylwaram on contract calling us Coodies
, : St SERART - E CoE : "% 4 Acting Collector, " and engaging to give us Coodywaram and Snodantar'am._ This the Stanik Punjabicasien has
T ik v (:& ?‘:“?Ttanllati(m.)w 7 R L 3 admitted by his giving receipt for the payment to him of the said amount of contract paddy,.
et : ‘-. i T ot "'»}"“ ( .t’!‘ .; L SmGAI:AﬂHARYAH iy, TEN ’ The Board is requested to consider that either in this or in any other Zillah there is no prac-
7 P c... ". T g -.m.~__‘,s R WU ,Tramlmor. ; tice of allowing Soodantaram to Perncood;es.s = i = f :
g Y e donthe onorable 1] 'ﬁ"'i o, S o o ‘ ' ' 7. In the several receipts given by the Staniks and their aceredited agents for the payment
g y vl .’"‘ "!. :‘.{@H’ X q’f}; - =i '”“ ﬂ”:"d ofRevenue. E= l of the contract paddy, the;phmgve called us and others “ contractors such and such” a.nctégheir
: : Sy '21‘"'.:,%?'; e 1o S R e g o Takkeeds to us are addressed as * Nattamigars.” But and if we were Peracoodies we could not
| ‘ ‘ “ 5 fafidlo Tay an?:;::: bl:hf émw.n :o.f Satnapatha P be mentioned as contractors without the wogrd Peracoody with it, and the appellation ** Natta-
| Seiioltr . of wm; Govin;::tl;a;‘mt::zn 34 etim:ndars migar” was never applied to any Peroocoodies in any Zillah, ; ;
:'_ i : e - of Vennar in Trivady talook; d:::d Cosbaco:':: 8. The contested Toattam and Ivaly and Moovaly villages were endowed by the same
L ‘SBEWETH, U R ‘.19_;11 August 1857, : : Rajah to the same -Pngoduh on the same date and through one and the same Sicca, and they
That our ancestors and then wek TSRt e . were enjoyed by their Merassdars ‘with all-zights,' .when tl_m Pagodah people having contended
years after its grant by the Rajah of ;‘nrselv?‘ have enjoyed the Toastun; both bef, d fer 70 that the occupiers of the 2 villages were Pergcoodxes at will, ﬂ'nal .decrees have been passe.d to
and with all rights of Coodicaniatehy ,:;J?n by c‘w‘h) mman Covil and hel e ;P Bl ‘ the effect that the occupiers were entitjed igj;g right,of Coodicaniatchy and that the Maniam-
; VieW 1o oust gs, @‘opaulii{‘m v Y : Ph‘!t;eg of mortgs ing and plg o i: R 1!11_11 ",”%“ v dauahouhl only get the nglvggm_;~§m! eg&@nce the occupigrs use to dispose of the Ignds on
5 of ten years played many frauds in ﬁz'/'.'&.g’?“ﬁf?-‘ﬂi‘appointed by thm@ﬁgf ki sale, nggl:‘tgage and Bendagam @?&_@ out on stampt cadjans and to the knowledge of the
gt T tﬁe landp cultivated by us in 1856 ma& s8iracy and at last ha.rvestedaway thz o mghm circar.  While so, how m‘wea%om. “who aré the occupiers of the contested village which is
e L e o R S i 8
48 We wers furuished wi TS Or eXansining o, e | fTacksh usage )u%eﬁs Peracoodies, T B e s N
interfere in the : , E usage S, We 0o were syrveyed as such. However when deerees.

are passed that dfle said occupigrs Who ‘:miri va

.. # o
das Peracoodies were not Peracoodies and,
that the survey was useless, how can Wo;d&;'

alled as Peracoodies?

. - = =z Ly
10. 'While we were in undisputed pessession of Poothootoattam and Palam Toattam villa-

that dismissal was confirmed in appeal and special appenl. Thé speeial appeal from the Session
Judge's order touching the land was also dismissed by the Suddr Court. - - Sl N8 A

E .' k A, ot - e e ges which lie next to the one in question, Somnot Pundit who was endowed with theirsMaylva~
P gl }8584&@{.,;?:1.%‘ oIt it i ram laid complaints in the Collgetor's Cuteherry, statiug that we the Coodies had sold him our
: ﬁ* g S E “i “The ﬁgﬂ : _ja‘ﬁ,; ﬁ!; Coodicanicatchy, when, Palace au:thori!:iog S?ilt a Mento stating that the Coodicaniatchy belong-
e éhiﬁé:ﬁ%yl s ;’mm ed to neither the complainant nor ourselves but to them. But Mr. Bishop the. late Collector
7 * Special Assistant ilaglsw::: bﬂc passed an order on the 10th July 1847, that it belonged not to the Palace but to ourselves,
g &ge Mtﬁﬁhgagw %&;i&b rties to This was also eonfirmed by the Civil Judge on the 4th July 1850. j 5
o : ngaWﬂuaorthe order of the gl 11. In cases where landd are Qraifteé as Sarvamaniam, the Rajahs, the proprietors of
W our claim wad fully provedand refersedsthe ztm;. she-Givil Maylvarams grant the Maylvaram, purchase the Coody Merass from the inhabitants and give it
. 2. The ‘order of the Magistrate in a complain laid 1 to the grantee. But this was not the case in respect to our contested village, and the Pagodah
Iage was reversed by thé Session Judge’s order of ihemk:yNﬂ;: ;&ngt‘nt about the land i gy people do not pretend to have so received our Coodicaniatchy. e A
2 i ; q 'y b ok = CANave =4 (R W o s Eoiy: v . ) 0 e = : -
ok m'ogrfer?nnp ey even pretended hythe Ageat in hi bgr "18“"6" Whm e it 12. Disputes were given rise to by the Peishwa's the Maniamdars of Teroopaltoray in
apmehmaznmmmdonmmjuwy 857 enrit L his motion, and in yirtue of whier f 5 mlook (& Mocgaie MaGlMEE RIMERES xills o e , !
By his order of the 9th Augrust 1856, »Setting aside his former prohibition som... Pabanasam talook (a Moogasa Maniam alike the village in question) having attempted to turn
T ugn L S T Prohibition conveye, out the occupicrs on plea that they were Peracoodics, when, under the decree in special appeal
| . Suit No. 53 of 1 T & M DL e, R - . No, 9 of 1889, final dec : i Roceadid Na. .t of 18 b 5
o h m:;e_,‘ L 'lf;:::a&tge %::a;ﬁz tﬁfﬁi'{?i&““"‘ Wi Al | S !;fh;m ﬁ::iu;::et: “ Smo&‘ﬁg sanded No. 1 of 1948 am its appesl No, 106.of
Hence, the. Collector’s: observation Wt 3 ©2nd “and brickkiln was disstes. 1‘5‘ e T o2 g e e R, R
Collector that he has eonsidered m,{;. ffﬁ;f:g d? the ground, and besides the :mi;iz;,f“ il T AE ‘_';H"”‘ %"? Peracoodies, the Pagodah people might Have objeeted to such of the
, he hus not noticed any one'of the seversl documents 1 o> " 1856, manifestly showe gy & ‘ ot ey ue by mostgngt, Reedaguit e, Leing Sonly enjoyed by shom.awilo
E therefore thé Collector’s enquiry Tevery i ectivefm 8 for the 70 years prior to 1855, ‘,gg%: ! :x:::tsooict) tained them -from us, but they have all»o»v}ved their en?oymgpt, thus giving a tacjt con-
3 IL. Tbec“'nmmyith&tweue?e TR s DO ' g R P T I A . s EERTE
it o \ ot racoodies, [f g : = : 14. Under the Magistrate’s order refering the present Agent-Gopaula Moodely to the Civil
(| :’a:r:l{avt:;:it:(inﬁeg:nihm, g which we have held - the enjoy;:;x:h:bl:a'g o hight have in ayy authorities, he instituted’ No. 53 of 1856 and for the brickkilus and statdd the' who!ey‘lnd‘:o‘. be-
: oy i mj ¢ ool_mo. &e., as it is usual 'with Peracoodies m:";g ijwﬂ- de. 1 ’ long “‘59"3"?58"‘1-’“1"’, but in our answer we put fomvard our claim and eited “him as 'a"wimess. it
'] R 3 = £ ' mdng;,:nor dx§ W - , i his plaint statements were true he would have boldy come forward and given his,eyidéﬁcé,' but
- Staniks, th 2 o) g the 1a . e ~on'the contfiry he wdhted to shift himself by vain excuses and for the fear of inougting the pe-
i O R e | % - Jeof g, nalty of perjury has allowed the SuitMorbe sfruck off under Section VILL. Act X. of 1856, and
|

¥
! |
A'E;r:;‘?*:;—,:‘i*r-‘-‘—*f—z. O
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Revenus Consultation of 8%, December 1857,

effects of the Rajah of Tanjore excepting the Moogasa Maniams were
the Government order jssued at the close of 1856, the oceupiers of Ivaly

131 documents in proof of their

15, When the Ian
placed undé¥ zuft under

2y R ¢ ther the custom of the Zillali warrants such ejection.
Th"'“u‘g&' being h.:xmgfiiateiy 10 the east of that in question and which were granted to the
a]n'ag,',s“‘*";,ﬁ“ e G nguperoomal, Aunaudavally senian, Singapergomaul, Manicundaperoomaul
 eof aliesatiinry . &%¢ enjoyed by us and certain tin others with Coodicahy right and with pos-
they had 5 g ) OrtEege: bendagum andthetlike. The Maniamdars might hove ¢jocted us if
SR 2\ Uoeges sametioned it, ut itds not the case- ¢
Teroopaultorsy, and Calayamansice o

jea Rajah, Toattani disputes

nd"guch enstom as to"dismiss

+ order, put us in possession of fhe
hereiobefore wsed to do,

- Tor this act of justies we yourh

:FO!‘&SM"GE

Revenur Boarp 6“1::3, !
: orge, |
V4th Soptember 1857,

i e A e it R ¢
i R e e - ‘ Lk ,:__L E
B L T i, e 00 i Wl B,

ST Para ], Tn 1855 the present Potitioners - :

m:‘h“ oyl path, the Kamatchi Amangs P goda in Tanjore, for ghe Bm;ﬁmhgf
Tand ey alleged that they and theix fathers before them had for many years cultivated certaiy,
Au them, were frying to onst them from the posse bl or hereditary right to oul odted

Possession of shose Layds tirate, yomads

** 2 Theyw Yeforrod to o e ; RETES My
10 possess mv:.ﬁi ?"%'Cu:fh of K, H. the Rejeh of Tanjore, which were stateq
. uristic over the disputeq Spot.  But with a view of determ_’iaing ﬁ;é. ‘

A

Fort Saint George, Revenue Consultation of 8th December 1357,

question of present possession,
ed the Sirkhele of the Rajah’s
no tenant right,

for the avoidance of breaches of the peace, the Magistrate address,

Durbar ; and upon that officer’s dictum that the Petitioners had
prohivited them from interfering with the land in dispuie,

3. Upon this the Pet'tionzrs addressed the Sessions Judgs,
Magi

they weve in when they first complained that the Ag_ent or Manage: of the Pagoda had assailed
their right, and ihe dis

puted question of present possession (for each party contended that they
were in possession) siill remained to be decidod? by eompetent authority,

4. ﬁn‘ 13 of the Procéedings of the Sessions Court noted above, specified the Collector
of the Proviace as this competent anthovity ; ¢ the proper course to be pursued was to transfer
s the case from ihe Magisivate’s office to the Revenue Court, when all necessi reessity for Magistorial
* interference would cease, * '

“ Pava, 14. This coqsse should now. be followed.” **
3. The result of ihe order above qnotadf;‘l 'bqag that the Collector has enquired into
the Peiitionors’ cluim throuzh ihe Tahsildar of the Teivacy Talook; and decided thai Peti-
“wichi, or hereditary right to cultivate, and that they can according-
ly be dispossessed at pleasure by ihe holders of | W!ﬁgb{(ﬁ. e. the Agent of, and others
¢onuected wich the Pagoda), accoiding to the usages of the Provinoe, s : ‘s
6. In making their end
No. S

tion, to the Sabovdinate Civil Court. But in the opinion of Government, cases of this de..
scription, i, e. disputes between Merasdars and their cultivators Tespecting the posse n of
Koodikaniaichi, and ihe power ol the former io oust ihe latter, are coguizable, as far as the
Tight to decide preseat possession is concerned by the Collector, '

1822, but unde

’ ihe }Pli'ties who deem
themselves aggrieved by the decision of the final authority to whom Collectors’ decisions are
appealable, to prosecute iheir claims in the Courts, .

7. Under these circumstances, the Government resolve to refer back

of Revenue, i order that they may pass an order on the case on its m
decision o Collector. o AR

°k the case to the-Boarﬁ :
2rits as an nppaalfrom_‘;h.

1887, -
informed that instructions in their ease have been issaed 1o the Bourd of
=3 (Signed) M. FORBES,

5 . Aeting Secretary 1o Gozerament,

8. Ocdered that the foliowjag_ endorsoment be made on Petition 2168 of
* Patitioners ave

* Revenue,”
woL

- Bot wader Regulailon V, o
¢ the geaeral powers vested in Collestors, and it is for
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