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Proceedings of
13th May 1862.

No. 253. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 2nd May 1862,
No. 2,815 :—

Read the following letterfrom G. A. BALLARD, Bsq., Acting Collector of Tanjore, to
w. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Tanjore, 2ith

f\pl‘ll 1862, No. 1 i1.

SIR,

1. I have the honor to request that you will lay before the Board the accompanying
translation of a Plaint in Suit No. 1,012 of 1860, on the file of the Munsif’s Court of Pattukottai
in the Zillah of Tanjore, in which case I a
the Plaintiff, The Draft of the proposed answer is also

m included as a supplemental 2nd Defendant by a

motion subsequently presented by

herewith submitted for approval.

9. The Plaintiff is the Zamindar of Singavanam Poliput in the Pattukottai Télug, and
sues for restoration of possession sometime enjoyed by him of the chank fishery on the coast of
Kristnajipatam, which he states is a village granted by the former Native Rajahs as one included
in his Poliput.

3. The Zamindér had enjoyment of the profits of the chanks in question for a short time,
but Mr. Bishop, the thea Collector, finding, on inquiry, that he had no right or €laim thereto,
finally disposed of the case by an order dated 21st March 1848, by which the Zamindar wus
prohibited from interfering with the ehanks, and the same have since been rented out and the

revenue accruing therefrom enjoyed ex Jusively by Government.

4, It appears to me clear that chanks spontaneously produced in the sea belong to Govern-

ment alone, and that Plaintiff's claim is, in substance, oroundless, but it is further inadmissible
’ o ?

by the Court under the Law of Limitation,

5. I therefore request that authority may be obtained for defending the Suitat the public
cost. and that the Board will be good enough to signify their approval of the proposed . answer,

6. The date fixed for the delivery of the answer being the 24th instant, I have moved the
said Court for the extension of the term for four weeks from that date.

Ordered that the above papers be submitted to (Fovernment with the Board's recommenda-
tion that the Acting Collector be authorized to defend the Suit at the public cost, and that the
following amended answer, the time for filing which will expire on the 22nd May 1862, be
substituted for that submitted by the Collector.

ANSWER.

1. The fishery to which Plaintiff lays claim is a royalty which formg¢ no natural or com-
ponent part of a Poliput, nor is it included in the assests on which his Peshcush was calculated.
The supplemental Defendant denies that the right to fish for chanks was ever ceded to Plaintiff
by any former Dynasty, nor was it continued to him by the late or present Government, nor
does he possess any deed or sunnud conferring on him such right. The rights of the Plaintiff
are confined to the lands included within the limits of his estate and do not extend to the sea
ox its product.

9 The Plaintiff has never performed any act in virtue of the right claimed by him, nor has
he, as he states, fished for chanks up to 1859. In 1818, the Plaintiff illegally attempted to gather
shells but was prevented doing so by an order of the Collector dated 21st March 1848 to which
wnd the fishery has ever since been uninterruptedly rented out by the

order he conformed :
Collector and the proceeds credited to the State, so that the Plaintiff’s claim, even if sustainable

on other @rounds, is barred by the Law of Limitation.
(=] v

3. The statement of the Plaintiff that he derived nothing from the lands of the village of
’r.ls'”:l.i'»):H.HH Is Op )()Sé‘LI to 1‘.1(.![ as can be Lt",‘\_-;l from the accounts Uf' “l(‘ V‘l“ﬁ”e fﬁ)[l‘.
J i l l o

which it will bz seen that the village contains 15 Acres of Poonjath or dry land.




$ : I///vh.;
M:/f'/// Z’}/’;V

A
g

'S P ”
/(’f’( LRV P228 3¢ A

//{ rroees €

Ao

s 2o




.
(24 clHee Cfe v fit o7

/ / y
=4 ,/:."r et fod'e.

Cfveed
ATy :

* clre et » 4
v eldy




	Image00007
	Image00008
	Image00009
	Image00010

