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Proceedings of the M adras Government, Revenue “Department,- -

- 1st Séptémbqr‘lﬁﬁ&: R

4 S S ':‘ ‘Reb,d th;a following —— : R :
No. 25. . Proceedings of the Board, of Revenue, Adé,ted‘1'4\th‘,No;r’e‘mber 1866,
Reafl the ‘following letter from the Collécfor of South Al;cbt’,“.to the Secreﬁ;.ry to .
. thé Board of Revenue, dated Cuddalore, 31st October 1866, No. 216. .
. 1. I have the &h‘o’n'or to Submiﬁ'tpaﬁslation of a Plaint in Suit No. 43 of 7i866, : \
on the file of the Small Cause Court at Cuddaldre,{’coge‘thpr with'a draft answer -
which I propose to file, and I request sanction for the defence of the suit- at the -
public cost. e o R o

2. Tlxé facts of the caso are briefly these. - o
3. One Lakshmana Reddy and 17 others have brought the above suit to

'put a stop to’ the execution of a project, originating with the Superintending Engi- *
. neer, for the better regulating of the supply of water to the branch channel leading - - - -

“to the villages of Palur and Pullavaroyanuttum,and a part of which project involves -

_ the removal of the present dam, "and the construction of a new one by which the - -
. jwater could be turned on or off with greater facility and readiness., The plaintiffs
" have not suffered any loss,” and none will arise by the execution of the work in . -

question, and their fears that their supply of water will be curtailed are groundless; B

- and under any circumstances no cause of action can exist till those fears have been -

realized, and they are able to show that their interests have been injured or -inter-

- fered with. The plaintiffs’ present alleged grievance has no foundation, and their -

suit is wholly premature. ; .- ... .-

-4, The time allowed for putting in the answer expires on-the 12th proximo, -

but the Court has been requested to extend the period till 12th December next.: * * I

- P N e . Lo~ Lo - . . N

.\ .To the Court of the Principal Sudder Ameen, South Arcot. "~ - -
T " Plaintiffs. R,
" Lakshmana Reddy, residing at Keelputtampaukum, attached) . . ‘
to the Cuddalore Talook. - o o e S
, Linga Reddy, residing at Mulikerampat. . .~ . REREE
Coopeo Reddy, residing at Puttampaukum.. . U o ST
Linga Reddy, of Kalpauthy. - = R Lo U
Singareo Mootoosamy Moodelly, ryot of Melapauthi, residing
~at Vilvarayanuthuma. - >~ 0 T ob . TR
Soobba Reddy of Eidavar. . . - - - UEREER
. Vencata Rama Reddy, of Umimamu Covil. ’ LS
- Moodoolinga Reddy, of Keil Aroomcoonum.” - s Cultivators by . ‘
' Balakistna Reddy, residing at Vayadepaukum. . - K : profegsxon. S
. Soobba Reddy, residing at Sitharasoor. T : e T
11. Devanayaga Reddy, residing at Kudithangbi.” - -~ .. " f . = o )
12.. Appavoo Pillay, residing at Vazahappet. . R o
- 18.- Vencatarama Reddy, residing at Vaupaukum.” . - - . NP
14, Mootoosamy Nynar, of Sozhavully. . k.
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" .15, Seencevassa Reddy, of Vithy Reddy, residing at Nellicoopum. - I L

7 16, Seeneevassa Reddy, residing at Vellapaukum., .
- 17.  Poorooshotama Reddy, residing at Karamany Coopum. .

- 18, Devanayaga Pillay, son of Vengitraya Pillay, residing ab |.
o Konarmungalum. T SR J

R .
4 -

TR 2
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revcenue Department,
1st September 1868.

. s Defendants
1. W. J Harrington, Esq., Executive Engineer, First Range, South Arcot residing at
Munjacooppum, attached to the Cuddalore Talook.
2. Colonel Foord, Supermtendmg Engineer, resxdmg at Mun;acooppum but now absent at
Bangalore. :
C. W. Reade, Esq., Collector of South Arcot :
" Vencataroyer, Maniem of Palur, attached to the said talook
Gopala Iyer, another Maniem of Palur.
Agarum Vengitrama Reddy, another Maniem of the said village.
Narasa Reddy, ryot of the said village, rcsiding at Sannasipet.
) Soobba Reddy, residing at Pullavaroyanuttum, attached to the said talook.
) The defendants 1, 2, 3, bold employment under Government
The others are cultivators by profession.

® o

1. The lands of Keelputtampaukum‘ &ec., eighteen villages, owned by the plaintxﬂ's continue
to be irrigated by the spring water of the Guddelum, near the Trrvady anicut, the right of irrigation
being vested in the plaintiffs. -

2. In the year 1836, correspondmv to Fusly 1246 when Colonel Cotton erected a brick bund
opposite to Trivady temple in lieu of an earth bund which originally existed,” he constructed a

channel called Rajavaikkal for the irrigation of the said eighteen villages ; a branch channel com-

" municating by a sluice with the main one was also constructed for the irrigation of Palur and Pulla-
varoyanuttum owned by defendants 4 to 8 ; but the spring water supplied by the anicut being found
insufficient for the irrigation of the saxd ewhteen Vxllaces the said slmce was never opened, and

j branch channel remained unused. %
3. The brick bund above alluded-to having been subsequent]y removed, the one which now

stands was newly constructed by the late Collector near the site of the original earth bund, - after

" receiving an engagement from the ryots of the said eighteen villages to improve the cultivation so ag
to augment the Government revenue. The main channel proceeding from the new anicut was tetmi<
nated by the old Rajavaikkal. The inhabitants of the said eighteen villages have thus been enabled
not only to irrigate the lands ‘already under their occupancy, but also to bring new lands under
cultivation, and contribute to the increase of the Circar revenue. '

- 4. In the year 1854, Mr. Wilkieson, the then District Engineer, inspected the brlck bund at
the instance of the Board of Revenue, and submitted a report that the plaintiffs had the exclusive
rizht to the supply of the spring water from the said anicut, and in pursuance to the Doard's
instructions he constructed a regulating dam across the head of the branch channel fecding the
villages of Palur and Pullavaroyanuttum, and settled that, the ryots of the two villages just
mentioned are only entitled to the water passing over the said dam during freshes. This arrange-
ment which cut off the supply of sprm" water to the said two villages was approved by the late
Collector, Mr. Iall, '

5. In the year 1856, the second defendant in opposition to the said order of Mr Wﬂueson,
_lowered the height of the said regulating dam by three inches, and thus facilitated the supply of
water to the villages of Palur and Pullavaroyanuttum. But on a complaint being made by the
_ plaintiffs against this measure, the said 2nd defendant in communication with the then Co'lector,
Mr. Hal), considered the subject and settled that during the part of the year bezinning with the
1st of March and ending | the 30th June, wheén the water supply is scanty, the inbabitants of the
eighteen villages should Lave the exclusive enjoyment of the water, a temporary bund bun°
structed over the regulating dam to prevent the water from passing over it.

6. The above order continued in force until March 1862, when the defendants 2 and 3 ‘

on an application from the defendants 4 to 8, rcmoved the earth bund constructed by the
piaintifs over the regulating dam in opposrtlon to mamool and the previous orders, and to the great
detriment to the interests of the ewhteen villages ; but when the plaintiffs represented their rights
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departmenf

C © st September 1868,

to the 3rd defendant praying for a redress of grievances, he passed an order on the 5th of April
1862, declaring that the right of the first use of the anicut water belongs to the inhabitants of the

eighteen villages owned by the plaintiffs, and that two villages of the defendants 4 to 8 are only .-

entitled to what may remain after a sufficient supply has been made to the said eighteen villages,
and issued a Takeed to the Sub-Magistrate of Trivady to carry the above order into effect.. o
7. That the plaintiffs alone are entitled to the use of the spring water supphed by the said
anicut has been established on several occasions, not only by Collectors and Engineer Officers, but -

" has also been upheld by the defendants 2nd and 3rd, asis shewn in the previous paragraphs. , Yet

the defendants 4 to 8 having continued to submit groundless petitions to the defendants 2nd and 3rd
on a settled subject, the latter have, in violation of the obvious rights of the plaintiffs, accepted the -
claims of the defendants 4 to 8 to the spring water supplied by the anicut, and ordered the regulating
~dam to be razed to the ground ; a notice has been circulated by the 1st defendant, &e., among the
inhabitants of the said eighteen vrllaoes on the 3rd July 1865, announcing the removal of the dam

. in pursuance to the above order, and the 1st defendant, with his subordmates accompanied by the ’

- defendants 4 to 8 and their servants, are preparing to remove the dam.

. 8. The removal of the dam will not only deprive the plaintiffs of their established right and
claim to the spring water supplied by the anicut, but will also cut off the supply to a large extent
of land reclaimed and prepared for cultivation at great expense of money, on the hope of a supply
of spring water from the said anicut, thus preventing the cultivation of an extensive tract of land
to the prejudice of the interests both of Government and ryots, and damawmv the cultrvatxon of

B sugar-cane for the firm of Parry and Company.

9., The total ayacut of the eighteen villages amounts to 3 300 Cawmes and as the supply by the

Lt

© river durmrr freshes as well as ordinary times is insufficient for the irrigation of whole ayacut, a .A ’

very large tract has been left waste, though-thé plaintiffs contmued to pay the assessment due
thereon. The plaintiffs, therefore, pray that the Court may reverse the decision of the defendants
1, 2, and 3, directing the removal of the said regulating dam, which yields a supply of water
irrigating 1,000 Cawnies in the said elghteen villages, and valued at Rupees 5,000, according
to the usual Kasser rate of 5 Rupees a Cawny, chargedin the eighteen villages, confirm the right of
the plaintiffs and other inhabitants of the eighteen villages to the spring water supplied by the said
anicut, and prohibit the defendants to interfere with the dam and order them to leave it untouched.”
Verification of the Plaint, o Slgna.ture of the plaintiffs. '
N T (Signed) . F. C. CARR

- 28th August' 1866. Judge

Excrosure No. 2.—Aspsreacr.—Proposed answer.

‘. 1. The Board await the Collector’s reply to their Proceedinrrs, dated 5th
N ovembcr 1863, No. 8,008, calling for a report on Messrs Parry & Co.’s letter on

»

the subject of this suit.
2. The Collector will forward a 1oufrh sketch of the Iocahty with hig reply
The Board consider the general plea awamst the Jurlsdwtlon of the Courts

No. 26 Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated Sth March 1867 No 1 448 ~
Read the followmrr letter from the Government Pleader, to -the Secretary to the
Board of Revenue, dated Madras, 6th March 1867, No. 43,

- With reference to the Proceedlnﬂ's of the Board, and letter of the dates and
numbers noted in the margin, I have
the honor to enclose a draft of a written
Statement, which I advise should be put
_inon behalf of the three ﬁrst defendants. '

Procs. of Board 8th February 1867 No 794.
Letter from Govt. Pleader, 13th Feb. 1867, No.27.
Procs of Board, 19th February 1867, No. 1,026.
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Proceedings of the Madras Governmént, Revenue Department,
' 1st September 1868. :

and
1.~ W.J. Harrington, Esq., Exzecutive Engineer, First Range, South) +
AW Arcot, resiging at l&unjacoopum, attached to the Cuddalore Talook. &
9. Colonel Foord, Superintending Engineer, residing at Munjacoopum, ; 2
. but now absent at Bangalore ... .. see ees wn e e el R
3. C. W. Reade, Esq., Collector of South Arcot ... weo wee oo oo r-g Defendants.
"4, Vengitrayer, Maniem of Palur, attached to the said talook ... .o} 4
5. Gopala Iyer, another Maniem of Palur... ... .o oo oo oo o] B3
.6. Agrarum Vengitrama Reddy, another Maniem of the said village ... 52
7. Narasa Reddy, ryot of the said village, residing at Sannasipett ... {35
‘8. Soobba Reddy, residing at Pullavaroyanuttum, attached to the said 2 6::
talo0K.ee  see  eee  ees  ses  sas  ees  ses  aee . vee e ) T B

IWritten Statement of the case of first, second, and third dzfendants..

I. The defendants deny the case put forward by the plaintiffs in their plaint, except in. su‘ch
respects as any part of such case is expressly admitted in this Statement, and they put the plaintiffs
to the proof of their whole case, except as to such Rarts as are so admitted. ' .

1I. The defendants sayvthe river Guddelum is now, and from tix}le immemorial has been a
public river in which the tides and waters of the sea have from time immemorial flowed and re-flowed,
and is a prerogative appertdining to ITer Majesty. ‘ - '

III. The defendants farther say that the Trivady anicut main channel, through which the

11f any dificul _ water flows that irrigates the plaintiffs’ land,
i i i i corsin S
® The date is of no importance, and if any difficulty occurs in is an artificial channel madeby, and at the ex-

filling up the blank, the words, &c., ““inthe year 18 -
may be strack out. pense of, Government* in the year 18

(Signed) C.DALE,
Government Pleader.

1IV. The defendants further say that the plaintiffs have no prescriptive right to the wholfa ang
wing in the said river Guddelum, “or into the Trivady

d appropriation of the water flo ( )
ot main chaendl llages of Palur, Pullavaroyanuttum, and other villages

anicut main channel lands belonging to the vi
above and below the village of Trivady, lie on either side of the said river.

V.- The defendants say that in the year 1837, Captain II. C. Cottor.t, the then Ci\.ril Engineer
of the Division, recommended that a masonry dam or anicut should be built across the river Guddfa-
lum, near Trivady, to supersede the mud dams which had heretofore been annually constru.cted in
the river, for the purpose of facilitating the irrigation of the lands of what are known as the eightecn
villages, and which belong to the plaintiffs and others, and the lands of Palur and Pullavaroyanut-
tum. This recommendation was adopted by Government. .

VI Captain Cotton’s diary shews unmistakeably that it was his intention that the lands of“
Palur, as well as the lands of the eighteen villages, should be benefited by the anicut, and these
defendants say that the large increase of revenue to be derived from Palur had a great deal to do
with the sanction accorded by the Board of Revenue and Government to the estimate f9r the anicut,.

VIL. In fartherance of the proposal so made by - Captain Cotton, an anicut was built across
the river Guddelum, a channel was also cut to connect the Palur channel with the Trivady channel,
and a sluice built in the cut to regulate the supply. These works were execuﬁed about the year 1839,
and at the expense of Government. . 4 T . -
: VIIL. ' Soon after its erection, the anicut
mentioned in paragraph VII was breached and
rendered useless, but while it stood} the sluice
also mentioned in that paragraph was not made
use of by the Palur ryots, as they preferred
getting an independent gupply of water from the
river by constructing a mud dam as before. .

IX.  After the anicut was breached, and in or about.the yecar 1848, a second anicut (the
' lower down the river and so near to the Palur dam that the
tion of the dam, and ‘applied for the share.of the water to
en the first anicut was built

+1 have taken this from Colonel Foord's draft, but it
appears a little inconsistent. Captain Cotton’s _amm’zt )
was built about 1839, according to Mr. Wilkieson's
report, and shortly afterwards was breached according
to Colonel Foord, and the present anicut was not built .
till about 1848. What did the Palur ryots do between
- the time when the first anicut was breached and the

prescut anicut was built ? .
(Signed) C. DALE,
’ Governmont Pleader,

present Trivady anicut) was built, but

which they claim to be entitled, and . which -was - promised them wh
' ‘ ) B



Proceedings of the Muodras Government,

Rerenue Department,
Ist September 1868, .

The claim of the Palur T
hence, varioug schemes have }
Trivady main channel.

) X. For th.is purpose a dam was constructed across the head of the Palur channel .in 1854
y the Civil Engineer, and it was intended that when the water i

the top of this dam, the surplus-water should flow to Palur.
XL It was then thou

r¥ots of the Palur village, and that the dispute between the
eighteen villages would come to an end. -

¢en proposed for giving a share of the water to Palur from the
n the main channel rose above
ryots of Palur and the ryots of the.

ing subject to great fluctuations. It has, therefore, happened

tat er time for commencing the cultivation, no water was flowing over the dam, and
azain, just before the crops arrived

i at maturity, the water had ceased to flow over the dam.
. XIII. The defendants say that the proper

_ XIV, These defendants have no personal interest in the matter in dispute, they are merely
acting as servants of Government in good faith to do to the best of their judzment what is fair and Jjust
~ toall the parties who are interested, and who are in reality the contentious parties to the suit, and

they disclaim any intention or wish to bring the land of one village under cultivation by throwing *

out of cultivation the land of any other village.

) XV. These defendants submit to the judgment of the Court that, in the pi'eaent instance, no’
real cause of grievance exists. :
XVL  For the contents of the documents which the plaintiffs in their plaint mention, the defend-
ants crave leave to refer thereto, if, and when the same shall be produced to this Honorable Court. -
XVIL And they pray the suit may be dismissed as against them with costs.

————

Forwarded to the Collector of South Ar
Reade will be careful that due attention is
also Standing Order No. 312). '

cot with the proposed answer., Mr..
paid to all Mr. Dale’s instructions (see:

No. 27, Proceedings of the Board of Revenue
' ’ No. 310 :—

Read the following letter from the Collector of South
the Board of Revenue, dated Cuddalore, 14th No

T have the honor to forward to the Board, and for
if necessary,

» dated 16th January 1868,

Arcot, to the Secretary to
vember 1867, No. 296,

submission to Government,

Board’s Procs., dated 5th Nov. 1866, No. 8,008, COPy of the Decree passed
. 14th

Do

” w s . 8246, by the P rincipal Sudder Ameen in favo.
Do. ° . SthF:h. 1887, ” ot . vor
DO. E1) 19th 9e: [Y) 7 1) 1,326. of Governmen-t n the Palur, Water
Bo. ” 13?111 March ”» s 1,448, dlspute or Smt NO. 43 of 1866) and

. 0. vs » e w1 ) . .
‘Do. nolsh v gghy regarding which the correspondence, as
-Do. - w 2ndApril,, ' 209 DRotedin the argin, took place between

the Board of Revenge and myself, .

yots has always been resisted by the ryots of the eighteen villages, and ,‘

ght that a sufficient supply of water would thus be obtained by the'
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departmen ,

1s¢ September 1868.

Decree of - the Principal Sudder Ameen's Court of Cuddalore,

Original Suit No.43 of

1866, by T. Kristnasawmy Iyer.

Plaintiffs.. versus | Defendants. .
Iiedd ‘ 1. W.J. Harrington, Esq., Executive Engineer,
" 2 L’a‘kShma;:iz 7 ' South Arcot. : U .
i e 2. Lieutenant-Colonel E. A. Foord,.- B Esy
5 i (IJ‘;’OPWRRzng- .  Superintending Engineer, 5th D1v;sw;.uth
i . a Reddy. : |
- 5. Si:faroo Mc{otoosamy Moodelly. - 3. C.AiV. tReade, Esq., Collector o '
| L ‘ . Arcot.’
i ~ 6. Soobba Reddy.
b .7. Vencatarama Reddy. 4. gen:;x:alric;)sv:;.yer.
' 8. Moodoolinga Reddy. 5.  Gop " s Redis.
9. Balakistna Reddy- 6. Agrarm;l{ \(flgnca ra
! i 10. Soobba Reddy. , ; ‘1;3::15): B:dd§: |
. Xevanaya%?uf;d a " Kakkurls Subba Row, Vakeel for 20d and
. Appavoo Pillay. |
! 8rd defendants. , R
'. ) Vencatamma’NR edi&’- Cumbaconum Subba Row and Na;rasxmma
j i; gIOOt?:::Z Rey:dy. " . Charriar, Vakeels for 4th, 5th, 7th, and
! . Seene . ‘
; 16. Seeneevassa Reddy. - 8th de'fendants. )
2 17. Poorooshotama Reddy. )
5 18. Devanayaga Pillay. -
| - By Vakeel Janakiram Puntulu. )
! ) .. The object of the pla,intiﬂ‘s‘in'bringihg"thié BUIL 19~ — e n

- ' - First.—To obtain cancelment of the order of t'be first, second, and third defendants, relating

: , to the entire removal of the regulating dam that has been constructed acros.s the head of the bra.nfh
channel supplying the villages of Palur and Pullavaroyanuttum.

Second.—To establish their exclusive right to the spring water of the Trivady anicut.

Third—To obtain” an injum;tion prohibiting the defendants from interfering with theif

! regulating dam, and directing them to leave it undisturbed.
. “, Decree,
: . The Acting Principal Sudder Ameen dismisses the pla.intiﬂ"s.claim wii_:h costs,
Costs to be borne by plaintiffs.
BRS. A, P.
0
2 Rolls of Vakalutnamahs ... . 15; g 0 i
1 ,, for Plaint with an additional roll ... aen oes 3 0 0
6 - ,, for Motions ... 3 0 0
6 ,, for list of Documents .- 250 0 0 .
Vakeel’s fees on Rupees 5,000 con voe e . L7 0 ‘
Batta for sex;ving summons .., . a0 7 0
Costs to be paid by plaintiffs to the 4th, 5th, Tth, and 8th defendants.
. L BS. A, P.
1 Roll for Vakalutnamah e e Teee ~(1) g g
2 ,, for Statements... . . o 1 0
1 ,, for Application . vee - . 250 0 0 7
Vakeel's fees on Rupees 5,000 soe . <

—————251 9 0"



Proceed
‘ ngs of the Madras Government, Revenue D
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- COStS tO b 1 % :

1 Roll for Vakalutnamah™ o
3 »» for Statements . . . - - 0 8 3
g »» for Motions - . R
. Va];" lf'or Applications . N ) 0 2 0
. eel’s fees on Rupees 5,000 o " . i 20 o
o . e 250
Promulgated at Cuddalor ” i i

hundred and sixty-seven.

»

No pri .
recond t t?gv::: adjustment of this D
. o .
by all the parties concerned in the Dec
ree.
have been tak ssued
en to kee . to enforce thi .
such execution. P the. same in his Decree, unless some proceeding shall

Thi - . Judgm
18 case was taken up for the first hearing o

and the arguments ad and as :
vanced by their Counsel at the documents filed by both the parties

- the Sllit I prooe - .
> ed to . the hea.l' .
dispose of it under Section .pearing, appear sufficient for the decision of

 The plaintiffs claim a 1 145 of the Civi
flowing inlt)o :;2{11"5 ,clalm a {'lght to the whole and sol ¢ Givil Code. - :
; deny; the s rlmd;: anicut main channel from the o end
; ; econd and third defendants further cOntendie ntwlzler Gud
ng that the

(I;proprifxtion of the spring water
elum. * But this the defendants

" not only for the benefi inti icut |
t of the plaintiffs’ eighteen villages, but o anicut 1n question was constructed

belonging to the defend -
S ants 4 to 8. There is nothin.
exclusive right claimed . ere 18 nothing on the si
.'ailts that the benefit ofef tllyvtill]leai]ll . I())n the other "hand, the ,as;ertion of th
is fully borne out by the Offici lges: alur and Pullavaroyanuttum was al 1 2nd and 3rd defend-
\ cial Diary of Captain Cottons the Civil En 2 intended by the anicut, -
» ginee .

was originall constructed i and th
, ’ y mm 1836
Ra_;ah channel opened. This diary, * ’which vtvae
Ty, g

dofendants, unmistakeabl produced by the V.
, unmistakeably shews that the anicut in questionywase co:s);xe'zlctfcc’lrf thelfnd an ord
ed for the supply not

only ';fl;:l:e eiihteep Zillages, but also of Palur and two other villag
such was the object of the constructi . . €s. oo .
admitted fact, th ) : ction of the anicut is furth ; ’
ive o share of tha:’w :ientop;nlmg t‘;le Rajah channel a branch channel :azlizlgmferable from the
r to Palur, ‘&c., and a sluice built i om it, obviously to
It, however, . ce built in the cut to regul v to
ot mado uso of ,bapgal;, and indeed bo.th' the parties admit, that the bra.f::‘}ll 3:15 the supply.
Tiffer « the plaint')ﬁ" : t.a,lur ryots until 1848, DBut in assigning cause fc a.nnel and sluice were
H iffs : .
the supply of the eirrlft:e;ngiltlhit it was owing to the insufliciency of the anicu(;:rslt" both the parties -
ing that the Palurcl'yots dida"e?: and the second and third defendants, on the I)tlgng mater even for
gotting an independent not make uss of the branch channel a;ld slui other hand, contend-"
th " P nt supply of water from the river by th . uice, as they preferred.
as they had done before the formation of the anicut y the construction of tem
In support of the plaintiffs’ H ) - b
. assertion they have filed - :
issued by the C e filed the Exhibits C hi L
y ollector of South Arcot to the TahsilMar of Trivady betwe::: gl“hlch are all Takeeds
e years 1846 to 1818.°

These exhibits do not conclusively p
tvely prove the plaintiffs’ .
E, F, and G, ¢h ve plaintiffs’ assertion, - T .
R ; hs ew tha.t»t.he Collector insisted on the Palur ryots he. Takeeds, however, marked .
y the construction of a mud dam, as they had previous! getting a supply of water from
’ usly used to do. : .

In 1848, an entire chang
& r ge occurred in the state of thi A .
was breached, and thi . ate of things. - At thi i i .
ed, and this led to the construction of a second a:icut' th:}t:i periol e anieut of 1907,
s e now existing and marked :

de of the plaintiffs” to prove the

# Copy.

porary mud dams,

F m the . : . w. ots ()f M

- >

g

ecree shal id,
1 be deemed valid, unless such adjustment is made a-

so0_of Palur and Pullavaroyanuttum ‘

r, by whom the anicut -

-

'
PR B
et e e S e £ e T

Py Y

R i ~

e

r—

s i

et

L
—e s

"
e v Spap— e e g o5 + gt
—— e o
B

’

. channel, and that the sluice be only opened W

.~ to be constructed if_approve n

Madras Government, Revenue Department,

Proceedings of the
15¢ September 1868.

.

Thenceforward, the ryots gave
t of the anicut water,

This claim was always
s arose between

old Rajah channel above the . Palur sluice.
and laid claim to participative enjoymen
rst anicut was built.

ult was that continual dispute

time, which joined the
up the construction of the mud dam,
which was promised them, as above noticed, when the fi

resisted by the ryots of the eighteen villages, and the res

both the parties.

The exhibits filed on recor
authorities in the Revenue and
to insure distribution of water to

In 1852, the Civil Engineer,

d shew that various schemes were proposed and tried in vain, by the
Public Works Departments, to put a stop to the above disputes, and
both the contending parties in equitable port_ions.'
Captain F. Smythe, premising that he was anxious to investigate
‘ the state of the irrigation by the Trivady channel
before giving his recommendation, proposed* as
a temporary measure that, the Palur head sluice should be opened
This proposal Was carried out by the Takeed marked I. The arrange-s

for the supply of their tank.
ts, who again began to complain. In 1853,

ment, however, did not meet the wants of the Palur ryo
¢ Vide Tokeod 7. “the Collector began to inquiret whethe}- fmy'
he plaintiffs

: substantial injury would result tot

g supplied to Palur. In the same year, the Palur ryots
complained to the Board of Revenue, who called?

23rd October 1854 upon the Civil Engineer to report his jopinion
On the 2nd February 1855, the Acting Civil
“be constructed across the head of the Palur
ater in the chanpel rises above the dam.
d the work proposed by the Acting Civil Engineer
The Takeeds P and Q shew that the Collector
s to.be made for the construction

¢ Vide Exhibit H.

during freshes in the channel,

villages by a portion of the water bein

g Vide Proceedings, Board of Revenue,

er to be taken in the case.

a masonry regulating dam
hen the w

upon the measures prop
Engineer proposed that

In March 1855, the Board of Revenue permitte
d by the Collector
dered the necessary - preparatio

-

approved of the work, and or
of the dam.

Even before this period, or in 1854,
by the Collector to floty to Palur village, as t

By the construction of a regulating dam across th
by the Acting Civil Engineer, it was hoped that the Palur people would also get a fair share of

water.—( Vide paragraph 9 of the Acting Civil Engineer’s letter to the Board of Revenue, dated
hat flowed into the river Guddelum in the year

the 2nd February 1855). The sufficiency of water t
1854, as appears from the Takeed L, fully warranted such a hope. And it was expected at the
time that the disputes between the ryots of Palur, and of the eighteen’ villages, would come to an
end by the construction of the regulating dam. But in this the authorities seem to have been
disappointed by subsequent isregularity of seasons and the scantiness of freshes in the river
Guddelum. In his general observations, dated the 14th February 1856, the Acting Civil Engineer,
Lieutenant Foord, referring to the Palur channel, observed as follows :— : L
«*There is a branch from the main channel of the above (Trivady) anicut leading to Palur
e ,and'another village, while the main channel waters the lands of eighteen villages. There has been
¢'a dispute for several years between the iphabitants of Palur and those of the eighteen villages
¢ ghout the distribution of water. . . ‘ o ’ )

_ ¢ The Palur ryots say that at the time  the present anicut was built, it was settled they were
¢t to have one-fifth, and the other villages four-Gifths of the water Masonry dams have been built
¢ across each channel, thedength of thesone across the main channel between the wing-walls is twenty
«¢ foet, and of the other five, that is, in the proportion of four to one, but there the floor of the dam
«¢ across the Palur branch channel is one foot nine inches higher than the other, and when the water
¢¢in the river diminishes, the Palur channcl gets none at all. Itappears that, during the existence :
«¢ of the old anicut, the ryots of Palur were in the habit of building 2 temporary dam, two inches
«s Jower down, to turn the river water into el'; but since the re-construction of the anicut,

' their chann
¢ 5 mile below its original site, they have discon dam. What the Palur

tinued making the temporary
*¢ yyots want is the lowering of the dam across their chanoel, six inches, in order to get & larger share
iod in the year. . This a7

v of the water, and to a later peri angement has, of course, been opposed by
C

a portion of the water of the Trivady anicut was allowed

he Takeeds L and M shew.
e head of the Palur channel, as proposed
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*“ the ryots of the eighteen villages, both for the usual reasons that influence ryots in such cases, and
* because their cultivation is really much more extensive and valuable, a great deal of it beinz s:m

«“ ?ane’ a.x.xd it does not appear that the water they now have is more than sufficient. As tl:e w::;
‘“in the river constantly varies in quantity, no alteration of the levels of the two dam; can be made on
* theoretical principles, and the safest way to proceed in this case will be experimentally. In

. !etter to the Collector, (who has written to me on the subject of this dispute, ) I have pro y- i my
*“ing the Palur dam three inches as an experiment. At the time of visit tl’le depth ff Poie ower-
*¢ Palur dam was three inches, and on the other two feet, and water was the’n escap?nrr ovew?her o the
*“ The lowering of the dam will, of course, lessen the quantity of water going to the :iwhter eﬂaichut:
*“ but this must be made up by raising the anicut slightly. I hope to see tie anicut :rra.iﬁi: soon.
““and will then forward an estimate of the cost of raising it. DBut the slight a.ltera.:ions ga::o:’
*“ made at once.” ' ' - : sHL be

The Takeed S shews that, as recommended above by the Acting Civil Engineer, orders were
given by thq Collector for lowering the Palur dam by three inches. But even this did not put an
end to the disputes between both the parties.

The 2nd and 3rd defendants (the Civil Engineer and the Collector) at last thought that
the proper way to regulate the supply was by means of the sluices built for the very pu?pose by
Captain I. C. Cotton, the designer of the first Trivady anicut. They were of opinion that, by the
discreet use of the shutters with which they intended to provide the sluices, the supply t’o Palur
may be regulated to such quantity as they are fairly entitled to, without at the same time dimin-
ishing the water ‘to the eighteen villages. They accordingly ordered, in July 1866, that the
masonry dam erected, as above stated, in the year 1854, maj be entirely removed, and that ’the sluices
may be provided with shutters. In the same month, the plaintiffs petitioned tl;e Collector that the

B ::;EZ (f:d:: gﬁ(’; “E)::c_a?celled. ,Fittilf Collector

* ““The petitioners are informed that what is being done at tﬂe Palur channel is ordered in

_ *“ connection with the consent of the Collector and Superintending Engineer, and that no damage or
*¢injury will be done to the petitioners’ interests.: When o sni e
‘“ time inough to complain.” ! ) 5‘1011‘ dauago or Hury arises, 1t will be

It would appear, from the above summary, that the plaintiffs have no real cause of gri
and that they have no prescriptive right to the exclusive use and appropriation of th grievance,
into the Trivady anicut main channel. e water flowing

The second and third defendants are officers of Government, respox.lsible as well to protect
the interests of people as the revenue of the State. It is clear, from the whole record of thf ::)ase
and especially from the Exhibits B and X, that in the present instance they have, to the best ’f
their judzment, acted in good faith towards both the contending parties, and that ;n direztin: tlfe
renoval of the dam, and the use of the sluice, they really codsidered such pro;ecdin" adapted to
the exigency of the time and the requirements of the parties. It must further be obser:ed tll)mt in
giving the direction in question, they intended no more than that of trying the schem'e’ cont;m-
- plated by the original designer, Captain Cotton, and which, as above noticedahad  cheme copen-
properly tried. ) A

It appears to me that the present claim of the plaintiffs is rather premature. .They have been
assured by the secqnd defendant, (as the endorsement on the Exhibit B shews,) that no damage or
injury will be done to their interests. Under this circumstance, I think that the plaintiffs ou;ht'to
have exercised paticnce, and scen if any damage or injury really results to them by the acts of the
second and third defendants, and then to have come forward to complain. Under the foregoing
view of the case, I dismiss the plaintifis’ claim with costs. '

(Signed) T. KRISTNASAWMY IYER,
(Trae Cdp& ) Acting Principal Sudder Ameen.

(Signed) C.W. READE,
Collector.

[y

. . Ordered to be recorded,

°
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. appeal be dismissed.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
| 1st September-18G8.

No. 28. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 26th June 1868, SNo. 4,765.
Read the following letter from the Collector of South Arcot, to the Acting Secre-
tary to the Board of Revenue, dated 18th June 1868, No. 135. -

1. In reference to the decrce passed by the Principal ‘Sudder Ameen iIn

Original Suit No. 43 of 1866, and the answer to which was prepared by the Govern-

ment Pleader, Mr. Dale, (vide Proceedings of Board, dated 16th January 1868,

No. 340,) I have the honor to state that the said decrec has been appealed against

to the Civil Court, but I am not aware that any special defence is called for, though
on this point the Board may wish to consult with the Government Pleader; mean-

while it appears to me that the accompanying answer which I have prepared may

be sufficient.
2. Imayadd that strictly the defe

2nd July next.

nce in the appeal should be filed on the

- Proposed answer to Original Suit No. 43 of 1866.

The defendants 1 to 3 have nothing to add to the defence already, put in in the original suit.

They maintain the equity and correctness of the decree passed by the lower .Court, which is
supported by all the facts deduced from the records placed before the Com:t bearing on th? parti-
cular question in issue. It is difficult to understand how the onus probandi of an alleged right set

up by the plaintiffs could be otherwise than thrown upon themselves, and equally unreasonable that
defendants should be required to prove a negative.

y rejected the pretensions raised, and

in any way damaged or affected, the lower Court very properl e
vited hat this decree be affirmed and the

non-suited the plaintiffs, and the defendants have only to pray t

(Signed) C. W. READE,
’ Collector.

The Collector is directed to apply for a postponement of the ; .
suit to admit of the opinion of the Law Officers of Government being obtained.

Should the postponement be refused the answer should be filed as proposed.

hearing of this

" No. 29. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 21st July 1868, No. 5,329.

. A copy of Board’s Proceedings, dated 26th June 1868, No. 4,765, together
with copies of their Proceedings, numbered 8,246 of 14th November 1866, 1,448
of 8th March 1867, and 340 of 16th January 1868, containing respectively the ori-
ginal Plaint, Answer, and Decree in Suit No. 43 of 1866 in the Small Cause Court
of Cuddalore, are herewith forwarded to the Government Solicitor, who is requested
to favor the Board with his opinion as

P ’
* Vide Board's Procs., 26th June 1868. to the statement® now proposed to be

filed in answer to the appeal which has been made against f.he decree of the Princi- |

pal Sudder Ameen in the above Suit.
No. 30.

Proceedings of the Board of Re'v;enue, dated 5th A'u-gust.1.868,'

. No. 5,6854.
Read the following letter from the Collector of South .Arcot, to the Acting Secre-
tary to the Board of Revenue, dated on circuit, Cutcherry at Papasamoo-

dram, 20th July 1868, No. 171 :—
1.  Referring to my letter of the 14th instant,

No. 163, I beg to state that the

additional time, applied for by me to put in the answer in the appeal suit therein

In the absence of that proof, and as well inﬁ, ’

the absence of any act proved against defendants, by which the interests of the plaintiffs have been

-
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alluded to, has been granted by the Court, and at the same time, the Government
Vakeel has intimated that the case is not likely to come on for hearing for some
_ time to come.

2. Should the Board intend taking len'al adnce in the matter, I request that
I may be favored with any draft answer in the appeal within the extra period now
allowed.

3. The appeal petition; filed in the Court by the appellants, is herewith sub-
mxtted for the Board’s mforma'uon :

Memorandum of Appeal, Or tginal Suit No. 43 of 1866, on the fileof the Prmczpal Sudder
Ameen’s Court of Cuddalore.

1. Lakshmana Reddy of Keelputta,mpaukum in the Cuddalore Talook. 3

2. Linga Reddy of Mulikerampat, in the do.

3. Coopoo Reddy of Puttampaukum in the do.

4. Linga Reddy of Kalpauthy, in the do.

5. vaaroo Mootoosamy Xloodelly, belonging to Melapauthi,

now residing at Vilvarayanuttum, do.

6. Soobba Reddy of Melvady,” do.

7. Vencatarama Chetty of Umimamu Covil, do.

8. Moodoolinga Reddy of Keil Aroomcoonum do. :

9. Balakistna Reddy of Vayadepaukum, : ~ do. I
10. Soobba Reddy of Sitharasoor, do. \Plaintiffs.
11. Devanayaga Reddy of Ixudxthanfrhl : do. .
12. Appavoo Pillay of Vazahappet, ~ do. o
13. Vencatarama Reddy of Vaupaukum, Y ' A B e
14. Mootoosamy Nayanar of Sozhavull, do. . ST
15, Seeneevassa Reddy, brother of Vythy Reddy, of N elhcoopum in the same

talook. -1

16. Seeneevassa Reddy of Vellapaukum, in the same talook. .
17. Poorooshotama Reddy of Karamany Coopum, in the same talook.

18. Devanayaga Pillay, son of Vengitraya Pillay,” of Ixonamun«ra.lum, in the

- same talook. )
versus

Mr. W.J. Hmmﬂ'ton Executive Engineer, No. 1Range South Arcot rcsxdmrr}

Colonel Foord, Superrntendmg Engineer, residing at Munjacooppum in the

Cuddalore Ta.look now at Bangalore.
C. W. Reade, Ilsq Collector of South Arcot.
Moonien V. encataroyer of Paloor, in the Cuddalore Ta.look

Gopala, of the same village, also a Moneagar,
. Agarum Vengitrama Reddy, of the same vxllaf'e also a Moneagar.
N arasa Reddy a ryot of the same uillage, resxdxng at Sunnasxpettay J

8. Soobba Reddy, of Pullavaroyanuttum, in the same talook. ..
"Appeal against the Decree of 15th October last, of the Prmcxpal Sudder Ameen, drsmlesmg

with costs a suit brouvht by plaintiffs for the purpose of setting aside the order of the first and third

- defendants, directing the removal of a regulating dam valued at 5,000 Rupees, and which supported
the spring, and of establishing the right of the plaintiffs to the water of the Trivady anicut spring,

and of preventing the defendants from interfering with the regulating dam, preferred by the plain-
and put in°by their Vakeel, Janikaram Puntulu in the Civil Court

rDefendants.

NooRe N

tiffs on the following grounds,
of Cuddalore, in conformity with the provisions of Section 335 of Act No. VIIL of 1859.

* I The Judgment of the I’rmclpal Suddcr Ameen, deciding that plmntxffs have failed to
establish their right to the whole flow of water, is opposed to law and the weight of evidence.

II. The Principal Sudder Ameen has committed an error in law, in considering that the
For their right to the land carries with

plaintiffs are bound to establish their prescriptive right.

at Mungacooppum in the Cuddalore Talook. ' AT

<
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" Rl . it

{ita right also to the whole ﬂow of water. The onus p;obandz thcrcfore rests on the defendants 4
O

§of establishing a prescriptive right to interfere with such flow of water.- -+ -7t oty
III The defendants have neither aﬂirmed nor proved that they have such a prescmptwe rx'*ht. ]

t

K

g "IV. The Principal Sudder Amecn has errcd in law in cons1dermf' that plamtlﬁ's should have

i 1

i waited until they have actually suffered loss. -For they are entitled to a decree declaring that they 3
{ ought to enjoy their right, and prolnbxtmnr all acts whlch wou]d in any Way mterfere thh the i

* exercise of such right. -
: - V. It has not been proved, nor has 1t been determmed that the measures contemp]ated by the :
L 15t and 2nd dcfendants are ot calculated to diminish the flow of watcr whereas it is apparent 3
; that these measures will necessa.nly dim:nish the water. ~ R : ;
VL It has been admitted on the part of the defendants one, two and three, that loss would ¢ :
if water is thus diminished ; and plamtxﬁ'a are entxtlcd to protecb them;,elves afva.mst such§
: . ) - 5

Yo,

S

{ ensue i
{ prospective loss. . :

VII. None of the facts mentroned in Dmry l\o 3 can rebut the nvxdence for the plalntxﬂ's,
nor restrict their right. - . o - oL

The ongma.l decree must, therefore be reversed g ‘ .
o S (Slgncd) JANALIRAM PU\"TULU -
SRR ‘ o R Court FaLeeZ

A AR L S L

26tk A"ovember 1867. )
‘Fi_led on the 18th December 18@7. o

«

(Slgned) W M CADELL,
’ Actmg Civil Judge

(R

T « - (A truo Translutron ) .

Tie iy g
T

(Srgncd) C W READE :
. C’ollector

1. Resolved that the forerromrr lettcr W1th its enclosure, sottmcr forth the
grounds of appcal be forwarded to the Government Sohmtor, with refu cnce to his §

letter, dated 24th July, No, 411, )
2. Mr. Brockman is requested to glve his advxce as to the course to be pur- |
sued by the Collector ; copies of, the same papers as were transmitted with Poaxd 8f

Proceedmrﬂ, dated 21st J uly 1868 I\o 5, 329 are arfam forwarded for refer cnce.

[ STV SRS Mud w{‘-wat-.x TR J\U»w‘-:‘:i FIRAN U L T AT S e Ve,

.(Sﬁ

Proceedmo's of the Poard of Revcnue datcd 6th AuO'ust 1868 No' 3, 704
. " Read tho followm«r tcle«rrams L

I‘rom the Colloctor of South Ar cot to the Actmw Secretqry to the Board of Rcvcnue,
“dated 5th August 1868, No. 8" ‘ . ,

J ust recen'ed nohcc from the Gow crnment Valkcel of Clvrl Court that on tho
motion of the appcllants the appeal su1t in the Pa,lur Water d_lsputo WIH be heard 2

on the lOth mstant

No. 31.

T aal FRfo dmab ot T b DA 5 . K

v i ne o % *zs.mu.

From the same Oﬂ}cer, dated 5th August 1868 No. 10."

Smco telegram _]ust despatched have ascertfuned that Barrister Mrller now 3
here, is to appear on behalf of the appellants in thc Ia.lur Watcr Suxt He 1s§

¢

retaincd by Parry. &Co of Madras, - * ; . 3
T N A -»u-m&;u i s.wuu.‘.,.‘--..,.y oy
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: Proceediags of the .Vadrja.v Gacernment, Revenue ‘Department, ; T v Procee(ling:: of the Madras Goverhmént,( Rebendq De})ar#ir}en(, :
o - Ist September 1868. ' - ,R*. g : : ' .. 1st September 1868, ‘ SR

""Read also the following letter from the Officiating Government Pleader, Madras, to - ¢ .2, Itisquite unusual to file any written statoment In ‘answer to an apgeal i
‘and the Court would most probably refuso to . receive any. Even if the writter

the Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 6th August 1868,

~ No.126. : : | ' o :

1. TIhave the honor to acknowledgo the Pro'ceedings})'f the Board of Revenue,
notcd in the margin, and addressed to me ,

o S ‘ . as Government Solicitor, with the copy,
which accompanied them, of the Memorandum of Appeal preferred azainst the

statement submitted for my perusal could be received, I cannot advise upon it
: ;without having before me a copy of the grounds of appeal, which is not amongs,
‘ ‘the papers forwarded ‘with the Proceedings of the Board above noted. " A writter
‘statement, whero necessary, should be a concise statement of the facts; but the

‘one now submitted for my perusal is whouy ai‘gumpntative, dnd is on that: groum;

,
' -

" Dated 5th August 1863, Rev. Dept.

B
. N . .
3 . | - . - .
be i Al il sttty A S S 2l Nl O K, Ay ot 0. 0 ey b Bt o 00

decrec of the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court at Cuddalore, in Original Suit - v iquectionablc.’
No. 43 of 1866, by the plaintiffs ; and, in reply thereto, to refer you to the opinion :, - . | o o
expressed in paragraph 2 of my letter, No. 411, of the 24th ultimo, to which I E Ordered to be recorded, with reference to their Proceedings of the 5th August
adhere, namely, that it is neither necessary, usual, nor desirable to file any written . i 11868, No. 5,6854. S o L o s
statement by way of answer to an appeal. o ‘; i ‘ D AL o o o |
2. All the grounds upon which the appeal is to Le resisted can 'vcry well be, o ‘No."33. " Proccedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 28th August ‘1868.A _"
tnd ought, in tho ususl course, to bo urged orally during the hearing of the appeal. b .Read again Board’e Procecdings, dated 14th Nov. 1866, No. 8§,246. !
_ 3. With reference to your demi-official communication to me of this day’s - o S0 A Do. ‘do. ~  8thMarch1867, ,, 1,448. - ‘
- date, Tﬁ’gmd?ng. the engagement of Counsel to represent Government on the hearing ‘ f Do. . do. . 16th Jan. 1868, ,; 340.
of the appeal in question on the 10th instant, I have to inform you that, since : . St g(’,‘w:_mmi‘:;“ _do. .‘_f’;)Gth gu;w e f’;?g =
; - Do. . . do. 2Ast July ,, ., 5,329 i

writing my demi-ofiicial reply thereto: this :morning, I have scen the ITonorable : 3 ; T . . -
. : " Do o~ T do. - - 5thAugust,, =, 56854 .

Mr. Norton, (who has this morning returned from Pondicherry,) and ascertained P : . ,
. _.from him that, should his.services be required on behalf of the G:rovermnen't at the b £ . Do. 0 de. © 6th ., o 5,704, - c
hearing of the appeal, he will be prepared to appear at any date after the 5th Sep- | ' ' e -~ do. 10t .15,8'03.' v
tember Cnsui“g- ’ o o . el o ‘ N _" : ‘ - ERead also the fo]lowing lctrter f;ronl the Ox‘ﬁciating Government Plcader, Madras;

to the Board of Revenue, dated Madras, ‘>174th: A

.
4
]

‘to the Acting Secretary
August 1868, No. 131,

1. Adverting to paragraph 3 of my

4. On hearing from you, with the instructions of the Board on this subject, I
will make the nccessary arrangements with him.  Meanwhile, T have the honor ’to -,
advise that a further adjournment of the hearing of the appeal be applicd for at L
once. It will be impossible fo secure the services of any other wood Counsel in
time for tho 10th instant; and I am myself obliged to apl;cai' in thz coursc of next

_week before the Appellate Iigh Court on the hearing of Regular Appeal A‘No 30 of
1868, in which Government is interested, and which I lrl,a.ve to ldvefend .on its

PR TR

letter, No. 126, of the 6th instant, embo-
o ... . died in the Proccedings of the Board of
Dated Gth August 18G5, No. 5,704 Revenue, -noted in the margin, I havé
: ard, that I have arranged With the
Civil Court of Cuddalore, and
d to that Court against - the

g ey

1 the honor to state, for the .information of the Do
Honorable Mr. Norton for his appcaring before the
dcfending on behalf of Government the appeal preferre

behalf.‘ S o : y . J .
‘ . I , s oy "~ + Deerce of the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court at Cuddalore in Original Suit
- . - L v B s : . . ) .~1lincr o ses. . 5
The Co“ector of South Arcot will be requested, by te]egraph, to apply for an IR }\0 43 of 1666,_1’01’ a f:_sc of 3,000 Rupees and travelling expen(;cit g dispo -al ‘.as}
e 1 0s -

w2, I request that the amount of the fee may be plac

~

PR ST L T

extension for a month, to admit of the Advocate General appearine on behalf of
aring ‘

Government. ' Tcarl‘y as possible, to enable e to arrange with Mr. Norton for his being in'attend-’

ance at Cuddalore on the day of hearing, which I uxllders'tand_ to be th‘e 11th qf fhei :

- x»
i

-2

-

:ensuing month. : : : ‘ ‘ e .
".* 3. I have instructed Mr. Norton fully upon all the pbintSQTiSing out of the;'
plmdings; and I consider it necessary that he should br.: f.'uruishe%d on or bci:ore. thq; -
2nd 'p'roximo, with a copy of the cvidence, in the»on‘gmal ;'smt, togctho.r with a

map or plan of the Palur river and the chanuel mentioned in, theA p}cadmgs gmd?,_
:th'é lands of the plaintiffs and defendants respeetively. ~ )

e

No.32. Procecdings of the Board of Reveﬁuc, dated 10th Al-l"usi 1863. No 5 $03
L . . o y 4¥0. 2,800,

Read the following letter from the Government Solicitor, to the Acting Secretary
to the Board of Revenue, dated Madras, 24th July 1863, No f\]
) , No. 411,

. , .
) s A Aty ao.a'\km;..l'{ .
~
—

1. I have the honor to ac»kho‘wlcd_ge the Procecdin;gs of the Board of Revenue,

Dated 218t July 1868, Rev. Dept. - .- not‘cd in the margin, with the papcré . B
e e - . which accompanied them, requestingmy - v - LT AREEENEI . ) )
- opinion as to the statement ‘proposed to be filed in answer to the appeal preferred f 1.- The Board resolve to réqxicst that Government will direct the payment,
a0 L s IR

R . . . . : Tardary. - T
~_‘through tle Government Pleader, of Rupees 3,000 to Mr. Nortone= . .2 [lol vl
T SN prPiattaha it oyt S-Sk IR VR S .

L.

ag:f:inst the Decrce of the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court at Cuddalore in Orivinal |
Suit No. 43 of 1866, * . : - T N
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-

Proccedmrrs of the Zl[adras Govcrnmcnl Iwwnuc Dcpartment
- L lst Septembcr 1868 '

2

It mll be observed that thc case is one of the Invhcst nnportance, mvolmg :

the nrrht of Government to construct amcuts acroes lar% nvex 3.

No. 34. ORDER 'rm:rzox‘ lst Scptember 1868, "\*o. 2, 307
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: : paymcnt of Rupees 3,000 to the Honor-
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. 4 7 "' Board of Revenue.
(True Extract ) . : 7
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To the Board of Revenue. }
»» the Government Plcader.
»» the Accountant General.
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