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Read letter from the Callector of Salem, dated 22nd June 1860, No. 173,

No. 301.  Read the following Progeedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 14th July
i ie Peired) ST 4 No"s’gss:‘_-y R 1 v by gt S ey

N\ o

© (InConsy %th June 1860, No. 8076) .
Read also letter from the same Officer, dated 29th Jane 1860, EOI-- 183" ;
(In Co;xé.. 2nd J'uly: 186:0, o, 3,1 . ) - _' . o

Read also letter from the Sub-Collector, da'ied 5th July 1860, No. 62.

: (In ,_C°';§-? 9th July-1860, No. 8,310.) T

Read also letter from the same Officer, dated 6th July 1860, No. 63.
(In Cons., 9th July 1860, No. 8,311 2

e N TS T e 1. The above correspondence has :gféfgg’:éé'
0. 8. No. 7 of 1860, Sub-Court of Salem. 1o 2 Suit instituted in the Sub-Court of Salem
5 B T LS IR against the Collector of that District and ancther,
‘ ‘ for the recovery of a piece of land.
2, Plainiffs it appears applied for the lard
in dispute to the Sut-Collector, who referred
shi : the matter tothe Tahsilddr. This Officer granted
i : i Defei T igad * them a Cowle for it, and the Sub-Collector issued
BT b e . apatta at the settlement. Ceriain Weavers of the
;: Iﬂ}u{; :;mj;:cﬁ;q:f Mogandr, > ’:pﬂ ¥ m_';_vghi&\.i‘ﬂi.e Jand is situated, howéyérg
I = : At objected to the land being given fur‘_.c'\ihiva.tioﬁ
on tho ples, that it formed part of & tope reserved [or SR agialietn Bl v [ SO
; i s inquired into, and overruled by the Sub-Collector prior to the issue
3, This objection wa Inquiree B2 0 0 fote. Mr. Knox, the Acting Collector, that
it the spot, and ‘decide whether the land
led that the former was the case, and
f the present suit is toset aside this deci-

oy
oy *ﬂ' - . .' p

vesent Colldetor, tkes the same view of the cas as Mr. Knox did, end e
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reserved f&é‘l'tix;l'iii of xha_Mav‘e'rs of the village, and entered in the Survey Accounts as not
availuble for cultivation. o i o T e T S :
5. The Board would add to this the plea that the Officiating Collector, as the
am;;m Aﬁtfx‘ority of the District, had full legal power to revise, and on good cause being
ibofb to annul the*pi‘oaeediﬁgl of his subordinate, by whom the patta was issued. g
5 (L g T N ‘ . -" % e iy At Ay I 3 o2y 3
: C o ine the institution of theaction, Mr. Brett gave it as his opinion that the Sub-
i A Collector, Mr. H. G- Sr‘ixithy had not thoroughly in?giti =
,‘ o -, 1860, Ne. 2,977 gated the original complaint of the Weavers. B
,A.‘fyag‘uﬁ'ﬂh St called upon Mr. Smith for an explanation of e :
o R eply, which 1s the third of the papers above recorded, seems to show
Km:n?t;r; ml? ih;ggm until inquiry had been m-ada‘by'the-%‘ahsﬂdg i Ehe =
latter :Qﬁé%?ciéimﬁz was confirmed by the Karanams and others of the village, whom Mr B S g
bééwnally"in‘teg;‘qgatéd‘m,ﬁhq subject. T e T N
" .:Tk,-k&gf;)f‘“ihi letters recorded above shows that Plaintiffs have greatly exaggerated
s . » their outlay in improving theland. The Revenue
iy . 3, fice ' e ou 0 Rupees; one
Dated 6ih, in Cons., 9th July 1860, No. 8,311, Officers calculate the outlay at 70 1 ; one
ety ’ = person states that Plaintiffs rated it at‘_‘g.np'eel

150, v,‘hiie in the plaint Rupees 250 is t}:e sum entered. -
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: No. 3,132
Puécnnw’u or THs BoArD oF Revenvue, dafed Tth Jﬁly 1860.

Bead the following letter from H. A. BRETT, Esq., Collector of Salem, to J. D. SIM, Exq. -se'c&,

tary to the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George; dated Oossoor, 29th June 1360, No. 186 :—

T have the honor to acknowledge the

instant, No. 2,977, and to state that I have requested the Sub-Collector to forward direct to the
Board the required explanation, and to inform the Board what loss the Plaintiff has really

sustained by his ejectment.
9. I submit a copy of my letter to the Sub-Collector,'exphinixigin detail the defective

character of his progeedings.

‘Excrosure No. 1. - ‘

Collector of Salem, to H. G. SMITH, Esq., Sub-Collector of Salem ;

From H. A. BRETT, Esq,
: ~ " dated Oossoor, 29th June 1860, No. 474,

I have the honor to transmit a copy of the Board’s Proceedings, dated the 27th faibant, ”

No. 2,977, with other papers noted in the margin, and

Copy. fm letter to the Board, dated 29nd x
’u‘Plyago Yt 7s, with enclosures. to request you will be good enough to forward direct to
Copy of Takid to the Tahsildar of Nameul, - the Board (so that it may cixoh the Board within the

26th Jan 186 i :
dated January time specified) the explanation called for in paragraph 2

0.
Do. do. 926th June 1860.
Do. do. 29th June 1860, .
9. You will observe that paragraph 8 of my Yefter

to the Board re&thedmmme in'the case in question. You

a Putta to the Plaintiffslon the bare report which’ the Tahsildar
, AN of Namcul entered in the Settl ' :
Vide paragraph 2 of my letter to the Board. ' ement Book for Fasli

ide paragraph 2 of my letter totAe 1268. It appears from that report that the persons on

were, I think, wrong in giving

whose appeal Mr. Knox acted, had com
statements, therefore, should have been recorded, either atlor before the Settlement, with any
, Wi

evidence that the Curnum Was able to give on the point in dispute.

8 The Order recorded in the Settlement Book also shows that the obj ecti;: B :

Petitioners had not been fully considered. ‘This Order runs as follows ’—fThat tﬁ:a;:?it?gn?::
might have a Putta; but that if it should appear subsequently that they RIS
Pavady Tope ; 0% if any complaint were made by the Kykalars, that they were put to any inccn

venience by the Plaintiffs, the Plaintiffs would be punished, and whether the land should not be

taken away, would »
fied yourself that the objections referred to in the Tahsildar’s report were unfounded, such an order
3

‘as the one above referred to would not have been recorded.

: 4, With regard also to the Petition b
Vide paragraph 4 of sy {ettqr to th§ B"“‘l referred to the Tabsildar for inquiry, the co::ses:;l;e: i:’
the Tahsildar shows that his previous inquiry was incomplete. The Mahzurnamah and the Cnmum’z
Statement which he then took, he ought to have taken before he recorded his opinion ih the

< Settlement Book. I send you with this letter a co i i

. th py of a Takid * which
¢ Dated 26th January last. My, Knox addressed on the abové point to the Tahsildar of Namcul, and
copy of a Takid, which I have recently sent him on the same subject
Cely

+ Dated the 96th June 1860, ¢
3 calling upon him to explain his conduct on this and some other poihtr

s oy e e

receipt of the Board’s Proceedit;gs, dated the 27th

plained some time previous to the Settlement. Their

be considered. If you had fully investigated the Petitioner’s case, and so satis

i 10
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~ Settlement Book, received from the Tahsil

5. The Board desire to know what is the actual los
- of his ejectment, I have sent an order direct to the
»which I enclose, iﬁstructing him to employ the Tal
wwhich the Board eall for, and to forward his re
Ibeg you will communicate in your lebter to th
-the Plaintiff’s actual loss,

s sustained by the Plaintiff in consequence
Tahsildar of Nameul on this point, a copy of
ugq Sheristadar in obtaining the information
port to you at Salem with the least possible dcl.ay.
e Board whatever the Tahsildar may report regarding

6. Treturn the record received with your Yadast, dated 30th May, and also send you the

dar of Nameul.

+ The Board will await the Sub-Collector’s explanation.
(True Copies and Tixtract.)
(Signed) J. D. SIM,

To H, A. Brett, Esq., Oollectpr of Salem,

Exd.J, Wright
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; No. 2,977.
PROCEEDINGS OF THE Boarp or ReveNue, dated 27th June 1860.
Read the following letter from H. A. BRETT, Esq., Collector of Salem, to J. D. SIM, Esq.;Sebre,tary

to the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George ; dated Oosoor, 92nd June 1860, No. 173:—

I have the honor to forward herewith the translation of a plaint filed in Original Suit No.
% of 1860, on the file of the Subordinate Court of Salem, by Paroomanda Moodely and another,
against the late Officiating Collector of Salem, and a person named Moosookoo Moodely, with draft
of an answer which 1 propose to file in the above Suit; and to request the Board will be good
enongh to obtain the sanction of the Government for.my defending the Suit at the public expense,

9. The facts of the case are as follow :—Plaintiffs, Paroomanda Moodely and Cooppoosamy
Naiken, presented a Durkast for the land in qaestion, on the 16th August 1838, to the Sub-Collector,
who forwarded the Durkast to the Tahsildar. The Tahsildar, after some inquiry, made over
the land to the Plaintiffs on the 22nd Jannary 1859, on Cowle tenure; and at the Jumabundy of
that Fasli, the Sub-Collector gave the Plaintiffs a Putta for the lind. It appears from the Settle-
ment Book, that Chinniah Moodely and other weavers of Moganoor had objected previous to the
settlement to the Jand being made over to the Plaintiffs, but the record does not show that the
complainants were e.xamined in person on the subject. |
3. Subsequently, the same parties applied by Petition to the Sub-Collector, objecting that the

land given for cultivation belonged to the Pavady Tope, or the ground appropriated to the use of

the weavers. ‘
4. The Petition was sent to the Tahsildar. - The Tahsildar reported to the Sub-Collector,

ander date the 15th November 1859, that the land in question undoubtedly formed part of the
village Porumboke land, but that it was it no way connected with the tope used by the weavers
in the village for weaving purposes and that the weavers would suffer no inconvenience tbrough
the cultivation of the land. The Tahsildar sent up with his report a Mahazernamah signed by
seven people, certifying to the above effect. ‘ :
' 5. 'T'he Sub-Collector passed no orders on this report, but sent it on to the Officiatin g
Collector, to whem the same parties had made an appeal.
6. In the January following Mr. Knox] procecded to Namkul to make the settlement for
Fasli 1269. During his stay at.Namkul he deputed his Assistant, Mr. Hathaway, to Moganoor to

. inspect the land in question, and to report on the point in dispute.

6. From Mr. Hathaway’s report and the plan of the ground which accompanied his report
it appeared that the land in question formed part of the public tope used by the Weave}s of
Moganoor for weaving purposes; and that it could mnot be cultivated without inconvenience to
that class. On those gronnds Mr. Knox cancelled the Putta which the Sub-Collector had granted

¢ the Plaintiffs in the previous Fasli. ,

8. Mr. Knox was, I think, right in the course he took, though the Plaint'\,(i's, inasmuch as
they received a Putta, have some ground of complaint. If the Sub-Collector had taken the proper
course, and fully investigated the complainant’s case, cither at the settlement of Fasli 1268, or

before, the present action might have been avoided.
9.* The time for filing the answer will expire on the 23rd July next.

P

The Board approve of the draft answer, but would add to it the plea that the Colleaton, as the
chief Revenue authority of the District, had full legal power fo revise and cancel the proceedings
of the Subordinate Collector on good cause being shown to his satisfaction,
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; 2.  Before addressing Government, however, the Board request that the Sab-Collector may
ﬁ | be. called on to explain his omission, daly to i'nqui.re lnto the case, and that the Collector will
i ! enfieavor to aseertain what Josg Plaintiff really sustained by his ejectment. The Board request
% | ! that this informatjon may be'supplied by the 1o, Proximo at latest, to admit of the sanction of
| Government being obtained iy dye time,
4 (A true Copy and Extract.) : d |
% A (Signed) J. D. SIM,
 Secretary, ;
- 4 ) : 4
To H, A, Brett, Esq., Collestor of Salem, g :
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