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, ‘ - , . ‘ e : Third Defendant denies Plaivtif’s alleged jenm right, and asserts that e Purchased the | ‘
. o } , } . , Se {
, ‘ PR . from Mr. Fiank Richmond, the Trustee of the Estate of the Iyte Mr, Richmong and pot f, e hillg
. : ‘ P o * ) 0ot from £,
‘ ‘ " D ‘ ‘ o Defendant, . m firse
o S » ‘ 1 . » o I Fourth Defendant affirms that the hills formed part of ghe Property which belop di
. ‘ ! . - . - : ' . . -ionge
. K ) | - | ‘ the Payshi Rajab, whose property was confiscated for acts of rebellion, ang the hills conse - I ’
AR " N s , ue
u S o o \ v escheated to Government. *quently
SO N .- " ‘ ‘ K Fifth, sixth, and seventh Defendants did not answer. The case coming oy f, hear:
. . . o o s a for he
Vo - ¢ : ' : - ] the following issues were settled :— e aring,
- e L ' N . e “ o L e P.ajutifl affirins, and first, second, third, and fourth Defendangs deny, that the hil's in g;
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S o o A o ‘ . e L 4 The 1ssue, therefore, is whether the Jenm right is vested inthe Plaimiﬂ’s Bhavavad' D
o T e N T L O som, as affirmed by him, or in the Trishaleri Devasom, as assrieq by first, second and J' d]; eva-
T o ‘ . ‘ co e .- - ‘ ; ‘ . . . s hir -
Co Lo o ( S . | "y C A o . ants, or in the Government, as contended by fourth Defendane, - ’ clend .
o A o o ‘ I o . Plaintifs Exhibits,
e R o e o 4. Atlested copy of a Proclamation issu-
PRI L. I o o , o ed by Mr. James Vaughan, the Collector of | ’ ‘
- S St e R . Malubar, showing that enly the property speci- ’
A : P e R S SN T . : ‘ e k fied therein, and which 13 siiuute at I\ottnyom '
s - IR NNy SRR o L ; : Taluk, Kuttiadi, and Wynaad Talyk, belongs :} To rebut fourty Defendants allezation
AL S ' T " o ! L ' ~ - ! . . ” - * ' o -
' o h [ RS . N KR . . . . . L | ) ' to Guverument.
_ - E . o R R o P o “ ol ! L ’
S D . W e St ‘ ) Date.? 26:h Karkedsagom 998 (9th Augus, X r
AR e T T e « T R KR § B. Kychit by deceased Plaintiff to Mu-) ) 3
AR L L N O T o S C . katumpretta Kuanhi Packi and another, the :
L N - B oo s o - o e n i . " ! o ' o ' ! " e ! - . N -
B Co - o SR P L N § . Cardamom Contractors, showing that the Yadi- 1
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n ot ' " (‘ - ' , - 0 ' [ - f " 4 - N -
o, : o ‘ y e o ‘ o SRR Dated 22nd Tulam 1028 (5th November, .
AR c T e R . L ERTRR N S . ! " C. Do.bydo. todo.,in accordance with] :
S AT T I ‘ oo - : “""‘M” o . L g , o ‘ S ‘ the purport of exhibit B, H
B T R N S T e B A Dated 12.h Tulam 1023 (27th Octoberi
A o e e e S e 1853). .. : J
PR A . S AT N AT CT ¥ k D. Do, bydo.to do. do.
oy . - Lo el ) - . “: LT " ) :‘v ‘ [ . ‘j“k\ ’ M . b ‘/‘n “ﬁ L b \ “ ] ] |
oL Lo o T R F T O N A e Dated 27¢h Tulam 1030 (11th November Do, 3
I S f‘l “ ‘ ! . (=T» . K . . . “’.‘ . M“"" c o e B o 14 1804‘)' y
e R G e S S S D ST o y ® E. Do. by do. to Avokarm_o!andeagata.]
Cve F Coe R R CoL e T . Kunhi and another, the Csrdamom ()ontmc;ors,-l
ST L ST Ch e I thowing that the Iill No. 2, and entereq under j Do.
e Lo el o - R SN Lo Sl “ L No. 1, is jenm. j
{‘ ) PRSI .o . AR ol o L C DRI o L e L . - .T/”rd Dcfendant’s Ex}“b"- e . e e " B ! v
Lo oL - L . Yo e e e T N I Kudima jenm  deed by Keyekevittil) : |
S o N v o L cy ) - Do ) L i L SRR Chuldpani Yariar, Pattoli of Trishaleri Pagoda, I ) ;
R T e Sl e Lo R J\‘w- to Mr. W. F, Richmond, assigning to him, on | E
Bt B ) o e o 4 Kudinia jenm tenure, the southern portion of | D To prove that the bill belongs to Trishalesi
" ‘ e L N s S S L ' Lo . . . - evVasoin,
" o L C ‘ o o Lo bel ‘ the Narinerangui IL1, for Rupees 150,
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L ra Flaintif s Witresses, ~) ‘b N
. aduvillevitti] :
Nais itti Vz‘adakedata Chapu\l \ ‘ .
2. Kochat Pudiavitil Odenan Nair. ¢ To prove the Plaint, \ i NI
3. Peruvaka‘ Kypravan Anandan, Jl C\% L‘)
. First ang second Defendantg cited no Witnessess G\\ ! ‘
s Third Defendant’s Witnesses
. Nandot Krishnan '
2, Mr. X ) Topr i ;
Affonco, }!eri Sv:::":.hat the hill belongs to the Trisha-
M‘WW%WMM J:. ‘ I
T Tourth"Defend, ant’s Wiinesses. = -
Parakemittel Suban Pattar, | To prove the defence, ‘
JuneMENT.

1. The Plaintiff claims restoration of the a
ground that they are the jenm of his Vadiyur Bhagavadi Devasom,
first and fourth Defendants, of whom the former asserts that the hills a
leri Devasom, and the latter that they are Government escheat, *

bove-mentioned hills, with arrears of rent, on the

His claim is disputed by
re the jenm of his Trishs.

2. We should, in the first place

sion of other parties,

3. Plaintiff's exhibit A, is an attested copy of a proclamation issyed by the late Collcetor
of Malabar, dated 2Gth Karkedagom 998, (9th August 1322,) showing the particulars of Property

belonging to Government, and situated at Kottayom and Wynad Taluks, as well as at Kutyiagi, -
The Plaiutiff argues, from the non-i i )

Litization, that the Government have no claim thereon, but the Court w

g S e T w.\rvmr.ao.vu"'um;ﬁ, (hﬂb ti‘xe ‘propuelary Ilght, of—the h]ll?i}?&&é&
in Plainuiff,
4. D to [ were executed by the deceased Plaintiff himself, Any allusion m

his own jenm right, is no conclusive evidence in support of it.
proved.

ade in them to
These exhibits have not been

5. The oral testimony of Plaintiff’s witnesses is vague and unsatisfactory,
doubt that it has been prepared for the purposes of this suit.
saw Plaintiffsand their ancestors collect the produce of the hills for these fifty years i butin giving
this evidence, he lost sight of the fact that they could not collect any from such parts of the
hills as have been caltivated since 1030, (1854-53,) or for these ten years.
applies to the testimony of third witness. The first witness is no doubt much more cunning than
the second and third witnesses, for, he deposes that he merely witnessed the collection of the
bill produce from 1020 (1844-43) to 1029 (1853-54).

6. The first Defendant has adduced no proof whatever.

and I have no
Second witness deposes that he

The same remark

7. In my opinion the Supplcmental Plaintiff has failed to prove his proprietary right to

Proceed to dismiss the suit, with costs against Plaintiff,
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the hills sued for, and I therefore, without entering into the evidence adduced by fourth Defendant, ™~ "7 \
\
{

(Signed) F.P. PEREIRA,
_ Drincipal Sudder Amin.
(Tive Copy.)

(Signed) G. A. BALLALD,
Collector.

)

No. 2.
Procerpings or THE Boarp or Revevue, dated 3rd January 18GG.

Read the following letter from G. A, BALLARD, Esq;, Collector of Malabar, to W. IIUDLE.
STON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Calicut,

12th December 18G5,
No. 264 :— N

Adverting to the correspondence noted,
I have the honor to forward, for the informa-
tion of the Board, copy of a Dezrce passed by
ToRgRArsu AL sl ov o™

Encrosure No. 1.

Collector to éoard of Rcvent;c, 13t December 1863, No. ?Sgi.
Roard of Revenue, 221‘;:1 " »oow Z,;é’:.
Order 24t " ” 9 S .
g::;:'::j‘ﬂ:tith ;;oard'l Proceedings, dated 31st Decen.ber
1663, Xo. §,153. _ R R,

Decree of the Cour he Principal Sudder Amin of Tellicherry.
Original Suit No. 37 of 1862. .
In the Court of the Principal Sudder Amin.
Present.—Mr. F. P. PErEIra, Principal Sudder Amin,
Plaintiffs Defendants.
ai .
. ‘K aren N dri, Ural-
vambi allen of the 1.*Kavumpretta Shangaren Namboodri,
. 1 Odenan Nambiar, Ural Shangarer |
. 3\;?;1:(]3}]3@\%& Devasom (dead). len of the Trishaleri Devasom
a 2 - .
Sup};lcmcnlal Dlaintiff. l z
N Nambi [ukil Paidel 3.
Tindumel Kanaren Nambiar, by Vaukil Paidel e fendants,

™., 'G. A.Ballard, i)~q: é()fl‘e.c!o;;f Malabar,

4.
5. Kalpatigramom Vytianatan DPatter.
6.
7.

Edavaletta Govina Marayan.
Mr. F. R. Richmond.

Menon.

Vadeke Mwat'l Raghavavariar {dead).
Puykalivittil Achudasariar. . -
1st.—By Vakil Ramayan, bat since dis-
continued.
2nd.—By Vakil Kottiyatta Rama Menon.
3rd.—DBy Vakil Ramunni. '
4th.—DBy Vakil Amboo Polwal, and since con_

tinued by Vakil Ramayan.
Suit for setting red jen ight to w tioned
ine aside the first Defendant’s alleged jenm right t the; 0 ttmderl:nen o Zt "
. y 7 ‘ o J, as a ent upon paym
v : ra ;{u‘nue 6.375, and for recovering Rupees 1,875, as arrears of r pon pay
3 es 6,370, P e
hills, valued at Rul

of Rupees 4,375, as value of Kuyikanom.

Schedule.
Boundaries.
No.| Names of Ifill. South West. North,
East. ) = -
— f | The Peak of Kan-{The Peak of Kee|
1 | Narinerangui \fundakuti. Tzhlembfl?lflil(l’. non Hill. pullachi Hill.
- L a 8
Hiit. kuti water-iThe Peak of the
. ] se,Vaderi land _and Mundakuti i i\ Narine.
2 | Vaderi alias P"g::; vlvx?,tjlr'c::;d Mundakuti c%urigezgilggi':]; anr};uil}ﬁiine
~ nerancul o . . ) 0 I\ .
g?l?:nelalla leading to Coorg| water-course Hil

DEcrEE. o
Ordered that this Suit be dismissed with costs against Pldmiff,
r

’
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st C Costs,
Stamp duty on Institution by A P )
Fee ot Plﬂinliﬁ"s Pleader . . I 250 0 0
Do, of second Defendayt’s Dleader 1" 0 o S8 0
Do. of third  gg. do. S L I
Do. of fourth do, do, e 2778 v
Value of Stamps fileq by Plaintig e %8 0
Do, 0, by first Defendany g 00
+ Do, do, by second g, 1 0o
Do.  go. by third  go 100
Do. o, by fourth g, 3 00
Expenses lacurred by Plaintift iy Serving p.l‘.oce.:: 200
e o, by third Defendant i, Fgo ees: $1 0
— e V .. 6 0 o-

s Tk =3 - .
vo. - hSih Defen e o=
witnesses ...

4 0 ¢ M
Do. by Plaintiff in surveying property. 22 5 g
Total... 1,411 3 o
Bill of Plaint 1, Notices 9, Proclamations 8, Vukalutnamahs 7, Statements 4, Supplemental

Petitions 2, Points of proof 1, Lists of Witnesses 3, Plainti
Deposition of Plaintiff’s witkesses 3, ditto o
Witness 1, third Defendant’s document 1, and copy thereof I, Summonses 3, Byt
Nezir’s Report 1, Order to Amin wih his answer thereto I, Accounts 1, Paper of Qath 1, State-
ment of fourth Defcndunt’s.\'ak:l 1, Deposition of PlaintifPs Vakil 1, ditto of Defendants Vakils 3,
Misecellancous Petitions, Nos. 418, ¢01 of 1862, and 104, 140, 259, 73, 160, and 824 of 1863,
8, Orders by the Collector of Malabar to the Vakil 2, he examination of Witnesses 3.
No process of execciion wil] be issued to énfore

¢ this decree, ynjess soime
have been taken to keep the same in force within three years next preceding
such execution,

Given under my hand ang the s.al of the ¢

ta Receipt 1,

proceeding shall
the application for

ourt this 13th day of September 1835,

(Signed) F.P. PEREIRA,
oo I’rmcipal Sudder Amn,

Original Suit No. 37 of 1862,

In the Court of the Principal Sudder Amin of Tellicherry,
Piesent.~Mr. T, p, Perera, Principal Sudder Amin,
at Rupees 6,375, ani for Tecovering Rupees 1,875,
4,375, as value of Kuyikanom. .

- Plaint recites that the hills ave the
first Defendanvs father, the late Vasud
of his Tyishaler Devasom, let the NN

Jenm of Plaintiff’s Vadiyur Bhagavadi Devasom ; that the
evan Nambocdsi, on the plea that e Lills were the jenm

. . 0. 1, to second Defendant, oy simple lease in 1031 (1855-56),
and No. 2, to third Defendant, oy Kudima tenure in 1085 (1659-(30) ; that the 1ent of the Iill

No. 1 from 1035 (1859+60), at Rupees 500 yearly, comes to Rupees 1,500, and of the Hill No. 2
fur 1037 (1861-62), is Rupees 57, |

First Defendant affirms that the hilly belong to his Trishaleri Devasom; that the Plaing
has no right thereto ; that his (first Defendant’s) deceased father did not let th,

third Defendants on any tenure whatever; and that No. 1
Narinerdngui,

cm to the second or
is calied Umballa i, a1d No. g

t Second Defendant contends that he,
“Soobramaniep Patter, and gixih Defend
cawnies, faiom Vaay Devan Nauw,
dated 103} (1855-56) ; that the

the Porapad i that icis not usual to Py arent of fiv
the property has been under-valued,

Jointly with fifth Defendany’s younger brother, the deceased
ant, obtained a portion ot the I, No. )
boodii, the Urallen ofthe Tris
y and their tenan's Iy

» Ineasuring firty
halert Devazom, in virge of a Karar,
ave hitherto managed the lard a. d discharged
e Rupecs for cvery cawny of grouud jand that

.

L 4

v

P

No. 482.

Read the following

lector to Bg
0011583, No. 2-’)9A.q°
Poard of Revenue, ~-1t

Proceedings of the

VM adras Government, Revenue Department,
29/ January 1-6€6.

he following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 3rd
Read the j’anuary 1866, No. 2. 1
from the Collector of Malabar, to the Secretm:y to the
o r(()i ted Calicut, 12th December 1865, No. 264 =
- , Adverting to the correspondence
noted, I have the honor to forward, for

og. the information of the B(‘)ar(.i, copy do(; a
d Deo. 1835, To- 8’-}364: Decree passed® by the Principal Sudder

Board of Revenue,

ard of Revenue, 1st December

th %) 1 A ’. : .n O]_‘i("inal Suit
Goverlm(lle:'?tgr(llf:af(%'s Proceedings, dated 31st 4, o0y of Tellicherry, 1 g
Receive ‘

December 1863, No. §,183.

1. Tindumel Odenan
Vadiyur Dhag

1ar
Tindumel Kanaren Nambiar,

Menon.

Sait for setting asn
ued at Rupees 6,379,

val

Rupees 4,375, a8 ¥

No. 37 of 1862.

-

' herl'y .
'} een Of Telllc
DCCI‘C

Original Suit No. 37 of 1862.
In the Court of the Principal Sudder Ameen.
t.—Mr. F. P. Perrira, Principal Sudder Ameen.
Present.—Mr, . I,

: Defendants.
Flaintie f the 1. Kavampretta Shangaren Namboodri, Urallen
Nambizr, Tra jen © of the Trishaleri Devasom.
avadi Devasom'(d‘?ad)- 2. Edavaletta Govina Marayan.
fementa? Pla;ntl{z;keel Paidel 3. Mr. F. RR. Richmond.
’ Supplemental Defendants.

4. G. A. Ballard, Esq., Collector of Malahar-

5. Kalpatigramom Vytianatan Patter.

6' Vadeke Manatil Raghavariar (dead).

. kalivittil Achudavariar, . .

Istlilﬁ}ya lVakeel Ramayan, but since discon-
tinued.

2nd.—By Vakeel Kottiyatta Rama Menon.

~By Vakeel Ramunni. ‘

:z‘lix —B? Vakeel Amboo Podwal, and since ¢on-

tinued by Vakeel Ramayan.

Supp

1y

(.111 t's alleged jenm right to the two undermentioned hills,
nt's alleg

side the first Defen Rupees 1,875, as arrears of rent upon payments of
ng ’

and for recoverl
alue of Kuyikanom.

Schedule.
) Boundaries.
R —
- North.
No. | Names of Hills. Fast. South. West.
{an- | The Peak of Kee-
—|— , The Peak of |The Peak of Kan-| The Peak of Ko
1 | Narinerangui Mundakuti. Ambala Hill. | non Hill
; ° e -|The Peak of the
- ter-course| Vaderi land and Mundi;u:xlxdwg:;k Vali Narine-
9 | Vaderi alias Pay?élw}?igh road| Mundakuti f)%“ Keepullachi | rangui Hill,
ﬁ?{f“”‘mg“‘ Joading to Coorg.| water-course. Hill.
il.
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2 Proceed; :
roceedings of the M eenue Departmen,

adras Golrermﬂem‘, Re
Wb Jaruary 1865,

e
Decres.,
Ordered that this suit be dismissed with costs against Plaintif
Costs, .
Stamp duty on institution 0 o0 o
Fee of Plaintiff’s Pleader . oy U O
Do. of second Defendant’s Pleader A
Do, of third g, o. . " oy o0
Do. of fourth  do, do, ' . o7 80
Value of Stamps filed by Plaintiff e
Do. do. by first Defendant Ll
Do. do. by second o, Lo
Do. do by third g, P
Do. do by fourth g, 2 00
Expenses incurred by Plaintiff in 8EIVIng processes SN
go by third Defendant jn do. . : l: g
- :s:ses ”by df.. for .the attendance of hia
Do, by Plaintiff i, surveying pll';;perty.. 2; g 3
Bill of Plaint 1, Notices 5 . oo

dant’s Witness 1, third Defendant’

8 document ],
Receipt 1, Nazir's Report I, Order +- A

and copy ther

sswoen with his answer thereto !

Statement of fourth Defendant’s Vakeel 1, Deposition of Plaintiff’ :

~Vakeels 3, Miscellaneous Petitions, Nos. 448, 601 of 156
of 1863, 8, Orders by the Collector of Malabar to the
Witnesses 3,

eof 1, Summonsgeg 3, Batta
Accouuls 1, Paper of Oath 1

Vakeel 1, ditto of Defcndant’;
C.and 104, 140, 259, 313, 760, and 824
Vakeel 2, Abstract of the €xamination of

(Signed) F. p, PEREIRA,
Princz'pal Sudder Ameen,
Original Suit No. 37 of 1862,
In the Court of the Principal Sudder Ameen of Tellicherry,
Present.—Mr. F. P, Perz1ra, Principal Sudder Ameen,
Suit for setting aside the first Defendant’s alleged

at Rupees 6,375, and for recovering Rupees 1,87
as value of Kuyikanom.

Jenm right to the aforesaid two hills, valueq
5, as arrears of rent Upon payment of Rupees 4,375

Plaint recites that the hills are the jenm of Plaintiff’s Vadiyur Bhagavadi Devasom ; that the
first Defendant’s father, the late Vasudevan Namboodri, on the plea that the hills were the jenm
of his Trishaleri Devasom, let the Hill No. I, to second Defendant, on simple lease in ,031
(1855-56), and No. 2, to third Defendant, on Kudima tenure in 1035 (1839-60) ; that the rent of

the Hill No, 1, from 1035 (1859-60), at Rupees 500 yearly, comes to Rupees 1,500, and of the
Hill No. 2 for 1037 (1861-62), is Rupecs 575.

First Defendant affirms that the hills belong

to his Trishaleri Devasom ; that the Plaintiff
has no right thereto ; that his (first Defendant’

8) deceased father did not let them to the second or
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 3
29th January 1866,

third Defendants on any tenure whatever ; and that No. lis called Umballa Hill, and No. 2
Narinerangui.

Second Defendant econtends that he, jointly with'fifth Defendant’s younger brother, the deceased
Soobramanien Patter, and sixth Defendant, obtained a portion of the ITill No. 1, measuring fifiy
cawnies, from Vasudevan Namboodri, the Urallen of the Trishaleri Devasom, in virtue of a Karar,
dated 1031 (1835-56) ; that they and their tenants have hitherto managed the land and discharged
the Porapad ; that it is not usual to pay a rent of five Rupees for every cawny of ground ; and that
the property has been under-v’alued. )

Third Defendant denies Plaintifi’s alleged jenm right, and asserts .fhat he purchased the hills
from Mr. Frank Richmond, the Trustee of the Estate of the late Mr. Richmond, and not from firs ;
Defendant. |

TFourth Defendant affirms that the hills formed part of the'property whlch. belonged to the
Payshi Rajah, whose property was confiscated for acts of rebellion, and the hills consequently
escheated to Government. | |

Fifth, sixth, and seventh Defendants did not answer. The case coming on for hearing, the

following issues were settled :—
Plaintiff affirms, and first, second, third, and fourth Defendants deny, that the hills in dispute
al s, : :
are the jenm of Plaintiff’s Tindumel Vadiyur Bhagavadi Devasom.

The issue, therefore, is whether the jenm right is vested, in the Plaintif"s Bhagavadi Deva.
e 1s ’ ?

. firmed by him, or in the Trishaleri Devasom, as asserted by first, second, and third
som, as & ’

Defondants, or in the Government, as contended by fourth Defendant.
Plaintiff's Exhi’bz't's.

A. Attested copy of a Proclamation issued )
by Mr. James Vaughan, the Collectgr of M.ala-
bar, shewing that only the property specified
thel’-ein, and which is situate at Kottayom Talook, ‘[' To rebut fourth Defondant’s legation,
Kuttiadi, and Wynaad Talook, belongs to Go-

{ nt. .
‘emr;)(;ted 96th Karkedagom 998 (9th August) .
1822,

B. Kychit by deceased Plaintiff to Mu-
katumpretta Kunhi Packi and another, the (.'Jar-
damom Contractors, shewing that the.Vadlj‘rur
Iill No. 2, entered in it under No. 8, is Plain- }

tiff's jenm. ]
Dated 22nd Tulam 1028 (5th November

To prove that the Hill No, 2 does not belong
to Government.

1852). . )
C. Do. by do. to do., in accordance with
the purport of exhibit B. . o
pDated 12th Tulam 1029 (27th October o
1853). )
D. Do. by do. to do. do.
Dated 27th Tulam 1030 (11th November Do.
1854).
E. Do. by do. to Avokarmolandeagata
Do.

shewing that the Ilill No. 2, and entered under

3
Kunhi and another, the Cardamom Contractors,}
No. 1, is jenm.
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: : Procesdings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 5
| e ; 29th January 1866.
4 Proceedings of the Madrase Governme

. nt, Revenue Department’ | L T
29tk January 1866, |

Submitted for the information of Government, with rofgrency £ their
1. ubmi .

| «der, dated 24th December 1863, No. 2,364,
Third Defendant's By _ o
¥ Keyekevittil

1 1 ce ismissoc rith C'OStS
1 ve that the suit has been dismissod wi
Government will percei : 1 . dsm :
P Vi ' ! ' ‘ > Thi intiff; on the ground that he failed to establish his right to the Hills
Wapani Variar, Pattolj of Trishaleri Pagoda, crainet tho Tlaintiff |
to Mr. W. F. Richmond, assighing to him, op i | 23 e
Kudima jenm tenure, the southern portion of - To prove that the hil belongs to Trishaleri . 1n que N
the Narinerangui Hill, for Rupees 150, Devasom, K . OrpER THEREON, 20th January 186 , No. 244,
. - Q9

1856;)%&(1 Sth Danu 1032 (20th Degompey | | No. 4. Ordered to be recorded.

| y u . i iscellaneous.

Plaintt_'ﬂ"c W‘[tnesseg, i Misc (True Extract.)
1. Naduvillevitt] Vadakedata Chapu Nair. :
2. Kochat Pudiavittj] Odenan Najr . !
, . T
3. Peruvaka Kypravan Anandan, o Prove the plaint.

(Signed) J. GROSE,
dcting Under Secretary to Government.

" 1 S

1. Nandot Krishnan, . To prove th t i .
- t . . -
2. Mr. X. Affonco. } Prove that the hill belongs to the Trisha

leri Devasom
Fourth Defendang s Witnesses.

[ To Prove the defence.
Jubenexy,
1. The Plaintiff claims restoration of the above-mentioned hi

ground that they are the jenm of his?'Vadiyur Bhagavadj Devasgg
and fourth Defendants, of whom the former asserts that
Devasom, and the latter thag they are Government escheaf,
B 2. We should, in the first place, proce
L‘gPlaintiﬂ" to prove his proprietary right to the
-of other parties. . o |
3. DPlaintiff’s exhibit A, i3 an attested ¢opy of a proclamation issued by the late Collector of
Malabar, dated 26th Karkedagom 908, (9th August 1522)) shewing the p
A belonging to Government, and situated at Kottayom angd Wynaad Talooks, a
B The Plaintiff argues, from the non-insertion in this voue

litigation, that the Government have no claim thereon, bu
not necessarily follow, from the omission noticed

in Plaintiff, - '
4. B to E were executed by the deceased Plaintiff himself, Any allusion made in them to
his own jenm right, isno conclusive evidence in support of it. These exhibits have not been , .
proved, ‘ |
5. The oral testimony of Plaintiff’s witnesses is vague an

doubt that it has been prepared for the purposes of this suit.’
Plaintiffs and their ancestors collect the produce of the hills
this evidence, he lost sight of the fact that they could not col
as have been cultivated since 1030, (1854-55,) or for these ten years, The same remark applieg
to the testimony of third witness. The first witness is no doubt much

second and third witnesses, for, he deposes that he merely witnessed the collection of the hil] produce
from 1020 (1844-45) to 1029 (1853-54),

6. The first Defendant hag adduced no proof whatever.

Parakemittel Suban Pattar.

ls, with arrears of ‘rent, op the
m.  His claim ig disputed by first
the lyu}lg are the jenm of his Trishaleriy

A o O i - b b e p

ed to consider what evide

: nce has heen adduced by
hills, which gre acknowled

{
f
ged to be in the Possession ! " \ N
5
)

1 To the Board of Revenue,
articulars of Property ;

Swell asat Kuttiag;, - .

es of hills noyw under / | g\ )
t the Court woulq remark that it does

, that the proprietary right of the hills is vested

d unsatisfactory, and I have no
Second witness deposes that he Baw .
for these fifty years ; but ip giving ° j X
lect any from such parts of the hills KL

NPy i < s
P it e mm— . -

hills sued for, and I therefore, without entering into the evidence adduced by fourth Defendant,
proceed to dismiss the suit, with costs against Plaintiff,

mdo So T' A-uzutin'
(Signed) F. P. PER EIRA,

Lrincipal Sudder Ameen.
(True Copy.)

(Signed) G. A, BALLARD, Collector.
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1. Subuaitted for the information of Government, with reference to their Order, dated 24th” :
December 1863, No. 2,36+ . . . w .3
2. The Government will perceive that the suit his been dismissed with costy against the s

¢ Plaintif, on the ground that he failed to establish his right to the Hills in question, ‘i
(True Copies and Exract.) / ': 4

( ) Secretary.
) ‘ To J. D. Sim, Esq, Secretary to Governmént, R. D, -

Copy to G. A. B:allard, Esq., Collector of Mal?;bar. ) )
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3+, - FROCEEDINGS OF THE BUARD OF REVENUE,

. Dated 3rd January 1866,
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- i No. 2...
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| & | N ‘f(l
- Submiffing for information Hm%?mwnoB the

Collector of Malabar forwarding Decrcd of Prin-
cipal Sudder Ameen of Tellicherry in ‘Suit No 37

of 1562 for the restoration of two E:m P )
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