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No. 103,  Read the following Proeeed'ings' of the Bgartivtﬂ:f ,Reven‘i;. y

P N0.4,479f:—-‘-

Read again letter dated 24th August 1860, No. 121, from the ficiating Collector of

Trichinopoly, ¥

eporting the institution of a Suitin the Mufti Sndael; Amin’s Court, by Muta-

mopan and Mullamopan, Cultivators of Yerore, against the Deputy Collector, Sundara Pillai

and another, and requesting permission to defend it at the public expe

L i

-.(In‘Co_tis';',, 29th August 1860, No. 4,279) ¢ 4

ﬁead also letter dated 19th September 1860, No. 132, furnishing th 'infor;néfidn called for .
4 the Board's Proceedings of the Ist idem, No. 3,997, / &

(In Cons., 920d September 1860, No. 4,7147.) 4

1. Resolved that the letters above recorded, be submitted for the consideration and orders
»f the Honorable the Governor in Cou.ncil.

1. Mutamopan,
2. Mullamopun,

1. Chedumbare

Mufti Sudder Amin's Court. 2. The object of the Suitis
No. 11 of 1860.. to recover possession of certain

} Cultivators of } Plaintiffs. unirrigated land granted by the
Yerore, * Revenue authorities to one Rama-

; vm'sz;’s. - sawmy Gownden, the st Defen-
Gownden of Yerore, }Defendants. dant

9. Sundara Pillai, Dy. Collector,

3. The Plaintiffs allege that the land in question is ancestral "'groperty which has eventually «

vested in them ;
their possession

that they have cultivated and enjoyed it, as may be proved by the Pattas’in
; and that they have exercised acts of ownership, such as building stone works i

to prevent inundation, and mortgaging the land.  They admit, 'however, that it has been “ fallow
¢ for some years.” ~ A

4. The draft answer proposed to be filed, states that the land has been waste for eleven
years, and that the Plaintiffs had forfeited all right of possession. It appears further from the
second letter recorded at the head qf these Proceedings, that the Plaintiffs did not offer security
for the assessment as alleged by them ; and that the land was given to the 1st Defendant on
account of priority of application alone. - .

5. As already remarked in their Proceedings of the l'st ‘September 1860, No. 3,997, the

Board consider
preferential clai

that the Plaintiffs’ r o the disputed land, had wholly lapsed, and that no

m to it could be founded on their prior occupancy. They are, therefore, of

opinion that the Suit should be defended, and accordingly recommend that sanction be grant.éd

for ﬁling’the revised draft answer herewith submitted.
6. The time for filing an answer will expire on the 7th November next.

No._ 1

(A true Eftract.) o ﬁ
- B (Signed) J. D. SIM, S,ecratary.'k

e "

ORDER THEREON, 5th October 186'0,"‘1%, 1;805. ¢ i

* The Homorable the Governor in Council sanctions the defence in the first instance at thé.rv- a

public expense-of Suit No. 11 of 1860 instituted against Sundara Pillai, Deputy Collector of

<

Trichinopoly and another in the Mufti Sudder Amfn’s Court by Mutamopan and Mullamopan 5
but he wili determine when a copy of the decree shall be submitted, whether the costs, if any
be adjudged against the Deputy Collector, shall be borne by §};a§»—0ﬁcér or the Government.
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Ix CoN. 228D SEPTEMBER 1860, No. 4,747.

From . R. McDONELL, Esq., Collector of TRICHINOPOLY,
dated Trichinopoly, 19th September 1860, No. 132.
In reply to the latter part of your letter of date the 1st instant, No. 3,997, I have the honor to
jnform you that the plaintiff Mootta Mooppen did not offer to the Deputy Collector, Sundaram Pillay
land in question gither in person or by petition.

[2nd defendant], security for assessment of the
2. The first defendant Ramaswamy Gounden is a resident though not a Pattadar in the village

d in dispute 1s situated ; however, his father Chedembara Gounden being a Pattadar, the
land that fell to s chare as a divided member of the family. X
st defendant solely on account of priority of application.

a———

where the lan
first defendant enjoys a portion of
3, Preference Was given to the fir

Exd, 7, Tulloch.

s assessment 1s true ; whether the preference was given to st Defendam:on account of priority
application, and whether he is a resident or Puttadar of the village in which the Jand is situated

(A true Extract.) .

(Signed) J. D. SIM,
Secretary.

, /B. R. McDouell, Esq., Acting Collector of Trichinopoly.

a, J. Wright.
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No. 3,997. , ’/ i ;
. o .- '
ProcEEDINGS OF THE Boarp OF REVENUE, dated 1st September 1860.

froxh the Collector of Trichinopoly, dated 24th Aug\;st lééO, No. 121.

(In Cons., 29th August 1860, No-4,279.) . @
: e
1. The Acting Collector of Xrichinopoly reports

No. 11 of 1860, Mufty 8adr  the institution of a Suit in theMufty Sadr Amin’s
Amin’s file. ~Court of that District *against his Deputy Collector

1, Moottamoopen,  Culbivators 3 piaint Soondara Pillay and another, an fequests permissi
o’ Nulla : intiffs, & : ; : > g. q permission
, Nullamoopen, ~§ of Xeror® } :’to defend it at the public expns ,

Read letter

Original Suif

versus
1, Chedumbars Gounden of Yerore, } Defend- & 2. The object of the Suit ig $o : i
2, Soondara Pillai, Deputy Collector, § ants. " . 1 ']. 4 ¥ recover possession,
of certain unirrigated land granted by the Revenue

“Pauthorities to the lst Defendant.’
” but alleg;e that they :

4 been “ fallow for some years,
iding security for the

and offered to cultivate it, prov

admit thab the land ha

3. Plaintiffs
ant to Isb Defendant

objected to its 8F
assessment.

4. The Deputy Collector (2n
at it had been was

d Defendant) ordered the land to be made over to 1st Defendant
on the plea th te for 11 years and that Plaintiffs had no real intention of
5. The Board consider that Pla right to the land in question had wholly lapsed, and
rential claim to it could be founded on their prior occupancy. But before submitting

h to know whether Plaintiffs’ alleged offer of security for

the Board wis
ther the preference was given to lst Defendant on account of priority
ttadar of the village in which the land is situated.

intiffs’

that no prefe
the case to Government,

the assessment is trae; whe
and whether he is a resident or Pu
ks

(A true Extract.)
(Signed) J. D. SIM,
Secretary. |
'.

of application,

Collector of Trichinopoly.

To Z. R. McDouell, Esq., Acting




No. 4,479.

oARD OF REVENUE; dated 2nd October 1860.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE B

tter dated 24th Au
he institution 0

Cultivators of
permission to

21, from the 'Oﬁiciating Collector of
ufti Sudder Amin’s Court, by Mootta-
Collector, Soondara Pillay

gust 1860, No. 1
¢ o Suit in the M
Yerore, against the Deputy

and another, and requesting defend it at the public expense.

(In Cons., 29th August 1860, No. 4,279.)
Read also letter dated 19th September. 1860, No. 132, furnishing the information called for 48
1st idem, No. 8997, | , <
' )

in the Board’s Proceedings of
¢
22nd September 1860, No. 4,747.)

(In Cons.,
ove recorded, be submitted for the ¢

g\q 1. Resolved that the letters ab
SN of the Honorable the Governor in Council.
k=1
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‘_' 9 Nullamopen, Yerrore,
versus - Gownden, the lst Defendant.

.1 Chedumbara Gownden of Yerrore, } Defendants.
Pillai, 3, The Plaintiffs allege that the land: in
ch has eventually vested in them ; that they have cultivated

§ : 2 Soondara
' « ancestral property whi
d by the Pattahgin their possession’; and that they have exercise a ;

aﬂ question i
and enjoyed it, as may be prove
one works to prevent ;nundation, and mortgaging the land

acts of ownership, such as building st
They admit, however, that it has been ¢ fallow for some ycars.”
d, states that the land has been waste for eleven

4, The draft answer proposed to be file
ight of possession. It appears further from the

years, and that the Plaintiffs had forfeited all
second letter recorded at the head of these Proceedings, that the Plaintiffs did not offer secusity & R
them; and that the land was given to the lIst De'fén ?t?ou ‘?

for the asscssment as alleged by
: ', > P !

account of prionity of application alone.
%
s of the Ist September 1860, No. 3,99-,', ! the

5. As already remarked in their Proceeding
Board consider that the Plaintiffs’ right to the disputed land, had wholly lapsed, and ghat no

n their prior occupancy. They are, therefore, of
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Dy. Collector,
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“ preferential claim to it could be founded ©
~opinio t Suit d be. de fended, and acCOK ingly weco d that.sanction ;
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