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e M a&ra:, ;G’aoe‘rn‘ment, Revenue Deﬁartmergt, /) :
15th November 1861. | L :

'”Pfoceecliig’“'a of
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No. 159.  Read the following Ptocgédit’lgs-of the Board of Revenue, dated 19th October 1861, ,
PSR " No.5,763:— s
Read the following letter from A&. R. McDONELL, Esq., Officiating Collector of Trichinopoly,
" {0 W. HUDLESTOY, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Chepauk, dated 10th
October 1861, No. 189. :

Sir, ; Fao ;
1. With reference to my letter, No. 182, dated the 28th ultimo, T have the honor to submit

a0 English translation of copy of a plaint, No. 46 of 1861, on thefile of the Trichinopoly Mufti
_ Sudder Amin, in which the Collector of Trichinopoly is included as 1st Defendant, for having
~ made over certain land to a party who presented a Durkhast for it. At the same time I beg to

forward a draft answer which I propose submitting, and request that you will be good enough to

obtain the sanction of Government for defending the Suit at the public expense.

e 2, The answer must be filed in Court by the 31st of December next. -

*

b ' Translation of Original Suit No. 46 of 1861.
: “To the Mufti Sudder Amin’s Court at Trichinopoly.
' Plaintiff. versus. Defendants.

Streerunga Naik son of Runga Naik, culti- 1. The Collector of Trichinopoly. -
vator residing at Iyempolliem in the Télug of 2 Perichy vira Gounden, residing at
Culutallai. & Iyempolliem. N

3. Maruthanayaga Mudali, village Mun-
siff of Iyempolliem.
4. Lenu Iyen, village Curnum of do.

_ 5. Ruttnagherry Gounden, son of Muthﬁ;
mary Gounden.

; 6. Vencatammah, mother of the 5th
N ’ " Defendant.

This Su'u. is brm;ght by the Plaintiff for the recovery of Kulam of the estimated vjalue of

Rupees 60. T el .

The Kulam called Mottyankoolam forms a part of the Poramboke in the village of Iyem-
i;omem. the boundaries whereof are hereunder given. . The Kulam was excavated by my grand-
father Mottyan, and kept in repair by him as also by my father and myself. It does, the:el%re,
belong to me. The 5th and 6th Defendants have.a patch of land outside of this Kulam immediate-

} Tt ly adjoining it. Witha view to irrigate it by this }ulam:’ the 5th Defendant’s father Mutqmary
. Gounden entered into a written agreement with my father on the 11th Vaiasy of Jeya correspf:‘nd-
" B! jndg to the 23rd ‘“ay;jg%, by which he bound himself to defray one-half the cost of the repair
83 the. Kulam. Under this agreement the 5th and 6th Defendants have -av;ileﬂ themgehé‘sf f the
~ Kulam which also supplies water to theweattle. My opponents the_?fxd, 3rd anq.kh Défeidu.ui_:r :
S e pre&M‘h“ the embankment thereof have been breached in different parts, and on stating
i Cawnies on the inside of it are fit for cultivation, the 1st Defendant (CQ}Iéctﬁr)‘m.iﬁg;t
L aver to the 2ud Defendant (Durkhastdér). The 5th and 6th Defendants with ftﬂ.ﬁdu.leul int
S 2ed an ae'tioniagain%ﬁh‘i‘z“é?a‘d aud “Ath Defendents stating that the Kulam was thpxr own and
 subsequently WBERMORERIE 5o T e e
" pon hearng al this Lendered four Petions ¢ s
o /inquiry into the mattery." The embankment ia being i grta, T
_ the purpose of carrying ¢ n Punja cultivation. This Suit is, therefore, b

the transfer of the ground in question made by the Ist e

cancelment of N ol iR de et N s
recovering it as it is my own Kulam, and intended for charitable purposes for t

The Kalam undes ltgaton 1o siuated o the eest of Mantbpllsiureorl 00t B
louthril;tfé :Wméni- of the Kulam, west of the street running from north to south an |
a chuckler’s house, and north of the 5th and 6th Defendants’ garden, S

‘ o ? :
3
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
15th November 1861.

1 therefore beg to request the Court will be pl i

, pleased to cancel the abovementioned transfe

made by the Ist Defendant, and to put me in possession of the Kul itigati ich s

T o P e Kulam under litigation which is
I do declare that what is stated herein is true to the best of my information and belief. ;

30th March 1861. Matked by STREERUNGA NAIK.

. (True Translation.)
¥ i :
I (Signed) Z. R. McDONELL, Officiating Collector.

Draft ansv;ver pt"o!)osed t? be filed by the Officiating Collector of Trichinopoly, 1st Defendant
in Original Suit No. 46 of 1861, on the file of the Mufti Sudder Amin Trichinopc!
vested with the powers of a District Munsiff. e

The spot in dispute is not a * Kulam” as stated in the plaint, but is Cir s 3
waste adjoining a small pool called “ Madai.” The Madaiis u!:eles:’a.s a sourc; ::;n‘igm:iz?o:\a;
is not included in the land made over to the Durkhastdar. The Plaintifl has no claim to th’e’land
made over by Mr. Bird to the Durkhastdar, nor has he any title to the * Madai.” Such waste
Jand the Revenue authorities have full power to make over under the existing rules to the 2nd
Defendant or to any other Durkhastddr for the purposes of cultivation. ¥

The Plaintiff’s claim to the abovementioned immemorial waste for which he paid no revenue
to Government, is not therefore admissible. ‘

Trichinopoly, 10th October 1861 (Signed) . R. McDONELL, Oﬁg. Collr.

1. Resolved that the foregoing letter be

Original Suit, No. 46 of 1861. : s
ey PR submitted for the orders of Government.

Mufti Sudder Amin's Court.

Plaintif. Versus. Defendants. o T ol PR e
Streermzge. Naick. 1. Collector of Trichinopoly. - s+ 2. The ,(tbject of the above Suit is to
; §. I;:::huym;i; mte;;l i recover possession of a spot of land (which the
4. Lenu Iyen. : Plaintiff denominates a * Kulam”) of the

5. Rattnagh den. 3 i
> v:m‘t’fm m.G"“n i estimated value of 60 Rupees, which was made

over on Durkhast by the late Collector, Mr. Bird,
to the 2nd Defendant.

3. The Plaintiff grounds 18 title on the allegation that the © Kulam” was excavated by his
grandfather, and kept in repair by himself and his father. But the Officiating Collector points
out that the spot in dispute is not a Kulam,” but is Circar immemorial waste, adjoining a small
pool, which is useless as a means of irrigation, and is not included in the land made over to the
9nd Defendant. [t appears further that the Plaintiff never paid any Revenue to Government for
the land he claims.

4. Under these circnmstances, the Board consider that he has no right whatever to the spot
in question, and, therefore, recommend that the Officiating Collector beauthorized to defend
the Suit.

5. The time for filing an answer will expire on 31st December next.

6. Inlast year, the 5th and 6th Defen-
From Collector 16th, in Cons. 19th November 1360,  qants brought a Suit for the same land, but

No. 5,761.
withdrew their claims shortly afterwards.
(True Copies and Extract.)
(Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Secretary.
No. 160. OrpEer THEREON, 15th November 1861, No. 2,167.

The Governor in Council sanctions the defence at the public expense, on the usual terms,
of 0. S. No. 48 of 1861, instituted by one Streerunga Naik against the Collector of Trichinopoly,
aud others, in the Mufti Sudder Amin’s Court at Trichinopoly.

(Signed) J. D. SIM,
Secretary to

Bt :
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In CoN. 19tH Novemser 1860, No. 5971.

From Z. R. McDONELL, Esg., Officiating Collector of TRICHINOPOLY,
dated 16th November 1860, No. 163.

I beg to submic an English translation of copy of a Plaint filed in No. 80 of 1860, of the
Mufty Sudder Amin’s gle in which the late Collector is included as st Defendapt, for having made
over certain lands to a party who presented a Durkhast for the same. At the same time I have the
honor to forward a Draft Answer which I propose submitting, and request that you will be good
enough to obtain the sanction of Government for defending the suit at the public expense.

9. The Answer must be filed in Court by the 7th of February 1861.

Exc. 1.
To Tt Murry SuppeEr Awmin's Court, TRICHINOPOLY.
Plaintiffs. Defendants.
1. Rutnagherry Gounden, cultivator, residing at 1. The Collector of Trichinopoly.

Iyenpollem, Vitticutty Talug. 2. Perichyvira Gounden, residing at Iyenpollem.
9. His mother Vencutammal,residing at the same 8. Maroodanoyaga Mudeli, village Moounsiff of

village. Iyenpollem, cultivator.

4. Chenoo Iyen, village Curnum of Iyenpollem.

This suit is Instituted on behalf of the Plaintiffs by Vakeel Soobaroyer for the recovery of a
coolum (low ground), valued at Rupees 60.

The coolum hereunder described is in Porumboke land of the village of Tyenpollem. It was
constructed by the Plaintiffs’ ancestors and repaired by them, and subsequently by the Ist Plain-
tiff’s father. It belongs therefore to the Plaintiffs. The water of the coolum is made use of by the
inhabitants of the village, travellers and cattle, as well as by Plaintiffs fo irrigate their adjoining
nunjah, punjah and garden lands. While so, the 2nd Defendant on the evil persuasion of the Plain-

tiffs’ enemies, the 3rd and 4th Defendants, re resented to the late Collector that the coolum is so
P

much breached in different parts of its embankment, that it would not hold water, that an extent
of 6 Cawnies thereof is fit for poonjah cultivation, and that therefore he tenders a Durkhast
for tLe same. The Collector made it over accordingly to the Durkhastdar in Fusly 1268, without

making any investigation into the rights of the claimants, and inspecting the spot as to its fitness

or otherwise for cultivation.
The 2nd Plaintiff petitioned the said Collector on the 14th December 1859 and 24th January

1860, objecting and stating that the coolam having been constructed for charitable purposes
should not be destroyed and that the Plaintiffs will pay the Government for it. But the Collector
without making any inquiry into the case, dismissed the accompanying petitions by endorsements.
This suit is therefore brought against all the Defendants for the purpose of procuring the cancel-
ment of the transfer of land above alluded to, and for recovering the coolum in question for the
Plaintiffs. The coolum under litigation is situated to the east of Muuthapilliar Covil Nauteulloo,
south of the embankment of the coolum, west of the street stretching from north to south and the
chuckler’s house, and north of the Plaintiffs’ garden.

I beg therefore to request the Court will be pleased to cancel the above-mentioned transfer
made by the late Collector, and put the Plaintiffs in possession of the coolum under litigation, valued
at Rupees 60.

We, Rutnagherry Gounden and Vencutaminal, the Plaintiffs named in the above Plaint, do
declare that what is stated therein is true to the best of our information and belief.

(Signed) This mark by RUT NAGHERRY GOUNDEN,
( , ) This mark by VENCUTAMMAL,
( ,» ) SOOBAROYER, Vakeel.
23rd June 1860.
(True Translation.) _
(Signed) Z&. R. McDONELL,
Officiating Collector. - -




Exc. 2.

DRAFT Answer proposed to be filed by the Officiating Collector of Trichinopoly for the late Collec-
ter Mr. Bird, 1st Defendant in Original Suit No. 80 of 1860, on the file of the ’I‘richiuoprly
Mufty Sudder Amin, vested with the powers of a Distriet Munsiff.

The land stated~in the Plaint is entered in the Circar accounts as a Punjah Porumboke Madai
(low ground.) It has silted up and is of the same.level as the adjacent ficlds, so that it is no use
as a water reservoir. Such land coming under the class of Circar waste, the.Revenue authoritiss
have full power to make it over under the existing Rules to the 2ud Defendant, or to any other
Durkhastdar for the purposes of cultivation.

2. The 2nd Defendant is an Oolgoody of the village of Iyenpollem, in ‘which the land under
litigation is situated and he was the first applicant for the land.

3. It was upon these grounds the land under dispute was made over to the 2nd Defendant
Perichyvira Gounden.

4. Plaintiff’s claim to the above Circar immemorial waste for which he paid no Revenue to
Government is not therefore admissible.

TricHiNoPOLY, (Signed) . R. McDONELL,
16th November 1860, § : Officiating Collector.
m
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