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the Madras Gocernment, Revenue Department,

Proceedings of
7th September 1863.

No. 142. Read the following Proéc::dings of the Board of*Re
. August 18065, No. §,102. venuo, dated 22ud -

¢ from J. FRASER, Esq., Collector of the Godavery

Read the following lette
District, to . A. DALYELL, Esq., Acting Sccretary to th
Bo
b July 1865, No. 154 :— e Board of

Revenue, dated Cocanads, 24t
Order, dated 10th March 1865, No. 573, com
] - - —

Sir,
dings of the 30th idem, I Lave the honor to

1. Inreply to Government
municated with the Board's P’rocec

report as follows.
9. With reference to the fi
rst part
dated 4th  of paragraph 2 of the. above Ordef rI
]

Civil Judge,
have the honor to submit copies of the

Letter from the

e ] ~ ¢ X April 1861, No- 6l. .
AEURIL ' e " 2. Do. to the Civil Judge, dated 13th April 1
Sl s - 1861, No. 119. _ correapondence noted i :
S e 3. Proceedings of the Civil Court, dated 268 glew what ete 0 g:) the margin, to
T Jupe 1801 ) A ps the urts have taken
4. Translation of 8o order issucd 1o tbe from time to timo after 30th October -
Government Vakeel bJ the Collectos 1858, the date of the De i
17¢th July 1861, No- 129. ! crce of the late
soedings, doted 318t July 186616) Sudder Court, to determino the extent of
 tho land, sud the amount of the proceeds

Court's I’ro ings,
Civil Court, dated 2

November 1861, No- 399.

Court's Procecdings. dated 18th

Deccmber 1861, ndr:ld i:'a ﬂ;:l“d:nd(ll,?l; that Decree.

cecdin s of the -Su or Court, date t .

ing 3. The portion of the luoks do- .
creed to the Plaintif was delivered by ;

December 1861).
g. Lotter to the Ci\'ilalCourt, dated 27th
Februn 1862, No. &4 :
0. e g from the Civil Judge, dated tho Court to Jonikayys, widow of the
19th Februasy 1863. . Plaintiff, in the month of February 1863
for cultivation for Fusly 1273. ,

4. Janikayy® sgain prcscntcd a petition in the Court, on the 1st March 1864
land. The Judgo again instituted some inquiry rcgardiné

d from the lunka from Fusly 1255 to Fusly 1272, and adjudged
22,000 on the 18th August 1864. Warjmn% of .

issucd on the 23rd August 1864, was -
)

.

[ ]
5
24
o
-
g
-~
>
[}

to bo made over to the Plaintiff under

tho Court for the pnymcng of _tho money,
served on ™€ on or about the 4th Scptember. ..
5. It having appcm‘ed to mo that the Judge’s calculation was not in accor

danco with tLe Decree of the Sudder Court, I issued an order, on the 6th Sept
ber, to the Government Vakeel, to apply to the Court for an authenticated oop o
the Court's ordor ; he did so on the 13th ; tho Court granted it on the 12th oc::,{,:f
snd it reached mo oP the 17th through tho Vakeel, and on the same day I referr :i
the matter t0 tho Board of Revenuo, requesting them, if necessary, to appeal to t;
Sudder Court, and :n the meantimo I applicd to the Court to postpono the exccutioe
of the warrant pcnding an answer from the Board. . Their reply, dated 27th Oct:.
hat they sco no rcason to complain of, or object -

per 1864, No. 7,104, iptimating t
.hed mo on the 14th November, snd I paid the money

r : * in the Covur oD -
R ) ¢. The above explanation 18 a reply to the fourth pamgmph of the above
order. : ' .
7. The Jata oD which the sum of Rupees 22,000 has been awarded are men-
2 and 3 of tho Court's order, dated 18th August 1864, copy of

tioned 18 PMSS"“Ph‘

L J
A




2 Proceedings of the Madras Govermmnent, Revenue Department,

Tth September 1865.

which is herewith gy
Plaintiff by apportioni
" 1255 to Fusly 1272, u

bmitted. The Court have dotermined the award to the
ng the asscssment collected on the whole lunka from Fus) y
pon the extent of land cultivated for Fusly 1273, in each of
the-Government's and Plaintifs portions of tho lunka. The revenuo from Fuslics
1255 t0 1272, amounted to Rupees 29,001-12-0. The extent of land cultivated in
' the Plaintiff’s portion, in Fusly 1273, was 204 acres and 2 cents. ; and that culti-
.vafcd in the Goverument’s portion was 19 acres and 31 ceuts., the above amount
being .apportioned, the Plaintiff"s share is Rupees 26,494-24, and tho Government’s
! s!mro 18 Rupecs 2,507.9-8. I considored that this mode of calculation was objec-
' txom.xble, because the extent of land cultivated in Fusly 1273 in the Pluintif"s
} . _portion was much in excess of what had been cultivated in tho previous F usly, as
tie Kurnum’'s accounts will shew ; and I instructed the Government Vakeel to
plead to this effect ; but he, it appears from the ace ompanying copy of the Court's
Proceedings, dated 22nd J uly 1864, simply agreed before the Court to the Judge's
calculation. On my calling upon him for an explanation why he did so, he
informed me that the Court having determined to adjudge tho proceeds upon tho .
cultivatica of Fusly 1273, although ke pleaded that it was not proper to do so, lio
mevely subnitted to what the Court Lad dono. e could not do otherwise. In
" order to insist upon the Court adjudging the procecds for the past years upon the
cultivated arca in those..F.'élics, I_could'pot Jproduce accurato accounts shewing
tho real extent of land cultivated in ' . accon
were kept, and the boundarics separating the Pluintiffs portion agrecably to tho _
Court’s decree, wero only placed by order of the Court at the end of Fusly 1272,
20 5 R~ 83 With reference to paragraph 3 of the Goverument Order_above quoted, I
e beg to state that I agree with the Board in thinking that that’ part of the Decree of
the late Sudder Court, to which the Government call the Board's uttention, docs
not mean that the Plaintiff is not to reccive tho proceeds of tho land decreed to Ther
for any longer period that the autiioritios might keep possession of such land ; but,
8s I Lave already stated in my letter, No. 264 of the 17th October 1864, I should
infer that by rate is meant that sum for each year scparately. The Plaintiff claimed !
the proceeds at the rate of so much for each year. She is not to reccive moro than'y
that which she cluimed for her portion, although the assessment collected thereon ‘

may have been higher. But sho is not -

abhealin anAdh,

"® Fuily 1255 Fusly 1264

5 ‘ entitled to receive what she claims in
» 1259 o 1265 c @ .

. " 1260 " lage thoso Fuslics® in which the asscasment
" }%gg 1267 collected thereon is less than tho amount

of her claim. The award adjudged by
the Civil Judge of the sums claimed by
assessment collected is below

the Plaiutiff in somo years, although the
opinion, not proper. i |
9. Tho Judge has disallowed the Government claim for commission on
account of the expenses of management as decrced by the late Sudder Court, on
the ground that it was wrongful appropriation of money due to another, no extra
establishment having been entertained. I think that the Civil J udge ought not to
have so decreed when the appellate authoritics decided that the Government ducs
should be deducted. I applied for Government ducs at the rate of five per cent,, .

it, is, in my

- m, Government, Revenue Department, 3
Procecdings of the 10h September 1865.

-the Godavery OP posn:dcr Court were of opin
u

each portion of” {ha Ivuka; as no such accounts :

.7+ . 14, Tho reasod

. rato of 11000

scttlin

ie District for scveral years. As particu-

Wi l 7 be
luizcd in tho ‘mwmon

d according to the views f)f the late Su;ider tCo::;
1864, and which was p!&I:IeJudgo" method of calculating proccedg of past y
i the
and according to

f Fusly 1273, the Plaintiff should receive only Rupees
jvated area 0 statcment.
upon the cultivate unt in last column of tll.e o annoal. and have suthio.
19,490-13-5, the amo . pot considored it necessary PPIS 6’4 I at onco paid
10. As the Board 1:;«; No. 7,104, dated 27th (:,cul)};e? G,
s . ecdings, 2™ id to the Plaintiff.
rized me in thetr Procooo into the Court to be pai 335, dated 17th Fobruary 1865,
tho sum of Rul’c‘;’ 2t0, the Government Order, :::, a:)o,vo in paragraph 2, will shew
11. Ioreply t0 %

(]

long dclayed. . .
ttlement of the Clﬂi“;l}‘” tl’:ic,::: aboft ten Putties of land in a lunka in
why the sc o L originally €
12. The Plain

-ithin certain bounda-

. f Comaraz lunka withi . .
to his owe rillag® © jon, in their Decrce 1n Appeal Su.xt
e 4l titled to whatever land l}us. been fom:lz:li x:;

at tho Pluintifl 18 own lands, and thoy nccordmgly.' awar

r opposite to hl-s Lim so much of the lunka in dispute as
L : lics south of the lh?e‘_ r:xqmpg from I\c)). 1

l[crevith scnt. - - to No. 2 in the p]an. \ AR .

of tl
which is the average of the charges

i lute
rics, and the
No.,89 of 1856, .tb
the bed of the rive

ffisen

R R lution, marked out the
ITRER L bly to tho above reso ) >
- - o has, 8grecably to bo 25} Putties or 204
27 1 Tue Gl Judg R ind, on measuremont, to bo 253
) ,1aiutl ’ . o aeaeeete o~ - -T e —
. land for tho P o i ore thaa 13,000 Rupees, originally claime
acres. - fol' a“'.ardlng

T iy oming o o lnd b b gt o oL

by the I’lﬂi:::gbx: for mine ycnlr; Oa(;‘:)c; ;:3 oD e Sho e claimed i;: g?:
:;i:;: ;cI(::sslw .°1“i3’:,dproc°°d: of’the‘land in .disputo‘ for subsequent years,

" original comP;z“;’l‘:cs a yoar. B

gpondof;q:::::e: ‘:h: Civil Judge and the Collector regarding

raact.—Copies of corre

A»s
it Excrosuss No. 2.
t 1864.
f Court's orders, dated 22ad July aad 18th ..Angus
—Copies ©
Aunlﬂ- —

¢ with refcrence to their Orders No. 353, dated
ent,

Goverm s, dated 16tk March 1865,
]

itted to GoTer™ - £
1. Submi = and No. 97 lled for report in the matter o
1869, an tich G vernment have ca el .
17th Fcb;*u;: zwints upon which :: in favor of the Proprictrix of tlfe Gopal;ﬁo?mmt.ﬂ‘
> loto Sudder CoUT® I EHEC = 89 of 1856,) in which the Plainti

Plaiﬁti? : :f crops on that portion of the lunka which was
o 10

ion for t
. yonsatio
claimed com} 10 over to her, 8Te—

hich took pla
tho dclay w .
As 10 f tho procoeds to be paid

co on the part of the Civil Court in

to the widow under that Dccmg:dntod

Firsl.-—
g tho amount 0




4 Proceedin as

1)

\_
Uh September 1865

V(4
ecenue Department,

, howe and 13,000 80 much
ver, be carefy] hat, “In ';mki.,g‘:ﬁc") when the
shewing the g bgo to the I’laimi;;'s awurd, tho
. g S r
this cor"’sDOn:fs vﬂ}tcl, the Civil Co clor ')' bllu.n in his pluintl:,"c“-‘d’ for
after the nce 3t appea urt took i ubmits cortain )
date of pears t), in deterpiin: corres
'was in corres :lhe Co ut from 29y), Nov r&:“""g tho award pondenco,
] pondence w; cuber 1859 ; and from
.. with the Regist ree,) up to 13th A r'il , (or more than o year
map wpon :llr. of tho S“ddcrpco 1861, the Civil Judwo
1ch the Sudder C«)url:rt’I;::d the COUcctot;-,
(3 public recor d; rce was passed,
unc 1861, ] )
L . ! ¢ ACﬁ o :
¢ missing map two :;,,hCim Judge,

cd Decreg . r Mmcclluneou P
i and anotliep © ¢

which the Pluintiffy wid
ow

tion
of
the abovo-ment;
on .
Cre, Viz., ono

it .
w-lni:llon praying for exccu-
fuir ! appears to bavo been
the origi missing ma y :l"d .n iswing one,"” tlo
5 mx.:drn;i“ing map gh cOIF;' ul:rbe sufficicnt forl:lls: rrey Guomustah,
. ofe . ¢ 39 1

1ereace on this pojyt Pared by tho onm: Y(‘}::,ul purposcs;;
was next . vmastuh, of

.Collet.:tor'. 1 .
ctt y
17th Jll]’ ls%r'h Govenunem )y : mﬂde to tho COI
S Teader, dateg U5 8N it w lector and tho Sudde
a8 decided that the lctt](::

Procecdin it
C°llect0r'.g; Civil Court. dat.
> : Ctte ’ d&tcd 3 me
Proceedings Sudrd.t; do. | 2},81‘,"‘."1 1861 nt should bo
Collectay's 1o} Curt, ., Wk por v ™ape approved Proceeded with o
¢ ] " . »
s ltter o gy 1 A8 L wubstitution of gy s OV aon the
7h Feb, 14 ass ® Missi n
A u lissin
2 to ,hff?.':dl by the Gutecmr st U tht
1t ehould be r tho parti
8 heuring i
gif

l . y j
ﬂde. - .

tho Plaintiff ar
el was deliv Y, as the Co ‘a
vation f ered to his w; llecto i and no ¢
or ‘F usly 1273. 18 widow by the (;o':::ca that th:;z a{{‘l’“m to havo
in the sgy rtion deereed to
e mont); for .
culti-

by certg; .
tai o Payment by |
US raised b; :l,:: g;:c"t“
cctor

Proceedings of the Madras .Go.oemment. Revenue Department,
11k September 1869.

.
to the mode of culculation adopted in settling the smount of the proceeds, and
nce to the Board, a8 explained in paragraphs 4 and 5 of

which necessitated 0 refcre
hins lctter abovo recorded. ) .

8. Government will pcrceivo, from the foregoing explanation, that nothing
could have been Jone before Fcbruary 1863, (when only the boundary linc was
fixed,) towards Jotermining tho amount of proceeds o bh@dd over {0 the Plain-
tif"'s widow. S _ o ' )

9. As rcgnrda the f the award itself, which is the second po.mt. on
which further report i8 required, the quantity of land hand.ed over to tlxe.Plnxfxth"s
widow, 25} Duttics, i 1 the boundary line fixed by direction of
the Slu(;l dtv}f::“;:; wd amount of mesne profits now paid, viz, Rupees 22,00(_),

. claimed, Rupecs 3,000, is owing, 8s alroady
i 205, dated 4th March 1865, to
gubscquent to Fusly 1263,

compared with
. their Proceeding® No. 1,
idow were out of the possession of

explained by tho Board in . rs
the fact that it includes the P no y&7
Plaintiff and bis ¥ still kept A
with the Board in their opinion cxpressed 10
farch 1865, that that part

during which tbo
1 the Collector agrees
l e g No. 1,776, datod 30th }
vernmont refer in para-
does not mean that the

their lands ; ant
.. Proccedings
of their FFOUE . 1ier Court, to which the Go
) ) th March 1865,
graph 3 of their Jand decreed for any
ich 1and.

of the lato S
cr, NO- 573, dated 16
Plaintiff ot his wi receive the procceds.of tlfxe
i uthorities i gsogsion of &V o

_"?"8?’"“‘ ;.‘,’:”ﬁ":‘;"c"; latod 22d July 1864 and 18th August 1864,
: h aro noW gurnished bY that t.he Vak'ools on
ocd to have ortion which the
f the lunks which
he Jummahbundy accounts, which the

docreed
1273, it was ascertained that while the
rtion which had been

pmugmph 2
of the Dccreo

co'pic« of yvhic
both aides agt

‘ enltivablo land
b:dong to lh\'ullulmllcm, an
Court for I usly

Collector fur ished to tho
eI l:dain the whole Junka was 8cres 023-33-0, that po
' s 204-2-0; 80 that, as the actual collec-
9.0 for the wholo period, the

- cultivable I b editor was \ore
docread to the Juds : gmounwd o Rupeos 20,0011
494-2-3} according to the mode of calcu-

warded only 22,000 Rupecs ¢ gs tho
tho Board saw no gufficient reason
have had in view, while making
ecrce referred to in the second
laimed the proceeds,

share of the
lation agrccd upon. .
claim was for that amount” and Do MOT®;
t» objoct to tho ordor of the Courts w::i(:h agpe;r'l u;)

. g at tofthclato udder Courts 0 1
tue oward, B P Ling the raé¢ at which Plaintiff ¢

clnuse of paragrap 2 above touc
viz., Rupecs 1,000 per anpum: S R
' 7th September 1865, No. 2,127

No. 143. ORDER THEREON,
- m Ordered to be recorded.
: : - (True Extract.) -
' . (Signed) J. GROSE,

Acting Under Secretary b0 Gom;n_enl.

To the nwd of Revenué:
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Submitting with remarks letter from Col- |
lector of the Godavery District forwarding ex-
planation on certain points connected°with 1
Decree of late Suddr Court in Suit No. 69 of |
1850, institated by Proprietrix of Gopaul- |
poorum Egtate for obtaining compensation for S
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