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Read the following letter from CLEMENT DALE, Esq, the Receiver of the
Carnatic Property, to J. D. BOURDILLON, Esq., Secretary to Government, dated

‘Madras, 8th February 1861, No. 38:=—

No. 394

Sir,

Proceedings of Government dated 29th January . 1. Ihave the hotxor to acknowledge the
1861, No. 218, Revenue Department. receipt of the Proceedings of Government of
the date and number noted in the margin, and
to state for the information of the Honorable the Governor in Council, that I have forwarded to
the Collector of Madras translations of the nine documents noted at foot, they constituting the
title to the village of Muhfazpettah of Abdoul Alli, the party making the assignment to me ;
and have offered to send him the originals shonld he desire to see them.
9, T would however submit for the consideration of His Excellency in Council, that no
inquiry in the locality can ever afford satisfactory evidence of title.
3. Itis true thatin the absence of all deeds, and where no documentary evidence is
obtainable, consequent on an estate having been in one family for many generations, and thus
the title in a holder is by descent, sometimes questions arise as to the identity of land proposed
to be sold, or certain portions of it, or as to the boundaries of the lands; in such cases, in
England, recourse is frequently had to the evidence oN oarns of aged inhabitants, who can speak
to the particular land, regarding which question has arisen, having formed part of the estate to
which it is alleged to belong ; but that is a very different matter from endeavoring to “ ascertain
by localinquiry” whether T g TrTLE of theholder of the estate is good or otherwise ; in other words
inviting strictures, indiscriminately from all the gossips of a locality, whether the ostensible
owner of an estate is really entitled or not; it is a-matter of History, that in the case of the
Monmonthshire Riots, Frost the Chartest considered hehad a better title to the Tredegar estates
than Sir Charles Morgan ; and if local inguiry had been instituted, it is more than probable that
a number of the neighboring inhabitants would have assured the parties making the inquiry
that Frost's title was preferable to Sir Charles Morgan’s, in spite of the latter holding Title Deeds
tracing the title for probably some centuries. I put the case thus, to show the danger which is
likely to ensue if Government were once to countenance that ¢ local inquiry” is to superseds a
title evidenced by Deeds.
4. In the present case, as stated in my letter to your address, dated the 15th of January
1861, No. 12, thetitle is traced from 1763 (I now find it is from 1761) to Karim Qonissa, and
that Lady in consideration of Rupees 7,000 sold the estate to the late Nabob, who mortgaged -
it to Abdul Alli, showing title for 100 years ; and such title, if complete in all its links, which
1 believe this to be, is good as against all the world.
5. T might have stated that Abdul Alli preferred his claim under Act No. 30 of 1858, (asI
did in my letter of the 4th ultimo but I did not consider
Letter from Receiver to Government, it necessary), and might have added, that on Abdul Alli
4th January 1861, No. 5. assigning to me all the property mortgaged to him by the ~
Nabob, and including the village of Muhfazpettah,
Mr. Advocate General had consented to an order for payment to Abdul Alli of the sum be claimed.
6. 1 would hqwever submit for the consideration of His Excellency in Council, that the
course proposed to be pursued may be fraught with much mischief; I have already traced to
Government a clear title for 100 years ; and upon this, by the proposed course, a doubt is thrown
by Government, and as a substitation for written documents clearly tracing the title, the
Collector is ordered to make inquiry in the locality ; in other words to collect a detail of any
oral statements, and not on oath, which people in the neighborhood may be disposed to retail
to hiim, and whether theydrave meaus of knowledge or not and probably having interests to serve; =
for instance-I have no doubt but that encroachments have beep made, it is the interest o 7
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No. 394, Read the following letter from CLEMENT DALE, Esq., the Receiver of the
Carnatic Property, to J. D. BOURDILLON, Esq., Secretary to Government, dated
Madras, 8th February 1861, No. 38 ;=

SIR,
Proceedings of Government dated 29th January 1. Ihave the honor to acknowledge the
1861, No. 218, Revenue Department. receipt of the Proceedings of Government of

the date and number noted in the margin, and
to state for the information of the Honorable the Governor in Council, that T bave forwarded to
the Collector of Madras translations of the nine documents noted at foot, they constituting the
title to the village of Muhfazpettah of Abdoul Alli, the party making the assignment to me ;
and have offered to send him the originals should he desire to sce them.

2. I would however submit for the consideration of His Excellency in Council, that no
inquiry in the locality can ever afford satisfactory evidence of title. :

3. Itis true that in*the absence of all deeds, and where no documentary evidence is
obtainable, consequent on an estate having been in one family for many generations, and thus
the title in a holder is by descent, sometimes questions arise as to the identity of land proposed
to be sold, or certain portions of it, or as to the boundaries of the lands; in such cases, in
EnglaM, recourse is frequently had to the evidence oN oaTHs of aged inhabitants, who can speak
to the particular land, regarding which question has arisen, having formed part of the estate to
which it is alleged to belong ; but that is a very different matter from endeavoring to “ ascertain
by localinquiry” whether THE TITLE of theholder of the estate is good or otherwise ; in other words
inviting strictures, indiscriminately from all the gossips of a locality, whether the ostensible
owner of an estate is really entitled or not; it is a matter of History, that in the case of the
Monmonthshire Riots, I'rost the Chartest considered he had a better title to the Tredegar estates
than Sir Charles Morgan; and if local inquiry had been instituted, it is more than probable that
a number of the neighboring inhabitants would have assured the parties making the inquiry
that Frost’s title was preferable to Sir Charles Morgan’s, “in spite of the latter holding Title Deeds
tracing the title for probably some centuries. I put the casé thus, to show the danger which is
likely to ensue if Government were once to countenance that  local inquiry” is to supersede a

title evidenced by Deeds.

4. In the present case, as stated in my letter to your address, dated the 15th of January
1861, No. 12, thetitle is traced from 1763 (I now find it is from 1761) to Karim Qonissa, and
that ~Lady in consideration of Rupees 7,000 sold the estate to the late Nabob, who mortgaged
it to Akdul Alli, showing citle for 100 years ; and such title, if complete in all its links, which
I believe this to be, is gooa as against all the world.

9. I might have stated that Abdul Alli preferred his claim under Act No. 30 of 1858, (as I

> did in my letter of the 4th ultimo but I did not consider

Letter from Receiver to Government, it necessary), and might have added, that on Abdul Alli
. 4th January 1861, No. 5. assigning to me all the property mortgaged to him by the
Nabob, and including the village of Muhfazpettah,

Mr. Advocate General had consented to an order for payment to Abdul Alli of the sum be claimed.
6. I would however submit for the consideration of His Excellency in Council, that the
course proposed to be pursued may be fraught with much mischief; I have already traced to
Government a clear title for 100 years ; and upon this, by the proposed course, 2 doubt is thrown
by Government, and as a substitution for written documents clearly tracing the title, the
Collector is ordered to make inquiry in the locality ; in other words to collect a detail of any
oral statements, and not on oath, which people in the neighborhood may be disposed to retail
to him, and whether they have means of knowledge or not and probably having interests to serve ;
for instance I have no doubt but that encroachments have been made, it is the interest of the
persons who have made these encroachments, in other words who have committed, morally, a
theft, to throw doubt on my title; and doubtless the Collector will find numberless, and most
willing, Volunteers to assert that the Nabob and Abdul Alli had no title whatever, and the
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