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IOth September 1868
e . .W Readthefollomng
- No. 119 Proceedmgs of the Board of Revenue, dated 5th J uly 1867, No. 4,206.
Read the following letter from the Collector of Madura, to the Secretary to the
SR R Bodrd of Revenue, dated 22nd May 1867, No. 137 %
= In obedience to the Order contained in the 331-(1 paragraph of the Board’
£ roceedmgs, dated 29th ‘April 1867, No. 2 ,610, T have the honor to submit Sherista- -
dar Venkatasami Naik’s expla.natlou, called for by the Board in their Proceedmgs.
referred to above. U
2, I enclose translation of extract from Regmte of lands held by public e
servants, shewing how the lands (including Puttu No 18) have been entered Alend
time of a.cquzsmon m 1862 to present year.

3

Em;:lanatwn oj‘ %o Huzoor Ske‘mstadar of Madum fu,-nwkgaz wztk. reference to paraa
graph 33 of the Board’% Proceedings, No. 2,610, daled 29t/ April 1867, IS

‘Reglster recommending the Lmnsfet of Pattas held by 1. A Yontti Kaigiop, # subnn%%ed by tha ;

deceased porsons, i b Madura Ta,hsxlda.r recommondmg the transfer of

J ‘ ' the Putta No 15, held by Adam Saib in the {

name of his son, was, on the 5th May 1866 (when settlement was in progress,) Waewed Sitta the
Sheristadar’s department. q

2. Prior to the receipt of the said Kmﬁet Chapmm alaas Ahdul Kader the bmther of A dam‘
Saib, presented a petition to the Collector on the 24th April 1866, praying for the transfer of the

* Putta in his name, which was referred to the Tahsildar on the 4th May following. The petition was

returned to’ the Collector on the 11th idem, In the said petition the petitioner has stated that all
lands held by Adam Saib have been transferred to him by the latter ; that Adam Saib has, ina peti-
tion presented to the Civil Court, admitted the above transaction ; and that the petitioner has filed
a suit against one Muniyandy for recovery of a portion of the land which was deoqied in his favor.
The petitioner ‘when called on, produced the procoedings alluded to in the pet;ﬁm These were
perused by the &hemtadar who, after oral inquiry of the Curnum, reported all the Proceedmgs &
connected with the case in &ataal,} WSO reported to the Collector that a small portion of the
land was held by him on mortgage. Chapmia alias Abdul Kader was not & common person, and
had held the offices of Munshi and Tahsildar, &c., and was ultimately a pensmner‘ 1e also appea
before the Collector, Mr. Levinge, and repxesentod to him all the circumstances of his case, whe
M. Levinge ordered the transfer of the putta in the name of Abdul Kader. The Sheristadar, in
the prosence of the Collector, endorsed on the Foniti Kaifiet, the snbatance of the order in his

hand, and the Collector initialed it. The said Kmﬁet wa.s, on the 16!;11 Mlay 1866 teturnad‘ 1
Tahsildar thh an order. ;

TS udn Mcordnnce with this order, the Putta was transfermd in Abdql Kade.r'-s ,nﬂ,‘-.‘\es and was
deli eredtolnm : R AT
‘Immedmtely a&er the igsue- of the Pntta, the son. of the sai A.dam Sail
: aini hat the Sheristadar
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Petmon to the Civil Court.
. Decree passed by the Principal Sudder Ameen
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 Proceedings oj’ the.

Jladrax Government, Revenue Depariment,
lOtiz September 1868.

5.0 Mr Levmge then openly declared that he L
in the name of Abdul Kader on the Sheristadars

relating to the subject, and on gat isfying himself. of tho facts of the case, and tried Adam Saib’s
son magisterially, for hmmg defame

d the character of the Sheristadar by falsely accusing him of

not bringing to the knowledge of the Collector the true facts of the eage.

: -6, Had the Sherictadar really kept the true cireumstances of the case from the Collector's

knowledge, he would have, whey all the proceedings b aring ‘on the subject were read oy er to him

by the Head Clerk, reversed the order passed Ty him on the Kaifiet, and directod the tranefer of

the Putta in the petitioner’s name. The punishiment awarded to the petitioner by Mr. Levinge

magisterially, fully clears the - Sheristadar of any blame in the matier, and bears evidence to the
fact of the Sheristadar having brought to the Collector's notice all the ciy cumstances of the case,

7. Chapwia alias Abdul Kader Had not, since the year'1860, resided at Madura but at Palan;
and Ramnad, wheré he held the office of Tahsildar, - Adum Saib was living with Abdul Kader and
was supermtendmg Abdul Kater’s garden, &e, The Sheristaday then merely knew that Adam
Saib and Abdul Kader were brothers, but did not knosw whether they were divided by others or not,
or whether Adam Saib had transferred his lands to. Abdnl Kader., In 1862 Adam Saib told the
.Shematadm' that he m&.hc'd to morfgare certain lands g Arapaliam, to which the Sheristadar
replied that he was willing to get ﬂle lands on mortgago, thiey being situated near Madars, Adam

ad already ordered the transfer of the Putta

: nnem e :‘“b thereapon  mor tgaged to the Sheristadar
*10(h Mored 4862 . ALl 00188 S qes 12-1 Caw Y
D0Lk Bophits e b i 034 8 150 ies of land on two difforent dutes®

for the agzregate sum of Rupees 365, and
ovecutf d to him two bonds on stamp papers. The Sheristadar was then Head Clork. These lands

hay¢ been included in- the register of landed property furnished to the Colloctor by the Sheristadar
on. the 16th December 1862. 1 was initialed by the Collector, and placed amongst the records.
e lancsin quiction S0 heeh rucistened also in. the genunl register of lands held by publio
servants, The Sheristadar held occapation of the Jands since the date of their moy lgage to him.,
After the death of - Adam Saib, the Tahsildar wrote, daring the settlement of T nsly 1273, o Kaifiet
to the Huzoor recommending the issue of & putta for the lands in the name of the Shovista T
mortgagoe, which was returned to the talook with Instructions that it ‘should be disposed of after
inquiry, and a putta was, as usnal, issued for the lauds in th name of Adam Saib in the sajd Fugly.
8. On his return from Ramnad to Madura, Ahdul Kader informed the Sheristadar that
Adam Saib bad, in 1855, transferred to him all the Iands (inclusive of the lands mortgaged to the
Sheristadar) pos&cﬁsed by him, and that he had presentod: a petition to the Civil Court to that
effoet ; and that Adam Saib, whom he had employed to superintend hig domestic | affairs or garden,
had without his (Abdul Kader’s) knowledge mortgaged some of the Nande to ﬂm Sheristadar and
gome to Mumyandy and others, and that he (Abdul Kader) was about to file a divil suit for the
recovery of the lands. Wherenpon the Sheristadar declared his readiness to ngc up the lands on
repayment of the money e had advanced on mortgdge, prowded the suit which he {Abdul Kader)
proposed to file against Mumyand\ and others be deereed in his favor. ‘ :
0. Sometime afterwards, Abdul Kader represented to. the.Sht.ust'ad:xr that the snit w’ﬁich ]}e |
had preferred against Muniyandy and others, had been decided lu.s favor, and the lands.pnt in
fa s adadet atid he  offered to pay off the mortgage and to receive back the lands which the
b P.Ohﬁef-s-OZ, 1:mn mortgage. The Sheristadar accordingly received from Abdul Kader the sum
:f??{i;if:rfi(}() | 'tond made over the lands to him at the beginning of I mly 1276. 'The lands in
" : gons of Abdul Kader who is dead.
quwt{(())n aTTehno‘;lh;];(it::Xatlllcll ?n:quutnnd to the Collector the fact of his baving given up the
lands Oétaillccel by(;zim on mortgage. The lands in (}axcrsiion cannot in cousequenes bc' :M,Iu;lc(tl in
the veturn of landed property of the Sheristadar furnished to the Board with the Collector's letter,
& Dtce?betlhisfgﬁtlement of Fusly 1275, (in which the Putta was transferred,) when
AbdulllKadI;:l::tesZoned the validity of mortgage, the Sheristadar expressed his readiness to give
the lands than the gzid sum whmh he pﬂnd on mortgage
up the 1smds a.nd lwi 10 more mtemt in

&
s i

epresentation to him of all the eircumstances *

e .

. o i
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Proceedmgs qf the me Government, Revenue Department
L ' 10tk September 1868.

The ﬁhenstad&r had not therefore, any necessity to ObJBCt to the transfer of the Putta nor did he
do so. ul
h 33 of the Boa.rd’s Proceedings, Muniyandy does not hold any
e As observed i parag!‘&i) ~ putta for the lands* which the Sheristadar ob-
tained on mortgage. The Sheristadar accepted
the mortgage on the lands, as nobody objected
. Of the said 1-12-1 Cawny, U-9-1 appertains to the Putta
R tl:; traDSthlof;D ;;ﬁ;ﬁ;, and the rest to the Puttas Nos. 4 and 15 issued in Abdul
L S n;::ﬂ 1275. 'The transfer of the puttas (for the mortgaged lands) to the name of
Kade: SKD%;TDB ];1 Shexlz Moideen Saib, was not of the smallest consequence to the Sheristadar, as his
€ 3w erl«; t be &Hected thereby, nor could any transfer of putta subject him to the loss of the
ey § ;10 the mortgage In all cases referred to the Sheristadar for disposal, his duty is
i e:::: to the Collector the contents of all the various documents, &c., and ‘to prépare .
i r;«:;% ce to his instructions. In 1843 the Sheristadar first entered the. pnbhc service in
ordet;; l: or, &;e: Roysam. Every Collector under whom the bhenétadar served, on being satisfied
Z};‘;xs Z::; behaviour and attention to the public business, promoted him gradus,]ly In 1863 he
obtained the appomtmenb of the Huzoor Sheristadar. The Sheristadar, who was from hel; long
experience perfeetly aware that puttas were being issued in the names of persons who had died some

e G B TR T

irculars to
t the circumstance to the notice of the Collector, who issued C :
3(;) ?;jgg;::: :ﬁﬁx:;o;l:i them to render Kaifiets during the settlement of their talf)oks as to the

@

f their heirs. In accordance with the
tas of deccased persons in the names o

tr&gsgicﬁ:‘f etlf;;;':;s(i.ldars furnished, in Fusly 1273, Kaifiets recommending the transfer of puttas
Z?slsucd for m"tny years in the names of many deccased persons) to their heirs. The Kaifiets so

-

ar tha.n five or six dufbers. Sach Kaifiets
¢ 535 books in number and amount to more |
ru:-dez'zfmslied for 535 of the villages of four talooks composmg the prmc:pal d:vxsxon. The Sheris-
were

tadar himself examined all these Kaifiets, and endorsed on each ofthem ;:1:5 own l;md the instruc-

flons of the Collector as to the persons in whose names P‘:::': wmbem ttfl‘;nié uder s

endorsements were szgned by the Collector. Smw o iy j!?‘glll 1273 These Kazﬁ?t

Fusly, though not in guch latge numbera as was the case in Fus y 1273

sibmegosc) ;hewn to the Honorable D. Arbuthnott by the Shenstada.r

i havelnbt::: resent instance also the puttas were ordered to be h'amsferred n exaotly the same
t?;t I otiers were transferred.  In o case, but the one under notice, has any voluminous

il B d :; assed between the Board and the Collector. ‘The reason is t]ns Certam servanty in

:zzrt;ii‘);?o:‘;m I:mt in good terms with the Sheristadar. Whenever a new Collector j Joma the district,

it is customary with these servants to cause, in concert with Mr. Fischer, false chargea to be pre-
it

d into and dxsmssed.) and to write severa.l anony-

t the Sheristadar, (which are inquire _

s igt:iixs. These facts are well known to Mr. Parker, the late Collector, a.n:i thﬁse that sue
?;?1;; lnm In certam correapondence thh the Honomble Buard and Govémmgnb

No. 179

gtamp the conduct of Mt;; Fischez;as? anv ‘

through the intrigues of Mr. Fige
nt up b on; heﬂt:ﬂoidee b

petmons to be pe p y : ws v;

cration the foregomg fmm e

Mavuna,
22nd May 1867,

it (S1gned) D. ABBUTHNOTT
i Collector,

T TN/ W T

and then .
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rament, Revenue Department,

10k September 1868, ,

themoneypmdtohm : | , i %
il e Sheik Moideon, Adam Sail’s son, has filed a plaint in Original Suit No, 2 of ;f
18“7r°nthﬁﬁleﬂfthe&vﬂcourt of Madura, against Abdul Kader, &c., and |
 Sheristadar, for recovery of the lands referred to in paragraph 7 of Sheristadar’s

 explanation, forwarded to the Board with wmy letter of the 22nd May last, No, 137 1

and some other property. | |
SOu8, - Tnian hearing held by the Court on a written statement put in by the
. Sheristadar, stating that he has no interest in the 1.19.1 Cawnies of land sinco he,
‘received the money he had advanced on mortgage and made over the land to Abdul

- Kader at the beginning of Fusly 1276, the Court has ordered the Sheristadar to be

9 In the General Register of lands held by public servants, the fransfer of

the land has not been noted. The Sheristadar explains that he did not present any
statement of alteration regarding the 1-12-1 Cawnies of land which was redcemed by
ol Kadet ot ho beginning of Fusly 1276, sud it was omitted from e 1o of |
ianded property fumishod by him, and forwarded to the Board on the 15th Decem-
ber last, because it had been redeemed in July 1866, and wa. not, therefore, in his
nothinthe‘Genm,IRegim, RGO Ny ey Ty G :

-l g RS

4

~and 2 are enclosed. No. 1 is an extract from the General Register, and No. 2 from

{

ot sl servauts mFimly 127’1, The‘GFmem“I Register of lands held by the

0
i
I

f

|

S T i v ) :
a Register submitted bYtheufameﬂlmld&,AhMg the lands acquired by
public servants was Qpenéd.‘oﬁlj mﬁlﬂy 1272.
» Excrosure No. 1. :
AsstracT.—Extract from the Register of : lands held by public Servants in the district of
Madura, prepared as per Board's Circular, dated' 13th October 1862, i

Excrosure No. 2.
Aspstracr.—Translate of an extract from the Register of lands held by public servants in the
district of Mnm, prepared as per Board's Circular, dated 15th October 1862, :

; AL : Excrosvre No. 3. iy
- Asstracr.—Extract from the Register of lands scquired by the Revenue and Police dervants -
. in the Madura Talook, in Fusly 1271, | o
Spe | I);-,’ P ol ek Fale
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- Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
L0th September 1868,

e e i

No- 122 Proceedings of the Board of Revenuo, dated 7th May 1868, No 3,345,

Read the following letter from the Collector of Madura, to the Secretary to the '

Board of Revenne, dated Sth April 1868, No. 91 :—

1. With reference to paragraph 1 of the Board’s Proceedings, dated the 10th
ultimo, No. 1,725, I have the honor 8 observe that, under the Board’s Circular,
dated 13th October 1862, No, 6,843, the public servants are required to submit lists
of the lands acquired by them in reference to the Calendar year, but not to the Fusly
year. 'The Sheristadar, Venkatasami N aik, furnished on the 29th November 1862,
the list shewing among others the land (Cawni 0-13-3) obtained by him on mortgage
on the 10th March 1862, which could not, therefore, be ineluded in the Abstract
contained in paragraph 117 of the Settlernent Report for Fusly 1271, which, the
Board is aware, embraces portions of 1861 and 1862,

2. With respect to paragraph 2, I beg to state that no English Register of such
lands has been kept in this district. o2 g b

3. The original lists furnished by the Sheristadar, during the years 1861 and
1862, shewing the lands acquired by him, are herewith forwarded for the Board’s
information, which bear the initials of Mr. Levinge.  The Board will seo from these

lists that they were submitted in due time, as required by the Board’s Civcular,

4 Inregard to paragraph 3, I beg to send herewith, copy of M. Levinge's
Jetter of the 268 March last, from which the Board will observe thatvt‘lixe.Sheristadar’s :
interest in the lands, alluded to in the Proceedings under reference, was known to
the late Collector,

—

From V. H. LEVINGE, Esq., to the Collector of Madura, dated Kodikanel, 26311 March 1868,

I have the honor to return the enclosure recoived with your letter of the 21st March, and to
inform you that I remember, at the time of the dispute, that the Sheristadar informed me that some
portion of the land was, or had been, (1 forget which, ) in his possession, it having been mortgaged
to him by petitioner's father. My impression is that he told mwe also that the land had been
redeemed, and was not then in his possession, : : IRy

—————

Excrosvres Nos, 2 to 4,

.

AnéTRACT.——Origina.l lists of land acqun'ed by the Huzoor Sheristadar,

D

Submitted to Government, with reference to Board’s Proceedings, dated 10th
March 1868, No. 1,725. ke A

No. 123. Orpeg TaEREON, 10th September 1868, No. 2,351,
' 1. The Governor in Council has
Piiceligieces  carefully considered this case, and does
- A not deem it necessary to pass any further
i : | Xy ‘. & . Ordem. g it & s
‘:‘;” e 1 Rl T R

g

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
10th September 1868.

2. The following Endorsement will be passed upon Petitions Nos. 2,487 of
1866, 5 and 1,592 of 1867, and 1,087, 1,370, and 1,520 of 1868 :— =
The Governor in Council having req'eivied a.fu]l report on the subjec
petitions sees no sufficient reason for interfering in the matter.
(True Extract.)
(Signed) R. A. DALYELL,
Acting Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue. : i
,, the Petition Department, with Petlt'lons.

Exd. F. R. Bantleman.

A
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i No. 4,206,

| 4 Wl Procrenivgs or THE Boarp or Revexve, dated 5th July 1867.

) Read the following letter from the Honourable D. ARBUTHNOTT, Collector of Madura, to the
| Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd May 1867, No. 137 :—
* 1. In obedience to the Order contained in the 83rd paragraph of the Board's Proceedings,
&# dated 29th April 1867, No. 2,610, I have the honour to submit Serishtadar Venkatasawmy Naik's

A explanation, called for by the Board in their Proceedings referred to above,

2. I enclose translation of extract from Register of lands held By public servants showing how

the lands (including Putta No. 13) have been entered from time of acquisition in 1862 to present
year.

of

Excrosure No. 1,

Explanation of the Huzoor Serishtadar of Madura, furnished with reference to paragraph 33 of the
Board’s Proceedings, No. 2,610, dated 29th April 1867,

1. A Fontti Kaifiet,* submitted by the Madura Ta.sﬂdar,
fer":’?‘;ﬂ::::;:fgg‘;:ﬁi:;ﬁ‘;"em rec.om'mendmg the tr:m.sfer of the Putta No. 15, held by Adam
Saib in the name of his son, was, on the 5th May 1866, (when

settlement was in progress,) received into the Serishtadar's Department,

2. Prior to the receipt of the said Kaifiet, Chapmia alizs Abdul Kawder, the brother of“‘ Adam
Saib, presented a petition to the Collector on the 24th April 1866, praying for the transfer of the
putta in his name, which was referred to the Tahsildar on the 4th May following. The petition was
returned to the Collector on the 11th idem. In the said petition, the petitioner has stated, that all
lands held by Adam Saib have been transferred to him by the latter ; that Adam, Saib has in a peti-
tion presented to the Civil Court, admitted the above transaction; and that the petitioner has filed
a suit against one Muniyandy for recovery of a portion of the land which was decided in his favourﬁ'j‘ §
The petitioner when called on, produced the proceedings alluded to in the petition. These were i

perused by the Serishtadar, who, after oral inquiry of he Curnum, reported all the proce
 connected with the case in detail. He also reported to the Collector that a small pq\m@n’g{

! ! l land was held by him on mortgage, Chapmia alias Abdul Kawder was not a common person,

; ! had held the offices of Munshi and Tahsildar, &c., and was ultimately a pensioner. He also appeared
before the Collector Mr. Levinge, and represented to him all the circumstances of his case, when
Mr. Levinge ordered the transfer of the putta in the name of Abdul Kawder. The Serishtadar, in

S

4 :

; the presence of the Collector, endorsed on the Fontti Kaifiet, the substance of the order in his own
A hand, and the Collector initialed it. The said Kaifiet was, on the 16th May 1866, returned to the
Tahsildar with an order,

3. Inaccordance with this order, the putta was, tramferred in Abdul K.awder 8 name, and wu :
* k delivered to him.

4. Immediately after the issue of the putta, the son of the said Adam Saib, presented on thgﬁ"’.
25th Ma§ 1866 a petition to the Collector, complaining that the Serishtadar, without bringing to the
Collector’s notice all the facts connected with the putta in question, fraudulently caused, the issue of i
the putta in Abdul Kawder's name, and that the Serishtadar was led to do so because a portumk

. of the land was held by him on mortgage, The Collector thereupon ordered both the Ta ar and

the Huzoor Head Clerk, the former to direct Adam Saib’s son to attend the Circuit Cutcherry
i1 . at Oosilampatty, and the latter to bring all the records connected with the ease to the above placq;‘ B

4 In obedience to the Collector’'s order, the Head Clerk took the following m«p and other records

connected with the case, and read them to the Collector, at Ooﬁhmputty, on tha 5&5 Juno 1866 s

| - 1) Kaifiets 0 ‘ _ et i sl

| 2, Abdul Kawder Saib’s petition. .~ = = U‘-,\.I»‘r..“-;\;ﬂ e

: %08 Deeds of Sale. , M 0 Hosat:

Y ; 4, Petition to the Civil Court. L iy

y 5. Decree paased by the Principal Sudder Amin, ‘ o




.- i
Pt suty. bt
ﬁrlmn’ﬁl / PRI S - Li/) A% 2610 {

s B Mr. Levinge t!:en openly declz'mre-d that he had already ordered the transfor of the putta 3 ,‘. Sipt . Ao '!
in th:;, name of Ab%iul Kawder, on t‘he _berls?ta.al:\r's representation to him of all the circumstances /4 ff’ ,,(‘ WS - o i
relating to the subject, and on satisfying himsalf of the facts of the case; and tried Adam Saib’s 7 la® Aes

acts of the case. Z~
6. Had the Serishtadar really kept the true circumstances of the ease from the Collectar's ' : %«M M e 4 .
knowledge, he would have, when al] the proceedings bearing on the subject were read over to him ' g
by the Head Clerk, r.c\’ersed the order passed by him on the Kaifiet. an-.l directed the transfer of ‘ (e DS %m ‘1/["‘ 0C
the putta in the petitioner's name. . The punishment awarded to the petitioner by Mr. Levinge : . &'\;ﬂw ‘ k“‘ ‘
magisterially, fully clears the Serishtadar of any blame in the matter, and bears evidence to the :
fact of the Serishtadar having brought to the Collector's notice all the circemstances of the case. . 3 { wie "‘.’ ot ¢

son magisteriall§, for having defamed the character of the Serishtadar by falsely accusing him of P o - A‘ ‘g‘( :‘&:k M““
not bringing to the knowledge of the Collector the true f: : ;

L+ 4

7. Chapmia alias Ablul Kawder had not, since th
and Ramnad, wh.crc he held the office of Tahsildar. Adam Saib was living with Abdul Kawder and
was superintending Abdul Kawder's garden, &e. The Serishtadar then merely knew that Adam

. : (Gl ot o
Saib and Abdul Kawder were brothers, but did not know whether they were divided brothers or nots &W k'k&"\f‘ § t(“

or whether Adam Saib had transferred his lands to Abdul Kawder., In 1862 Adam Saib told the

Serishtadar that he wished to mortgage certain lands at Arapaliam, to which the Serishtadar { ‘ e M W .
replied that he was willing to get the lands on mortgage . 5 :

e year 1860, resided at Madura but at Palani

:
5
:
}
E

they being situated near Madura, Adam

¢ i
301 £ A s . ~ . : 4
Saib therenpon mortgaged to the Serishtadar 1-12-1 cawnies of land on two different dates* for the M‘ &“‘ f
Extent. gs, B8regate sum of Rupees 563, and executed to him two bonds on ! }b S"fm :
® 10c#farch 1862... 013 3 175 stamp papers. The Serishtadar was then Head Clerk. These

B b~ / ﬂ
Sept. ,, .. 014 2 190 : : ! ' ' ; ic: mt‘w
pary Ton lands have been included in the Register of landed property 5(/",@', k"{' ’;

furnished to the Collector by the Serishtadar on the 15th December 1862, It was initialed by the \ ¢L’ &,:fém
Collector, and placed amongst the records. The lands in question have been'registered also in the : f // W éiw\") Z / .

General Register of lands held by public servants. The Serishtadar held occupation of the lands ‘ iy Mo

since the date of their mortgage to him. After the death of Adam Saib the Tahsildar wrote, during 1 P/ R S'(b . * Wm y‘ '

the settlement of Fusly 1273, a Kaifict to the Huzoor recommending the issue of a putta for the

lands in the name of the Serishtadar, the aortgagee, which was returned to the taluk with instruc- ; : / )’-f/ -~ ’éb«—b A 4 ﬁd«
tions that it should be disposed ot atter Inguiry, and a putta was, as usual, issusd tor the lands in i } ,‘4 4 A f‘,‘/

o

the name of Adam Saib in the said Fusly. . ; M aﬂ\-
8. Onhis return from Ramnad to Malara, Ablal Kavlsr aforml the Sorishtadar that : | :‘ Pty s s X
Adam Saib had, in 1855, transferred to him all the lands (inclusive of the lands mortgazed to the : ’

- ”- & «

. o s i -~ e adt— i

Serishtadar) possessed by him, and that he had presented a petition to the Civil Court to that ; ,éfr ¢ /‘,.,5 h&\. M

effect; and that Adam Saib whom he had employed to superintend his domestic affairs or garden, : ' ' ‘ = ‘L ,‘%”" |
» ’ > o 1 o N » .

had without his (Abdul Kawder's) knowledge mortgaged some of the lands to the Serishtadar and ‘ %M i .

some to Muniyandy and others, and thathe (Abdul Kawder) was about to file a civil suit for the P : Can
recovery of the lands. Whereupon the Serishtadar Ll('c];lret‘l his readiness to give up the lands on ‘ -~an‘ l{“ |
repayment of the money he had advanced on mortgage, p!‘t:J\'l(lt".l the suit which he (Abdul Kawder) P _'?Bl " £ [:Aﬁ t/b .‘
proposed to file azainst Muniyandy and others ba decreed in his favour. » . = !t- /4 |

9. Sometime afterwards Abdul Kawder represented to the Serishtadar that $he suit which e o m't ?ﬁ»‘" |
had preferred against Muniyandy, and others, ha.l‘bccn desided in h‘is favour, ani the l;mds' put in
his possession, and he ofered to pay oﬂj the mortzage .:mrl to roceive back the l:s_:ulq which the
Serishtadar held on mortgage. The Serishtadar aceordingly .n,-c:'an'c(l"fru‘m Ab lul Kawder the sum
of Rupees 365, and made over the lands to him at the 'hf-glumng of Fasly 1276. The lands in
question are now held by the sons of Abdul Kawder who is"dead.

: 10. The Serishtadar has represented to the Collector the fact of his having given up the
lands obtained by him on mortgage. The lands in question cannot in CO{lst_-\l(x:,-zmcc be neluded in
the return of landed property of the Serishtadar furnished to the Board with the Collector’s letter,
dated 15th December 1866.

11. Prior to the settlement of Fusly 1275, (in which the putta was transferred,) when
Abdul Kawder questioned the validity of mortgage, the Serightadar expressed his rg:uliux:.;s to give
up the lands, and had no more interest in the lands than the said sum which he paid on mortgage.
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