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No. 115.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 8th May 1862
No. 2,916 : — :

Read the following letter from p. GRANT, Esq., Collector of Malabar, to W. HUDLESTON
Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Madras,” dated Calicut, 26th March 13&3:

No, 65.
SiR,
3;0 ot Savanne, dabed 21,4&:0(:!.61;::1' 1857, No. 15&‘ With reference to the correspon-
oin ~ L . ATth Now. | - 3,570, convey- i 3 :
i}:sg Kﬂ;wt from i(iuulos of G:;zsu‘lt;x:inn,”dat:?d 1"'€'n idem, fﬂﬂce not:d nohe ol i I have the
Vou1,144, honor to forward for the informati
i 16y Bt e v for the 1‘nform¢tmn of
Extract f;mﬁ‘ l‘mx;c;diug- Board of Revenune, dited 20th October the Board of Revenue, Copins of the de-
1861, No. 5,952 i jeri
ok . e s Original* alf Sui
z “&m;‘ g‘l;;l e il Sl Wovowher }recs.m tl(;(. Original* and Appealt Suits
ey . : therein advert S -
[l A, o8 ; erted to, pflsaed by the Sub
ordinate Court of Calicut, and the Ciyil

¥ No.404 of 1861
Court of Tellickerry.

o e

1. Resolved that the foregoing be sub-

};::gcol}’mﬁ% :\ﬁfgﬁ‘fs}gi’:{'%"; ;z‘; _3;',““. mitted for the information of His Excellency
E: otk Nov. 18851 o 5y B3 the Governor in Council, with reference to the
Originad Snit No. 17 of 1857. correspondence noted in the margin.
5“"'0"“5&‘3'; ;”‘“" o This Suit was instituted by the Plaintiff
R.ne{:‘c“ g"}it;?.ui. in 1587 to establish his proprietary right to cer-
i Med.d St tai hills and the forests thereon. The claim
4, Krishua Chetty. was contested by the Collector on the ground
4. Amakams Rowten: :
4. W Rovieos, Beg. Actog Colleator. that the property escheated to Government oR
6. P. Graat, Esg, Cellectch ‘the death of Chenat Nair. The Courtaccord-

Wt

ingly dismissed the Suit with costs.
¥ appealed, and the Civil Judge remanded the Suit to
s to, prove his title to the hills;
claim, the Suit was

3. Agaiost this decision the Plaint
the Sub-Court to enable the Plaintiff to produce certain document :
these documents having been found wholly tinsuflicient to establish his

again digmissed.

4. A second-appeal wes th
Judge, who ordered a Commissioner
sied for. The result of the Commissioner’s report b

again dismissed., ; . :
5. This Suit was instituted against the Collector and

5.
Origiond Sait No, 237 of 1580 others for.the recovery of two pieces of land which the
i b g e Plaintiff claimed s his Jenm property. The Collector

Plaintit.
laim on the plea that most of the land was part

en preferred when the Suit was agéﬂn remauded by the Ciwil
to be deputed to inspect and make a plan of the property
eing agaiust the Plaintiff, the Suit was

Alaputags Shangaren—Embrssdere. .

Defendants, resisted the ¢ : b '
1, Jewwny Mirkele lilom Damadivas~En- . of the bed of a river, and that the remainder was so, until
s. Kl;:t;iri;{;m. secently; and that such land was by law and the usage of
3. P, Gt Heg, Colleckon the District the property of the State. As the decree of the

of the Plaintiff, and as it appeared opposed to the undoubted
rred by the Colieetor

d under litigation, an appeal was prefe
en the Civil Judge reversed the decree of the lower Court,

Mufty Sudder Amin was in favor

against the decision of the Mufty wh

and dismissed the original Suit with costs.
(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) R. A. DALYELL, Sub-Secreiarys

werEoy, 9th June 1862, No. 1,264,
Ordered to be recorded.
(Signed) P. P, HUTCHINS,
Acting Deputy Secretary (o Government,

‘No. 116, ORpER T

ixd. J, Wright,
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No, 2,916.
Proceepmves oF THE Boarp or Revesve, dated 8th May 1862.

Read the following letter from P. GRANT, Esq,, Collector of Malabar, to W. HUDLESTON,
Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Madras, dated Calicut, 26th March 1862,

No. 65 :—
To Board of Revenue, dated 24th October 1857, No. 158. WilReietoncs 5. te OORERPULE
oo 7y =2 , 11th No? e d3l5d fgnh dence noted in the margin, I have the
i, E?:g:,;"l :‘Nl%x:rsﬁ i Mmu(t)es ob :n;u :mo:go o P to forward for the inforx?athion ot
0 Board of Revenue, dated 19th October 1861, No the Board of ies of the de-
Extract from Proceedings Board of Revenue, ‘dated 20th October e 1 Syt B‘..ew-renue, e :
crees in the Original®* and Appealt Suits

1861, No. 5,932, 5
Prooeedmgs of the Madras Government, dated £th November therein adverted to, passed by the Sub-

1861, No. 2,121, 2R i,
* No. 17 of 1857. ordinate Court of Calicut, and the Civi]
T 408 w1051, Court of Tellicherry.

5.3

Epcwsvnn No. L.
Anmcr.-‘Ongmal Suxt No. 17 of 1857,

- ENCLOSURE No. 2.
ABGTRAOT —Appeal uit No. 464 of 1861.

NO. 3.‘ \l.

AMTMOT.;-Decree of the Ciyil Court \)f Tellicherry.

: E B}solved. that the fofegoing be sub-

?:gf",l;'&‘ﬁdllgfﬁ {‘5‘:{‘:“};{5 8;,55%1%’ 11&1351 144, mitted for the information of His Excellency
" 6th Nov. 1861, , , 212l.  the Governor in Council, with reference to the
Ongmll Buit No, 17 of 1857, correspondence noted in the margin.

o oﬁ‘m“ i 5 ¥, 9. This Suit was instituted by the Plaintiff

Rajah of Palghat. in 1587 to establish his proprietary right to cer-

1. Mr.J.J. Tomt_" tain hills and the forests thereon. The claim was
;- imcll{?v:{en conteﬁted by the Collector on the ground that the

" 4. W. Robinson, Esq., Acting Collector, property escheated to Government ou the death of

5. P. Grant, Esq., Collector. - Chenat Nair. The Court accordmuly dismissed

the Suit with costs,

“* 2. Against this decision the Plamtsﬁ' appealed, and the Civil Judge remanded the Smt to
the Sub-Court to enable the Plaintiff to produce certain ‘documents to prove his title to the hills ;
these documents having been found wholly insufficient to establish his claim, the Suit was
again dismissed. .

8. A sccond appeal was then preferred when the Suit was again rcmancled by the G'ml
Judge, who ordered a Commissioner to be deputed to inspect and make a plan of the property sued
for. The result of the Commissioner’s report being against the Plaintiff, the Suit was agam dis-
missed.

: 4. This Suit was instituted against the Collector and

Mm,%';ﬁ’::: mfmﬁ%,m' others for the recovery of two pieces of land which the
Plaintiff claimed as his Jenm property. The Collector

Sl e?n —d—a;’:bma“&  resisted the claim on the plea that most of the land was

1. Jenmy M'thele ﬂiﬂm Damudren—Em- part of the bed of a river, and that the remainder was S0s

3. xxudgu Ambu, ~ until recently ; and that such land was by law and the usage

P. Grant, Bsq, Collector. ___ of the District the property of the State.  As the decres of

o the Mufty Sudder me was in favotof the Plaintiff, and as it appeared opposed to the undoubted

q;ht of Government over the land under litigation, an appeal was preferred by the Collector

 against the decision of the Mufty when the Civil Judge reversed the decree of the lower Court,
dﬂdkmmd %@Qeﬁgmﬂ Suit with costs. :

oo SIS (A true Gop;ndExtmct.)

o ' ‘Sub-Secre
éfol D. im, Esq., Seeretuy to Government, R. D., with enclosures, : i M
Uopyh P. Grant, Esq., Collector of Malabar,

nxa. 3. Wright
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