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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depaﬂment,
. Tth May 1862.
No. 131.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 10th April 1862,

No:2,896 : —
Read the following letter from C. DALE, Esq., Government Pleader, Sudder, Adilat, to R. A.
DALYELL, Esq., Sub-Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Madras, 8th April

1862, No. 57. ;

SIR,
1. I have the honor to acknowledgethe receipt of the Proceedings of the B;ard of
Revenue, under the date and number noted in the margin, and to

5th April 1862 b 2275 . P .
uggar;megt.’ No. 2,275, Revense \otipn the Draft of the written Statement which accompanied,

2. It does not appear that the letter of the Collector, dated 27th F ebruary 1862, No. 41,
nor the Board's Proceedings dated the Ist March 1862, No, 1,426, have been forwarded to me.
I conclude, however, from the Proceedings now under acknowledgment, that a sum of
Rupees 11,000 was paid by the Collector to the Ist Defendant, and that it was the value of the
produce as averred in the plaint. I have, therefore, struck out from paragraph 2 the words within

brackets to which I referred.
3. In accordance with the Board's views [ have modified paragraph 3 of the written State-

ment. I do not see the object * in omitting all mention of the Tahsfldér,” but'as I understand

the instructions it may be of importance to retain such mentjon.

——

A'Ord‘ered that the Draft answer received with the above letter be forwarded to the Collector

- of Salem.

(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) R. A, DALYELL, Sub-Secretary.

—_—

In the Civil Colirt of the Zillah of Salem. :
In Original Suit No. 1 of 1862, wherein

thu Viramaney of Ankusagiri Poliput, in T
P tel:l:’i.‘li‘lluq“of Qossoor in the Zillah of Salem, is [ Plaintiff,

And 2 c
j P Appﬂ Réll, .\
2. Chinnamaney, |
3. Chennamuthu Virman?)'g > Defendants. :

4, Ukkachi Ummani,

. - |
5. H. A. Brett, Esq., Collector of Salem, are of

Written statement of the 5th Defendant,

I. The fifth Defendant says that the Poliput of Ankusagiri in the plaint mentioned is not
in the possession of this Defendant, nor was it in his possession at the time the said plaint was
filed, and he submits that ‘the Plaintiff is not entitled to any relief as against this Defendant in
respect of sueh Poliput. : e - ;

» II. The fifth Defendant further submits that in respect of the produce of the said Polipat,

to which reference is made in the plaint, the said Plaintiffis not entitled to any relief as against

this Defendant, | »
SEaG, SRR in respect of the Pattucutu lands -and moveable property in the plaint

mentioned or re rred to, this Defendant says, your Honorable Court by order, dated the 28th of
February 1862, has directed that the Nazir of the Court should, as Receiver, manage and account
for all the property in the plai'nt-:'men!imed {except the Poliput), in pursuance whereof this
Defendant has delivered to the Nazir the possession of such lands and moveable property. And
this Defendant submits that the Plaintiff is not entitled to any relief as against this Defendant in
respect of such Pattucutu lands and moveable property, but whether sueh Puttucutn lands
yield an annual produce of 900 Rupees, or whether such lands and moyeable property belong to
the said Poliput, or whether they are of t’hg:g.alue in the plaint mentioned, this Defendant does

] ks q ;
B o -
- -
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Pracéedings of the Madyras Go'vernment, R
Tth May 1862,

e e atcba sl Y

————

for he says
tor, dimClEd
d for the reasons hereinafpep

ders did take charge of the
some moveable property (which this Defen Fakech fands and of
the said plaint), but he says that at the tim
Tahstld4r, did not know what

of the moveal
what, if any, was the pri . moveable Propert

toe family of the saiq v

iramaney and of her
the Plaintiff) solicited the said Tahsfldgy ¢, $
sion of the said Viramaney, yqr;

And this Defendant admits
moveable property had und
of by the Tahstldgr, My,
such retention hag
Magistrate,

that the members of
deceased husband (and a5 this Defendayy believes
ecure the whole of the Property, lately in the posses.

of the several claimnants thereto could be adjusted

) b Uitucuta lands and
p 'Stances hereiy efore mentioned, beep takeh
s :{::l? fitlddsanc::on the retentiog of the Possession of the umepobe:::z:
Cited as eforemen oy
And he says that fo il ed, and also because h

er the circums

1861, and before any such tjgla

Honoraple Court addressed 5 let
sau? Property unti]
acting kin good faith tl;js Defe n the p ion of i}:. it e
ik ) ! ossession of ¢ i
hetei"be;‘) possessx?u of by the said ir ag Receiver der th s,
‘ elore mentioneq, And thig Def A e ket of r
lands (except sp far o

as relates 1o i
Property, and submiys to this Honorapj, C
Yion in this suiy i respect thereof

?V. This Defendan $4ys, that ope
the time the part of the Country, in‘w bich the p.i:
£y .Govemment of ‘the British PR under the map,
Sentisodiime, § s, e b $ Defendng admits thay & b gement
0 the severy g

I events ang i i
GOW(], as set out in !’he 2[] s nﬂ”'h!eh ]

b - ﬁ i
S0 : taken place in the fum;j y of ¢ - et
this Defendant puts the Plain:iéto g;,: s b, 7 Tgraphs of i
has taken place t0,ho a1 ik A ;e x:'oo + 88 he is not sufficiently yoqugi: s the plaint,
V. This Defendant e

ter to this Defendln‘t.
T order of this

ndant (iq retaj

VL This Defondant denieq . ox beyond ;
e T, e nh::m fga;(t::@;i’algpm and § ¥ond infaney,
plaint, is in that Tespect untry|
‘circnm‘shnces,.und with the g
Chokey Gowd gig s

" death of

» averred ; by this

ACHON OF permisgio © Ffendant admits hy,
ucceed to the e b"’ﬂ

the said Kampey_ Gowd,

; G under ¢
POsSession of g, .- ot MNtioned o poers g L'C 1AV 40

t, Revenue Department,
; the Madras Government,
Proceedings of the i

£ iput d to Timmaroy Gowd
g i ies that the Poliput descende .
i S o Se g Defendama::;'u e‘;ut admits that under the law and cxrct.x:'si‘t.ances,
. .
alI'ls her;inafter mentioned or referred to, th.e sai ! LTm ;
e did succeed to the possession of the said Poliput an

or to Sanjivyamaney or to the s.ai(% Vir
nd with such sanction or permission ane
:oy Gowd, Sanjivyamaney and Viramaney
ot t century
its appurtenances. that for several hundred yeax:s prevxous}y to ;l:; EZZZBPOHPN |
VIIL. This Defe’.’:ag tr:;-};:pa Gowd had beld and been in g)c?ssesslosr:] :l kgt der
; t eing as
the ancestors of the sai R PY BT . | e ni
| U] d, had held the said Poliput at
that prior to the man i el e
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uch ancestors, as @& . o R . e
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he British,
of the country by t

said Poliput.

. der the
fendant submits to the judgment of your Honorable Court, that unde
. n m
1X. And this Defenda

i he Regulation
der the operation of t
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iy et P"Wle_‘ ut should be given, and th‘.’t 5 th,e ?[s,s uri I;n became vested in the
whom possession of the Po lpuy by the British, exercise of such rig
f the coun ‘
and government o : ey U o
et i ok mlllmg l)ubmits as a question of law, that the exercise of s g
Thi fendant further s : e
= ““5_ * British Government as such ryling p : e
ik A hat on the death of the said Careyappa , e
(e session of the
h );;ve since his death succeeded to the po:seer e
z : X :
caidiahr e v "; t(:is and of each succ{eedlng Posseioij‘::suDefendant submits to
Poliput, the possession was 0 f Madras as such ruling power. : n i
permission of the Government oble Ccobitt qumliol'l ?f law t at eor ot et
the judgment of your Hoxtolrla sanction o parmission was given o g
t by which s
Madras Governmen

: t4s e
1 reral times at which such ac
iy SE T o M'the éel: ert’ rs and Acts of Parliament
ST e LT Company by the various Charte itted to such East
e d vested in the East India t of British India were then committe
were passe fegs

; acts of State
by which the possession and Gover tain, and that all such acts were

reat Bri kB e
i rown of G 1 into in this Court, orin any
India Company in trust for the C tters which canoot be enquired in
ts are ma
uch, those ac
and that as s

3 jesty’s dominions. ’
ice within Her Majes hter who was named
Municipal Court psid : ¢t the said Kempey Gowd had a daug ert know ; and he
XIL This Defendant admits e his second wife, this Defendaut does no 3
. by

i first Defendant, and other

Paddankhalamaney, b;td:helt‘l;:ammey S iaiis Kiion ki the i
aid Paddan

admits that the sai

was not govern

is now ve
XI. And this Defendant sa

id Kempey Gowd are dead, as
gy i1 hat all the sons of the said Kempey

< This C sy wi f sons of the said
I be, Releadiat FUE 3rd and 4th Defendants are ulowsﬁot ikt Sy
I :h $ : ¢ Plaintiff nd the ?.n:n. ::elieves that the Plaintiff was the firs
also that th i£ :

Kempey Gowd, and this Defend; i TR
cey Gowd. ! : the death of the said Viramaney, 3 i

.Chokey s Defendant admits that on d that he was at that time the Collector of Salem
XIV. This e he asid Poliput, and tha

) i id Poliput, Mr. Knox acted in the
hengiphelont mentjoned, Zof mits that in so Zufting the said Polipu

. ion of the property, and to
And this Defendant says mfdhsi:z“ty and in good faith for the protection o

discharge ©
due and proper

sess i f Madras,
i t, until the Government o

therel ion thereof being then vacant, s gk eb g

e Sy ‘h:!’“ ste:lo‘;n them as the ruliug power, should determi whom th

L i f the right ve

ion of the said Poliput should be given.
possessi
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XV. This Defendant admits tp, subsequent to the Poliput being so Zufted, ang on or
about the 8th day of May 1861, byt \der the order hereinafter mentiopeq or referred to, he dig

s S R & o ot said Poliput, and he says that seh
order is dated_the 9th day of April 1861, No. 794

of Madras in Coumiil, "',d that Mh’ bw ined that the Possession of the
'h‘ould bb Bi“ﬂ .n.d dell:"e:&'d “é‘h‘ w%d‘nt. And thi‘ Dd‘end‘nt “ys tbat Sucb Order
was made and passed o overnment as the rali Ower within this Presi.
dency, and this Defendant submits ¢, "gp

t the judgment of our Ho le Court that sych
- order was passed in the W‘dxw i - Rétmb LEiRpet e

]

Po Y Ptacd. vested in such Govern
and that the passing of such T Was an aet of State, and that
cannot be enquired into jn thig Court, or i, any Municipal
Majesty’s dominions, '

ment as the ruling power,

as such it isa matter which
Court of Justice within He,

as heir to the sajq Poliput. -
*

A :‘m ltnd this Defendant S4Y5, that an action of ejectment as also o
yrblf S ng t Honorable the Y of State for India in Counecil is
in both of which, as this Defendant is inf,
now pending in

suit in equity in
the Defendlnt, and
N Wlormed, the gaiq Poliput is the subject in litigation, are
Her Majesty's Supreme Cogpy of Judicature at Madras,
_ (True Copy.)

R ffigaad) R A DALYELL, Sub.
by s J -

| Secretary,
Orprg Tmn&. Tth May 1862, No, 995,
(Signed) . G. MASTER,
Secretary 4, Government.
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