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No. 47.  Read the following Extract from the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, date,&'

5th February 1859, Ne. 437.
Read letter from the Acting Collector of Salem, dated 20th December 1‘858, No. 206.

(In Con. 28thj December 1858, No. 5816.) .

With the above letter the Acting Collector submits the pleadings in O. S. No. 15 of 1858,
on the file of the Subordivate Court of Salem, and requests authority to defend the Suit at the

“public expense. -
1003, Pro. to Govt. 26th April 1835, 2, This cas o % , .
1150, E. 8. C. 21 in Con. 3 May 1835, R. D. No, 529. ~ Yig = has already been‘ fully dis-
3 1231, Pro. to Govt. 21st May 1855, cussed in the correspondence noted in the mar-

;| d 2y B. M. G, . Tth 35, i No. " ¥ - .

1452 B. 0. C. 24 in Cou. 7th June 1835, R D No. 66t o0y byt may be briefly recapitulated as fol-

1359, From Collr. Salem, 22d in Con, 8uth April 1855,
1202, To do. 30th April 1856. lows. I

3. The Plaipti'ﬁ' cultivated a certain piece of land in the village of Cholypoliamputty and.
became a defaulter. For the arrears thus due by him the Collector attached and sold another ™
spot of land in the same village which the defaulter inherited from his father, its registered
Proprietor and Pattadar. The land was however mortgaged at the time of its sale and the
mortgagee instituted a Suit for its recovery, but subsequently withdrew it. The Plain-~
tiff therefore now comes forward on his own behalf and sues for the recovery of the land sold.

4, The question which is involved in the case is, therefore, firstly, whether a Collector is
empowered to sell for arrears of Revenue, land belonging to the same party other than that on
which the Government demand accrued, and secondly, whether the sale was conducted in a

‘legal manner. :

5. The Draft Answer formerly prepared by the Board and amended by Government, con-

Preds - . \ tained the necessary arguments in support of the defence
_ .« Vide E. M. C. 24 in Con. 7ih June on the first point. But on the 2d point the Board regret
1855, R. D)., No. 664. to find that a serious flaw has now been brought forward.
e ‘ The present Plaint alleges that the sale was illegal, because
4 a month had not elapsed from its Notificatign being published in the District under Section 11.,
= 26 of 1802. To this objection the Acting Collector can only plead in answer, that

Regulation 2
according to the custom of the District, it was sufficient that a month should have elapsed from

the advertisement of the sale being published in the Board's office.
G. As Government have expressed the opinion that
See -para. 6 of Draft Answer en- Regulation XXV of 1802, is applicable to Ryotwary as
closed in E. M. €. 2d in Con. 5th well as to Zemindary lands, and the Revenue Board have
June 1855, No. 664, R. D. held the same view, it will doubtlessly be considered ob-
et jectionable to dispute the law on this point. It would
. also be unadvisable to do so, for if an adverse decision should be given on this particular point,
| difficulties might be expected to arise regarding other sales which would also be’ contested.
. The Board therefore suggest that the Collector be instructed to make amicable arrangements
with the Plaintiff and the party now in possession for the restoration of the land to the former,

or an equivalent in money, without litigation.
: = The Board are led to consider that the responsibility of making terms with the Plaintiff
" should not be thrown on the Collector, because except in this particular point, his proceedings

~ in selling the land for the arrear of Revenue have been approved—and the mode in which it has
been usual to sell land in the Salem Distriet, was founded

C. 0. 16th August 1827. on an opinion, sanctioned by the Sudder Udalut, that Re-

Letter of Mr. Brett, 6th in Con. 11th  gulation XXVI. of 1802 did not apply to Ryotwary lands.

May 1854, p. 7. In the opinion of Government and the Board that decision

was superseded by Regulation IIL. of 1830 Section 4—but

still there is some room for a doubt whether that Regulation, judging by its preamble, was not

also intended to apply only to Zemindary lands.

g 8. In conclusion the Board will only obseive that the new Act for the sale of Ryotwary

B lands for arrears of Revenue establishes beyond future dispute the main principle for which it
was thought of importance to defend this Suit—viz. the responsibility of any part of a defaul- .
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ter’s estate for an arrear due to Government, It glso enacts that the provisions of Regulation
XXVL of 1802 are to be followed in the sale of Ryotwary lands as respects the length of N
fication and time of sale,

oli-
(A true Extract.)
(Signed) J, D, SIM, Secretary,

No. 48. OrpER THEREON, No.
The ‘Government concur in the view ta

they authorize the issue of instructions to the Acting Collectox of
arrangements with the Plaintiff and the mortgagee who is

shall be placed in the same position with regard to the ] cupied previously to the!
sale which now turns out to have been illegal,

196 ; dated 12th February 1859,
ken by the Board of Revenue of (his case, and

Salem to make amicable

(Signed) J, D, BOU hDILLO’\T
Secretary to GOI)G) ‘nment,
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No, 664.

: No. 437.
Exrtracr from the ProceepiNes of the Boarp of Revenve, dated 5th February 1859.
Read letter from the Acting Collector of Salem, dated 20th December 1858, No. 206.
(Tn Con. 28th December 1858, No. 5816.)

With the above letter the Acting Collector submits the pleadings in O. 8. No. 15 of 1858, on the
£16 of the Subordinate Court of Salem, and requests authority to defend the Suit at the public expense.
2. This case has already been fully discussed in

1003, Pro. fo Goyt, 26th April 1855. " , . .
1159, E. M, C. 2din Con. 3d May 1853, R. D. No. 529. th‘? e P",“dencc noted in the .margin, but may be
1231, Pro. to CGovl. 21st 313)’}}?5}55. (i & s ek briefly recapitulated as follows.

1452, E. M. C, 24 in Con. Tth June 55, R. D.No. 664. p iy ) : . :
1359, From Collr, Salem, 22d in Cou. 30th April 1850. 3. The Plaintiff cultivated a certain piece of land
1292, To do. 30th April 1856. in the village of Cholypoliamputty and became a defaul-

ter. For the arrears thus due by him the Collector attached and sold another spot of land in the same
village which the defaulter inherited from his father, its registered Proprietor and Puttadar. The land
was however mortgaged at the time of its sale and the mortgagee instituled a Suit for its recovery, but
subsequently withdrew it. The Plaintiff therefore now comes forward on his own behalf and sues for the
recovery of the land sold.

4. The question which is involved in the case is, therefore, firstly, whether a Collector is empowered
to sell for arrears of Revenue, land belonging to the same party other than that on which the Government
demand accrued, and secondly, whether the sale was conducted in a legal manner.

5. The Draft Answer formerly prepared by the Board and amended by Government, contained

the necessary arguments in support of the defence on the first

Vide E. M. C. 2d in Con, 7th June 1855, R. D., point. But on the 2d point the Board regret to find that a

serions flaw has now been brought forward. ~The present Plaint

alleges that the sale was illegal, because a month had not elapsed from its: Notification being published

in the District under Section 11, Regulation 26 of 1802. To this objection the Acting Collector can

only plead in answer, that according to the custom of the District, it was sufficient that a month should
have elapsed from the advertisement of the sale being published in the Board’s Office.

. 6. AsGovernment have expressed the opinion that Regu-
=L ) & gin_l’;:{‘ Jﬁ::‘;csrsa,m;}g.m%ﬁz lation XX VI of 1802, is applicable to Ryotwary as well as to
R.D. ; Zemindary lands, and the Revenue Board have held the same

view, it will doubtlessly be considered objectionable to dispute
the law on this point. It would also be unadvisable to do so, for if an adverse decision should be given
on this particular point, difficulties might be expected to arise regarding other sales which would also be
contested. The Board therefore suggest that the Collector be instructed to make amicable arrangements

- with the Plaintiff and the party now in possession for the restoration of the land to the former, or an

equi‘;;lent in money, without litigation.

7. The Board are led to consider that the responsibility of making terms with the Plaintiff should |
* not be tlifown on the Collector, because except in this particular point, his proceedings in selling the land

for the arrear of revenue have been approved—and the mode in which it has been usual to sell land
S in the Salem District, was founded on an opinion, sane-

?Mgr t?tkrni&l‘lg;fﬁ,ltﬁ;'{u Gon. 11th May 1854, p. 7. tioned by the Sudder Udalut, that Regulation XXVI of

; E="Y 1802 did not apply to Ryotwary lands. I the opinion

of Government and the Board that decision was superseded by Regulation I1II of 1830 Scc. 4—but still

there is some room for a doubt whether that Regulation, judging by its preamble, was not also intended

to apply only to Zemindary lands.
8. Tn conclusion the Board will only observe that the new Act for the sale of Ryotwary lands for

arrears of revenue cstablishes beyond fature dispute the main principle for which it was thought of impor-

tance to defend this Suit—viz. the responsibiliby of any part of a defaulter’s estate for an arrear due to
1t also eracts that the provisions of Regulation XXVI of 1802 are to be followed in the

Government. Regul :

sale of Ryotwary lands as respects the length of Notification and time of sale,
(A true Extract.)

To

7. D. BOURDILLON, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D.
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No. 47.  Read the following Extract from the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, date,&'

5th February 1859, Ne. 437.
Read letter from the Acting Collector of Salem, dated 20th December 1‘858, No. 206.

(In Con. 28thj December 1858, No. 5816.) .

With the above letter the Acting Collector submits the pleadings in O. S. No. 15 of 1858,
on the file of the Subordivate Court of Salem, and requests authority to defend the Suit at the

“public expense. -
1003, Pro. to Govt. 26th April 1835, 2, This cas o % , .
1150, E. 8. C. 21 in Con. 3 May 1835, R. D. No, 529. ~ Yig = has already been‘ fully dis-
3 1231, Pro. to Govt. 21st May 1855, cussed in the correspondence noted in the mar-

;| d 2y B. M. G, . Tth 35, i No. " ¥ - .

1452 B. 0. C. 24 in Cou. 7th June 1835, R D No. 66t o0y byt may be briefly recapitulated as fol-

1359, From Collr. Salem, 22d in Con, 8uth April 1855,
1202, To do. 30th April 1856. lows. I

3. The Plaipti'ﬁ' cultivated a certain piece of land in the village of Cholypoliamputty and.
became a defaulter. For the arrears thus due by him the Collector attached and sold another ™
spot of land in the same village which the defaulter inherited from his father, its registered
Proprietor and Pattadar. The land was however mortgaged at the time of its sale and the
mortgagee instituted a Suit for its recovery, but subsequently withdrew it. The Plain-~
tiff therefore now comes forward on his own behalf and sues for the recovery of the land sold.

4, The question which is involved in the case is, therefore, firstly, whether a Collector is
empowered to sell for arrears of Revenue, land belonging to the same party other than that on
which the Government demand accrued, and secondly, whether the sale was conducted in a

‘legal manner. :

5. The Draft Answer formerly prepared by the Board and amended by Government, con-

Preds - . \ tained the necessary arguments in support of the defence
_ .« Vide E. M. C. 24 in Con. 7ih June on the first point. But on the 2d point the Board regret
1855, R. D)., No. 664. to find that a serious flaw has now been brought forward.
e ‘ The present Plaint alleges that the sale was illegal, because
4 a month had not elapsed from its Notificatign being published in the District under Section 11.,
= 26 of 1802. To this objection the Acting Collector can only plead in answer, that

Regulation 2
according to the custom of the District, it was sufficient that a month should have elapsed from

the advertisement of the sale being published in the Board's office.
G. As Government have expressed the opinion that
See -para. 6 of Draft Answer en- Regulation XXV of 1802, is applicable to Ryotwary as
closed in E. M. €. 2d in Con. 5th well as to Zemindary lands, and the Revenue Board have
June 1855, No. 664, R. D. held the same view, it will doubtlessly be considered ob-
et jectionable to dispute the law on this point. It would
. also be unadvisable to do so, for if an adverse decision should be given on this particular point,
| difficulties might be expected to arise regarding other sales which would also be’ contested.
. The Board therefore suggest that the Collector be instructed to make amicable arrangements
with the Plaintiff and the party now in possession for the restoration of the land to the former,

or an equivalent in money, without litigation.
: = The Board are led to consider that the responsibility of making terms with the Plaintiff
" should not be thrown on the Collector, because except in this particular point, his proceedings

~ in selling the land for the arrear of Revenue have been approved—and the mode in which it has
been usual to sell land in the Salem Distriet, was founded

C. 0. 16th August 1827. on an opinion, sanctioned by the Sudder Udalut, that Re-

Letter of Mr. Brett, 6th in Con. 11th  gulation XXVI. of 1802 did not apply to Ryotwary lands.

May 1854, p. 7. In the opinion of Government and the Board that decision

was superseded by Regulation IIL. of 1830 Section 4—but

still there is some room for a doubt whether that Regulation, judging by its preamble, was not

also intended to apply only to Zemindary lands.

g 8. In conclusion the Board will only obseive that the new Act for the sale of Ryotwary

B lands for arrears of Revenue establishes beyond future dispute the main principle for which it
was thought of importance to defend this Suit—viz. the responsibility of any part of a defaul- .
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ter’s estate for an arrear due to Government, It glso enacts that the provisions of Regulation
XXVL of 1802 are to be followed in the sale of Ryotwary lands as respects the length of N
fication and time of sale,

oli-
(A true Extract.)
(Signed) J, D, SIM, Secretary,

No. 48. OrpER THEREON, No.
The ‘Government concur in the view ta

they authorize the issue of instructions to the Acting Collectox of
arrangements with the Plaintiff and the mortgagee who is

shall be placed in the same position with regard to the ] cupied previously to the!
sale which now turns out to have been illegal,

196 ; dated 12th February 1859,
ken by the Board of Revenue of (his case, and

Salem to make amicable

(Signed) J, D, BOU hDILLO’\T
Secretary to GOI)G) ‘nment,
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No, 664.

: No. 437.
Exrtracr from the ProceepiNes of the Boarp of Revenve, dated 5th February 1859.
Read letter from the Acting Collector of Salem, dated 20th December 1858, No. 206.
(Tn Con. 28th December 1858, No. 5816.)

With the above letter the Acting Collector submits the pleadings in O. 8. No. 15 of 1858, on the
£16 of the Subordinate Court of Salem, and requests authority to defend the Suit at the public expense.
2. This case has already been fully discussed in

1003, Pro. fo Goyt, 26th April 1855. " , . .
1159, E. M, C. 2din Con. 3d May 1853, R. D. No. 529. th‘? e P",“dencc noted in the .margin, but may be
1231, Pro. to CGovl. 21st 313)’}}?5}55. (i & s ek briefly recapitulated as follows.

1452, E. M. C, 24 in Con. Tth June 55, R. D.No. 664. p iy ) : . :
1359, From Collr, Salem, 22d in Cou. 30th April 1850. 3. The Plaintiff cultivated a certain piece of land
1292, To do. 30th April 1856. in the village of Cholypoliamputty and became a defaul-

ter. For the arrears thus due by him the Collector attached and sold another spot of land in the same
village which the defaulter inherited from his father, its registered Proprietor and Puttadar. The land
was however mortgaged at the time of its sale and the mortgagee instituled a Suit for its recovery, but
subsequently withdrew it. The Plaintiff therefore now comes forward on his own behalf and sues for the
recovery of the land sold.

4. The question which is involved in the case is, therefore, firstly, whether a Collector is empowered
to sell for arrears of Revenue, land belonging to the same party other than that on which the Government
demand accrued, and secondly, whether the sale was conducted in a legal manner.

5. The Draft Answer formerly prepared by the Board and amended by Government, contained

the necessary arguments in support of the defence on the first

Vide E. M. C. 2d in Con, 7th June 1855, R. D., point. But on the 2d point the Board regret to find that a

serions flaw has now been brought forward. ~The present Plaint

alleges that the sale was illegal, because a month had not elapsed from its: Notification being published

in the District under Section 11, Regulation 26 of 1802. To this objection the Acting Collector can

only plead in answer, that according to the custom of the District, it was sufficient that a month should
have elapsed from the advertisement of the sale being published in the Board’s Office.

. 6. AsGovernment have expressed the opinion that Regu-
=L ) & gin_l’;:{‘ Jﬁ::‘;csrsa,m;}g.m%ﬁz lation XX VI of 1802, is applicable to Ryotwary as well as to
R.D. ; Zemindary lands, and the Revenue Board have held the same

view, it will doubtlessly be considered objectionable to dispute
the law on this point. It would also be unadvisable to do so, for if an adverse decision should be given
on this particular point, difficulties might be expected to arise regarding other sales which would also be
contested. The Board therefore suggest that the Collector be instructed to make amicable arrangements

- with the Plaintiff and the party now in possession for the restoration of the land to the former, or an

equi‘;;lent in money, without litigation.

7. The Board are led to consider that the responsibility of making terms with the Plaintiff should |
* not be tlifown on the Collector, because except in this particular point, his proceedings in selling the land

for the arrear of revenue have been approved—and the mode in which it has been usual to sell land
S in the Salem District, was founded on an opinion, sane-

?Mgr t?tkrni&l‘lg;fﬁ,ltﬁ;'{u Gon. 11th May 1854, p. 7. tioned by the Sudder Udalut, that Regulation XXVI of

; E="Y 1802 did not apply to Ryotwary lands. I the opinion

of Government and the Board that decision was superseded by Regulation I1II of 1830 Scc. 4—but still

there is some room for a doubt whether that Regulation, judging by its preamble, was not also intended

to apply only to Zemindary lands.
8. Tn conclusion the Board will only observe that the new Act for the sale of Ryotwary lands for

arrears of revenue cstablishes beyond fature dispute the main principle for which it was thought of impor-

tance to defend this Suit—viz. the responsibiliby of any part of a defaulter’s estate for an arrear due to
1t also eracts that the provisions of Regulation XXVI of 1802 are to be followed in the

Government. Regul :

sale of Ryotwary lands as respects the length of Notification and time of sale,
(A true Extract.)

To

7. D. BOURDILLON, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D.
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No. 47.  Read the following Extract from the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, date,&'

5th February 1859, Ne. 437.
Read letter from the Acting Collector of Salem, dated 20th December 1‘858, No. 206.

(In Con. 28thj December 1858, No. 5816.) .

With the above letter the Acting Collector submits the pleadings in O. S. No. 15 of 1858,
on the file of the Subordivate Court of Salem, and requests authority to defend the Suit at the

“public expense. -
1003, Pro. to Govt. 26th April 1835, 2, This cas o % , .
1150, E. 8. C. 21 in Con. 3 May 1835, R. D. No, 529. ~ Yig = has already been‘ fully dis-
3 1231, Pro. to Govt. 21st May 1855, cussed in the correspondence noted in the mar-

;| d 2y B. M. G, . Tth 35, i No. " ¥ - .

1452 B. 0. C. 24 in Cou. 7th June 1835, R D No. 66t o0y byt may be briefly recapitulated as fol-

1359, From Collr. Salem, 22d in Con, 8uth April 1855,
1202, To do. 30th April 1856. lows. I

3. The Plaipti'ﬁ' cultivated a certain piece of land in the village of Cholypoliamputty and.
became a defaulter. For the arrears thus due by him the Collector attached and sold another ™
spot of land in the same village which the defaulter inherited from his father, its registered
Proprietor and Pattadar. The land was however mortgaged at the time of its sale and the
mortgagee instituted a Suit for its recovery, but subsequently withdrew it. The Plain-~
tiff therefore now comes forward on his own behalf and sues for the recovery of the land sold.

4, The question which is involved in the case is, therefore, firstly, whether a Collector is
empowered to sell for arrears of Revenue, land belonging to the same party other than that on
which the Government demand accrued, and secondly, whether the sale was conducted in a

‘legal manner. :

5. The Draft Answer formerly prepared by the Board and amended by Government, con-

Preds - . \ tained the necessary arguments in support of the defence
_ .« Vide E. M. C. 24 in Con. 7ih June on the first point. But on the 2d point the Board regret
1855, R. D)., No. 664. to find that a serious flaw has now been brought forward.
e ‘ The present Plaint alleges that the sale was illegal, because
4 a month had not elapsed from its Notificatign being published in the District under Section 11.,
= 26 of 1802. To this objection the Acting Collector can only plead in answer, that

Regulation 2
according to the custom of the District, it was sufficient that a month should have elapsed from

the advertisement of the sale being published in the Board's office.
G. As Government have expressed the opinion that
See -para. 6 of Draft Answer en- Regulation XXV of 1802, is applicable to Ryotwary as
closed in E. M. €. 2d in Con. 5th well as to Zemindary lands, and the Revenue Board have
June 1855, No. 664, R. D. held the same view, it will doubtlessly be considered ob-
et jectionable to dispute the law on this point. It would
. also be unadvisable to do so, for if an adverse decision should be given on this particular point,
| difficulties might be expected to arise regarding other sales which would also be’ contested.
. The Board therefore suggest that the Collector be instructed to make amicable arrangements
with the Plaintiff and the party now in possession for the restoration of the land to the former,

or an equivalent in money, without litigation.
: = The Board are led to consider that the responsibility of making terms with the Plaintiff
" should not be thrown on the Collector, because except in this particular point, his proceedings

~ in selling the land for the arrear of Revenue have been approved—and the mode in which it has
been usual to sell land in the Salem Distriet, was founded

C. 0. 16th August 1827. on an opinion, sanctioned by the Sudder Udalut, that Re-

Letter of Mr. Brett, 6th in Con. 11th  gulation XXVI. of 1802 did not apply to Ryotwary lands.

May 1854, p. 7. In the opinion of Government and the Board that decision

was superseded by Regulation IIL. of 1830 Section 4—but

still there is some room for a doubt whether that Regulation, judging by its preamble, was not

also intended to apply only to Zemindary lands.

g 8. In conclusion the Board will only obseive that the new Act for the sale of Ryotwary

B lands for arrears of Revenue establishes beyond future dispute the main principle for which it
was thought of importance to defend this Suit—viz. the responsibility of any part of a defaul- .
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ter’s estate for an arrear due to Government, It glso enacts that the provisions of Regulation
XXVL of 1802 are to be followed in the sale of Ryotwary lands as respects the length of N
fication and time of sale,

oli-
(A true Extract.)
(Signed) J, D, SIM, Secretary,

No. 48. OrpER THEREON, No.
The ‘Government concur in the view ta

they authorize the issue of instructions to the Acting Collectox of
arrangements with the Plaintiff and the mortgagee who is

shall be placed in the same position with regard to the ] cupied previously to the!
sale which now turns out to have been illegal,

196 ; dated 12th February 1859,
ken by the Board of Revenue of (his case, and

Salem to make amicable

(Signed) J, D, BOU hDILLO’\T
Secretary to GOI)G) ‘nment,
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No, 664.

: No. 437.
Exrtracr from the ProceepiNes of the Boarp of Revenve, dated 5th February 1859.
Read letter from the Acting Collector of Salem, dated 20th December 1858, No. 206.
(Tn Con. 28th December 1858, No. 5816.)

With the above letter the Acting Collector submits the pleadings in O. 8. No. 15 of 1858, on the
£16 of the Subordinate Court of Salem, and requests authority to defend the Suit at the public expense.
2. This case has already been fully discussed in

1003, Pro. fo Goyt, 26th April 1855. " , . .
1159, E. M, C. 2din Con. 3d May 1853, R. D. No. 529. th‘? e P",“dencc noted in the .margin, but may be
1231, Pro. to CGovl. 21st 313)’}}?5}55. (i & s ek briefly recapitulated as follows.

1452, E. M. C, 24 in Con. Tth June 55, R. D.No. 664. p iy ) : . :
1359, From Collr, Salem, 22d in Cou. 30th April 1850. 3. The Plaintiff cultivated a certain piece of land
1292, To do. 30th April 1856. in the village of Cholypoliamputty and became a defaul-

ter. For the arrears thus due by him the Collector attached and sold another spot of land in the same
village which the defaulter inherited from his father, its registered Proprietor and Puttadar. The land
was however mortgaged at the time of its sale and the mortgagee instituled a Suit for its recovery, but
subsequently withdrew it. The Plaintiff therefore now comes forward on his own behalf and sues for the
recovery of the land sold.

4. The question which is involved in the case is, therefore, firstly, whether a Collector is empowered
to sell for arrears of Revenue, land belonging to the same party other than that on which the Government
demand accrued, and secondly, whether the sale was conducted in a legal manner.

5. The Draft Answer formerly prepared by the Board and amended by Government, contained

the necessary arguments in support of the defence on the first

Vide E. M. C. 2d in Con, 7th June 1855, R. D., point. But on the 2d point the Board regret to find that a

serions flaw has now been brought forward. ~The present Plaint

alleges that the sale was illegal, because a month had not elapsed from its: Notification being published

in the District under Section 11, Regulation 26 of 1802. To this objection the Acting Collector can

only plead in answer, that according to the custom of the District, it was sufficient that a month should
have elapsed from the advertisement of the sale being published in the Board’s Office.

. 6. AsGovernment have expressed the opinion that Regu-
=L ) & gin_l’;:{‘ Jﬁ::‘;csrsa,m;}g.m%ﬁz lation XX VI of 1802, is applicable to Ryotwary as well as to
R.D. ; Zemindary lands, and the Revenue Board have held the same

view, it will doubtlessly be considered objectionable to dispute
the law on this point. It would also be unadvisable to do so, for if an adverse decision should be given
on this particular point, difficulties might be expected to arise regarding other sales which would also be
contested. The Board therefore suggest that the Collector be instructed to make amicable arrangements

- with the Plaintiff and the party now in possession for the restoration of the land to the former, or an

equi‘;;lent in money, without litigation.

7. The Board are led to consider that the responsibility of making terms with the Plaintiff should |
* not be tlifown on the Collector, because except in this particular point, his proceedings in selling the land

for the arrear of revenue have been approved—and the mode in which it has been usual to sell land
S in the Salem District, was founded on an opinion, sane-

?Mgr t?tkrni&l‘lg;fﬁ,ltﬁ;'{u Gon. 11th May 1854, p. 7. tioned by the Sudder Udalut, that Regulation XXVI of

; E="Y 1802 did not apply to Ryotwary lands. I the opinion

of Government and the Board that decision was superseded by Regulation I1II of 1830 Scc. 4—but still

there is some room for a doubt whether that Regulation, judging by its preamble, was not also intended

to apply only to Zemindary lands.
8. Tn conclusion the Board will only observe that the new Act for the sale of Ryotwary lands for

arrears of revenue cstablishes beyond fature dispute the main principle for which it was thought of impor-

tance to defend this Suit—viz. the responsibiliby of any part of a defaulter’s estate for an arrear due to
1t also eracts that the provisions of Regulation XXVI of 1802 are to be followed in the

Government. Regul :

sale of Ryotwary lands as respects the length of Notification and time of sale,
(A true Extract.)

To

7. D. BOURDILLON, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D.
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