


Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departm;;;,w
23rd July 1860.

NAAPA AP i e o P e s e o

No. 259.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 28th June 1860

No. 3,001 :— ? ’

Read the following Report from J. D. ROBINSON, Esq., Aecting Collector of North Arcot, to

J. D. SIM, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George, dated
Teruvetvr, 3rd August 1859', on Petition Board No. 32 of 1859 :—

1. Petitioner appeals against the decision of the Collector and the Board of Revenue in his
case, and prays for redress.  On the 4th May 1859, the Board called, with reference to the Orders

of Government, for a report on the subject.
2. 1In Petition No. 425 of 1857 presented to the Board by Phtdr Régava Chéri and others

it is stated that they are the Mirasdars of Cavanandul ; that their ancestors in the year Parid4vil
preceding the last Cycle, mortgaged the Mirds for 25 Pagodas to the Petitioner’s grand-uncle
Sinivdsa Varda Chari, on condition that it was to be restored after a lapse of 60 years, when cne-
cighth of the Mirds was to go to the Petitioner’s ancestors in gift, and the remainder be restored
to the Mirasddrs; and pray that, as Petitioner refuses to act up to those stipulations, measures

be taken to enforce their observance.

3. The Petition being referred to the Sub-Collector for inquiry and report, that gentleman

in a Memorandum dated 23rd March 1857, stated that he was informed that during the Jamaband;

“of Fasli 1263, the said Rdgava Chari, &c., preferred their claim before the late Collectoxl'

Mzr, Bourdillon, but that it was not considered adiissable on the ground of long enjoyment on the

part of the Petitioner ; a second Memorandam was then sent to the Sub-Collector on the 21st

April 1857, requesting him to report on the case after examining the Mirés-patti and other docu-
ments connected therewith. |

4. The Sub-Collcctor after a personal inquiry made return by a Memorandum dated 8th
February 1858, accompanied by record of case, that he had ascertained from these and the Mirgs-
patti that the Mivds in question belongs to Rigava Chdri, &ec.; that their ancestors had mortgaged
it to Petitioner’s grand-uncle for 25 Pagodas, on condition that he was to enjoy it for 60 years
after which term one-eighth was to go as a gift, and the remainder to be restored to the Mirzis:
dérs; and concluded by recommending that as the stipulated period of 60 years had expired, tire
Miras should be restored to Rdgava Chiri. On this, the then Collector passed an Endorser;]ent
on Petition No, 425 to the ellect, that although Régava Chéri, &c., had satisfactorily established
their titles to the said Mirds, still that Mr. Bourdillon having declared thejr claims inadmissable
on the ground of their apparently long enjoyment, he was not competent to set aside that decision
without the orders of the Board. : <

5. Rigava Chéri baving produced the above Endorsement before the Board, they passed
an Order on Petition No. 1,367 of 1858, desiring that the case be disposed of under the
provision of Regulation VI of 1631.

6. The Collector accordingly on reperusal of the above Proceedings, directed the Sub-
Collector by Memorandum dated the Ist July 1858, to give effect to the original stipulation by

~ passing one-eighth of the Mirds as a gift to Petitioner Aiyavaiyangdrand returning the remain-
der to Ragava Chéri. ‘ '

7. Aiyavaiyangér then presented a Petition to the Board No. 2,857, of 1858 on which the
Board passed their final Endorsement on the 11th October 1858, confirming the aforesaid
decision and dismissing the Petitioner’s claim. :

8. Under these circumstances the case scems to have been fully sifted, and no further

intexference necessary. .

—

Ordered to be submitted to Government, with reference toytheir Endorsement of Petition
No. 654 of 1859, -

& In -.1857 a Petition was presented {o the Board by one Ragava Chiri -claiming the
Manyam Mirds of the village of Cavanundul, then held by the descendant of the person to
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