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~ 1 Dated 99nd February 1861, No. 53.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
: . 6tk November 1861.
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. L -
No. 70.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 29th October 1861
; No. 5,932. : .

Read the following letter from P. GRANT, Esq., Collector of Malabar, to W. ﬁUDLESTON,
Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Calicut, 19th October 1861’

No. 220 :-— ~
«SIR, I )i :

1. 1 have the honor to lay before the Board the draft of my proposed appeal against th

‘Decree of the Mufti Sudder Amin of Tellicherry in Suit No. 237 of 1860, a translate of which

was submitted to the Board with my letter dated 29th ultimo, No. 2094, and to request, that
the saffetion of Government may be obtained for conducting the appeal at the public expense.

9, The Mufti Sudder Amin has arrived at a decision opposed to the undoubted right of
Government over the land under litigation.

3. The main ion i .
# A.—Deed of * Kariaima” or perpetnal uazﬁgfer d:r :o B;ulllen : : question involved in the
Kayi” land executed by Kunata Vassu ndan to Tolla- case is, whether the <
Keiat Shangaren Narainen, in Medom 890 (April, Mayy .. ) ’ land is comprehended
A D 1715) : within the boundaries set forth in the Plaintiff’s

° p.—De. do. do. execated by Tollakollat Shangaren Keshaven

to Yﬂ“’i*km Vichns Guviodan, in Eddaoom 975 (March, Documents.* That this is not the case, there
April, 1800.) ¢ % »
is ample evidence, circumstantial and documen-

O:go do. do. executed by Kerke Kuravanganom Keshaven -
Vassu Devan to Plaintiff’s father Attaporam Shangaren tary, to show.

Vishuu, in_Magaron 1,005 (Jan. Feb. 1830.) ‘
The land to which the Plaintiff’s docu-

' ments refer, and which is denominated “ Raman Kayi” is now bounded on the west

by a ridge’; but the Mufti Sudder Amfn, apparently on the strength of the word ¢ Poya,”
« River,” used in the documents to denote the western boundary, has come to the conclusion
that its present western boundary is the river. He has lost sight of the fact that the first of the
documents, on which the other two are based was executed 146 years ago, at a time when the

river might have been the actual western boundary of the land. The River has since receded,

Jeaving a considerable extent of alluvial Jand Gt for cultivation. This can in no way be deemed
to form part of the Plaintiff’s land, but is unquestionably the property of Government, and was

_ p'ymashed or surveyed as such so far back as 1806. ;

4, To support his conclusion, the Mufti Sudder Amfn avers that the boundaries set forth
in documents in guestion correspond with those laid down in the Plans drawn out by parties
deputed to the spot by himself and the Moonsiff of Kavai. ~ 3 3

Of the two Plans prepared, the first, which was the production of the Moonsifi’s Court Amfn,
: - was apparently deemed incorrect, the secondf
which was subsequently drawn out by persons .
sent up by the Mufti Sudder Amin, does not
at all warrant his views on this head. The very report of the parties who framed the second
plan, shows that the land in dispute is the property of Government. Now this land lies on ,t‘he'
west of the Plaintiff’s land- (** Ramen Kayi"), and a ridge, intervening between them, both forms
: : the western boundary of the Plaintiff’s land,
N(ﬂ;g;:ir;f. river now lies on the west of the land under but the Mufti Sudder Amin “takes the rivek
to be such boundary at present, and under this

impression, asserts that the boundaries given in the Plaintiff’s documents tally with those appear-

+ Vide accompanying rough Plan.

ing in the Plans.

5. The Plaintiff’s land “ Raman Kayi,” as the Board will observe from my first
report] on this case, was only 10,017.§ square
Do square yanls : 7 yards in extent, when pymashed so far back as

quAre yaR® — 20,034 Engll!h square yll‘dﬂ- M. E. 982 (1{- D: 1806‘7),bﬂt now i} shows '

Poles
| =2,812 English square yarls. < an excess of 1,406]| Malabar square yards.
-~
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
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et e 1 S
The Mufti Sudder A

s ’ min lays so much stress jp paragraph 2 of his Decree on the speci~
fication of certain uneultiyateq SPOts “ Kuduru, (small ele

i hollows)
i fhe P AL all elevated pieces of ground) Kunda, (
rence that those spots form the lan
in the area of the Plaintiff’s Jang.

3 The land in dispute, which consists of

* =17,390 English square yards, two pieces, is no Jess than 8,695% Malabar

_ $quare yards. It is not at all probable that

the uncultivated spots adverted to could amoynt jp the aggregate to so large an extent of land,

and the excess now apparent in the Plaintiffs land, is 1o my mind, more than those spots can

. reasonably be deemed to account for. They are obviously small rises and hollows, &ec., ',h-ich

oceur in marshy grounds; and even supposing

Nors.—A Pymash measurement neually inoludes such ypoty, that they were not taken into calculation, a8

they must haye been, when the land was

pyma:I;d,t;::yx ::::ltog.etber. %o faful ¢an judge, be considereq to form, in all probability, only

A pax » @ 1t was in hig POWer to add fregh Pieces to his land from the adjoining
Government ground as the gradaal i

river Permitted of i,
t the Cowlo fled b #0d Defen ’ P“‘Sﬂ?h 3 of his decree, €Xpresses a suspicion, in reference
J ithas "c"o a’l“ i . 13 ot warranteq by any of its contents, The entry
wle, his remarks tefer, bears no suspicious appearance
He moreover Seems to distrugt the i . :
land in dispute is entered as the Propert v o the Mahratta Fymash account in which the

. y of Government. He obseryes that it bears no signature.
The account is one Tecognized, .

. Th i
Accountant eexhl‘;ifl::eg ?:d t::fAm? Amshom, Menon, or Village
His object ;n iy ocha“ $ to. the effect that the lanq under litigation belongs to the State.
Téluq Kach £ STt i:vd » 18 that the Menon in & previous report (Exhibit F) to the
bm:ll = noeﬂ?’ing tangible, ITI 5 :ai:ini' the property of the Plaintiff; py¢ this report was evidently
Plaintif, : 1 1t that up he found the lang belonged to the

: Amin gives of the re ort, that i inad-
verte i TR t through, ina
Tenmorn, s s 8 1 Acigha, RSSO . which th ang e e
1 :;:e re :)l't seems to adw it of Sl 6y ,. void h illfutnre." is one whichno wording
?:withoul: personally in::lec;x;g 311: ltl:::l:: . dhiin itf a8 regards the account, is that he signed
no such thing occurs in future, ¥ to which j¢ related, ang that he will take care that

bsequently attained,
» before the Court, that the land is

8. As Obuﬂgd i : >
Paragraph 7. himself .10 MY previoys letter, the Plaintiff
Vide Decree, paragraph 5. : 8ave a deposiyj e g Rt g
3 right which he p“ten;.n t:;n erentially relinquishing the jenm

but the Sudder Amfn views this deposition ag

h relinqui + while. in
reality, its contents clearly in.aport that he has ng objection to the Sirh:e :il:;?: hm? :;: t'h:l;ll:; in
measured and included in that land, and that, if sych i8 not the case, he hag 5 - o aid
will refrain from contending about the magter, = © grievance,

: S8 over the land in disputes
not unplying suc e

Vs

Depdrtment,
: Madras Government, Revenue
Pupsrigmiy 1o 6th November 1861.

———

her from all this, is an implied acknowledgment of the right of Go.vemment-
ther : P
Wha‘t | cmcgi:tion of his pretended right over the land u: dispute : =y
g re;l:: riod allowed for presenting the appeal expires on the 15th proximo.
P. S.—The pe

ith reference to the Board’s Proceedings,
Oiged. . b submiu;d t506(c)§)ov:;r(;m:vl;:hwﬂteir recommendation that t.h.e Collector be
dated 14th October 1861, ;d ’api,;al, as the Mufti Sudder Amin’s (.lecxsmn appears t:
o Jo. His. e p:l(:g(:naterial facts of the case, and to be based in great part on
be directly t.oip::‘iietgocumentary evidence adduced on behalf of Government.
misconstructio

A true Copy and Extract.)
( (Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Secretary.

OrpER THEREON, 6th November 1861, No. 2,121,
No. 71.

i filing the proposed appeal
hority for the Collector of Malabar -
o thvemmf:;'t tf:ﬁ:?t; g:d{ler Amin of Tellicherry in O. S. No. 237 of 1860; the
i ee
agthbﬂi‘:: ::::ducted at the public expense on the usual terms.
o (Signed) J. D. SIM,

Secretary to Government.
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