


e Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
i . 41h April 1868,

Read the followiﬁb' papers i—

No. 108. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 8th November 1867,
No. 7,847.

Read the following letter from the Acting Collector of Trichinopoly, to the Secretary
to the Board of Revenue, dated 28th October 1867, No. 298.

1. T have the honor to transmit translation of plaint in Suit No. 563 of 1866,
on the file of the Perambalore District Munsiff’s Court, in which the Collector is
included as the twenty-fifth defendant, together with the draft answer 1 propose to
put in.

9. The case formed the subject of Board’s Petitions Nos. 3,803 and 3,958, and
on receiving a report thereon from Mr. Banbury, the Board disposed of the matter,
(vide their Proceedings, dated 14th December 1866, No. 8,872.) I leave it to the
Board to determine whether the plea put forward in paragraph 3 of my draft answer,
should be urged in this particular instance. I think no opportunity should be lost
of pleading the rights of Government in the matter of water-supply.

3. The hearing of the suit is fixed for the 27 th proximo, and sanctlon is
requested to defend it at the public cost.

To the District Munsiff of Torriore, in Trichinopoly District,’

Plaintiffs. versus Defendants.

1. Annachi Iyen, 1. Muttyamavaly.

2. Naranyen, S ' , ¢ 2. Ramasamy Muppen.

3. Chetunberyen, 8. Maruday Nadavan.

4. Vencatasubyen, it o 4, Periyakolunday Muppen.

5. Saishyen, e STER e ChmnakolundayMuppen,thedwzdedbrother

6. Pichuvyen, . of the fourth defendant.

All Mirassidars residing at Mull&l vﬂln.ge, 6. Subba Muppen, son of the deceased Rama-
in the I.‘mchmopoly talook : ~ sawmy Mup en, the divided brother of the
; Sl ‘ fourth defenc

b Venga.Muppan, the undivided brother of the

- pixth defendant.

' 8. Vailayudha Muppen, son of Mutta Muppen.

* 9, Muttusawmy Muppen, the undm&ed brother

~ of the cighth defendant.

; 0. Amna.chel‘.laMuppen

s CE R Ponayen. . :

I sk et L el 12y B thyamhakyen

it i R ‘13 Chetnmbaxyen,sonofthedeoeasa&ﬂubayem
it e N P P 14. Panduvyen. :

1’6 Ramasawmyen e e

Rl R Ra,masa.wm Pﬂlay, the nndwzda& brdther
S R o bwantxehh defendant.
99, Ponnyen, a Mirassidar of Mullal, rem&mg at
P Cusb;.h Oodiarpolliem, in the Oodmrpolhem
i ) taloo
- 93. Appavyen, residing ab Kulhkndy, in the
' Trichinopoly talook.
94. Naranyengar, o Mirassidar and tha late Cur-
num, residing in the abovementioned village
of Mullal ; and
95. The Collector of Trichinopoly.

A




Proceedings of the Madras Governmenty, Revenue Depariment, -
4th April 1868, S

This suit is brought under Section 26 of the Civil Procedure Code ; (1), to prevent the
defendants one to ten from diverting into a branch channel newly excfwated by them the wa'izer
of the Mavadicanni channel, which irrigates 21 Cawnies and 9.7% Gulies of Malguzary Nunjah
land in the abovementioned Mullal village 5 (2), to have the said branch channel .filled up at a
cost of 5 Rupees; (3), to have the decision of the twenty-fifth defendant, resp_ectmg the above
channel, cancelled; and (4), to recover from the defendants one to ten the loss, viz., Rupees

281, and Aunas 12, which the plaintiffy have sustained. Thus the aggregate amount sued for is
Rupees 286, Aunas 12. .

1. After a dispute between the villagers of Auhmg‘oody on the one side,
and the defendants one, eleven, twelve, and fourteen to twenty-three,

individuals on the other, concerning the channel by which the above 21 Cawnies and 97} Gulies
of Nunjah land were formerly irrigated, the above ninetfsen individuals,
the above land, caused the abovementioned Mavadicanni channel to be
expense ; and with the water thereof cultivated only the above 21 Cawnies and 9?1} Gulies of
Nunjah land ; paid the assessment thereon, and were enjoying the land, While 80, in 1859, the
defendants one to ten execavated a channel branching f;

rom the aforesaid Mavadicanni channel, in
order to convert into Nunjah some of the Punjah lands lying to the west of &

he Mavadicanni
channel. The plaintiffs and the defendants eleven to twenty-three obstructed the excavation, but
as the defendants one to ten gave no heed to the obstruction

; the second plaintiff and the eleventh
defendant, and the defendants one to ten complained on the subject both in the Revenue and
Magisterial departments, and several Sunnuds have been i

and the plaintiffs
making in all nineteen

who are the owners of
excavated at their own

; and that the branch channel in question should be
restored to its former condition. Moreover, a Sunnud was formerly issued fining the twenty-
fourth defendant, the late Curnum of the Mullal village, for fraudulently entering certain Punjah
land as Nunjah in the names of the defendants one to ten in the Circar accounts,

2. Four acres and cighty-five decimals of Punjah land were caltivated by the defendants
one to ten as Nunjah, and during the settlement in Fusly 1274, (1865,)
defendant prepared o Puttah for the same, and entered t
the first defendant, The plaintiffs complained about this
Bunnud was issued prohibiting,
any other Punjah land under the channel m question. The ahove Sunnuds, which are Circar
documents, will he produced at the hearing., The plaintiffy preferred g complaint to the Suh.
Magistrate against the defendants one to ten, for having diverted the water into the branch
channel in question, They (the defendants) were in consequence fined by that officer. Notwith.
standing this, the above defendants in the year 1865, (Krodhana,) raised g dam across the
Mavadicanni channel, and diverted its water into the branch chanme] in question, Against thig
the plaintiffs complained to the twenty-fifth defendant, who has, thereupon, passed an order
contrary to all the former orders on the subject, without 'taking them into hig consideration,

3. The plaintiffs have sustained a
and 97} Gulies of N- unjah land having suffered from want of water, owing to its diversion by the
defendants one to ten into the neyw branch channel. The defendants eleven to twenty-three have

 been included among the number, in consequence of their having joined the defendants one to ten,

the plaintiffs request th@,t the loss in question may be made good
r of the bwenty-fifth defendant may be cancelled ; and that the new branch
up 50 ag- > adwit of no flow of water through it, HAC !

loss, in consequence of their share out of the 21 Cawnies
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1 the M'adm:? G overnment, Revenue Departr
sandgs o 4th April 1868.
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E. ’ i (th f I Illﬂl-_
l cawnie; : 4 h S O Iqllll ﬂl] |and 1 t v \

Total.
Nos. Extent. extent. ]
A D. A, ! D.
35 ARUBPP LaT 3 U IO b
L is made up of three numbers, name Ty i R 8 |
The first plaintifi’s share is made up 0(%7 g i
= 1188
R = 1V S
d do. of four do. 259 1 16
i R 260 | ... 9(1)
s 16
Bty e
e pEa b \ 51 '
third do do.  of one do. . \ r )
The thir 1 R G 4 1 W ) S
fourth  do dg. -~ af thres e 33 e 63
e 276 | .. | 52 | 2 | 36
AT
do. i
: do.  of three 261 | ... | 65
fifth do. . : 57
The 279 | .. 1174
TR0 v QR S Al
do.  of two do. 281 | 1|15
The sixth do. 2121
S 3070
T(}ta;l o RN S, B

] jah land.

i inti t to 10 Acres and 70 Decimals of Nunjah 5

g gt E(Iix SElzzzﬁa:’iZ?:Wnste from want of W&ter;‘tgleis algair;i::z :nx;el:n

Al o ik Acretan12 zcre; and 55 Decimals. The produce :r it SR

ol s Lo comea1 Of ain, at the rate of 15 Cullum's per Zcrg‘fn dncksiy ey

187 Cullums and 8 M?rca:hz E:e-fourth warum or share:,, viZ., }1 /4 ﬂm e S

from the above quantity f the village, the remaining grain to v:; ¢ t e
A theO:lllS:On: :nd 9% Mércals, valued at Rupees ?81-15.-0, at th |

amounts to 140 ‘

cullum on an average.

.‘ > i a

- bbien, Shasha Tyen, an

; bara Iyen, Vencatasubbi : B b

i s Tyen, Chedwm that what is stated therein

e Anmm;iy::és faﬁa‘ in the above plaint, do hereby declare _ ‘

, Ve plaintitly MAISE 10 3 54 ]
??ﬁllff I:he best of our belief and mfémmn (Signed) ANNACHI IYEN.

Ry ‘ | ) NARAINA IYEN.

') CHEDUMBARA IYEN.

\ N.
!
i

" ) SHASHA IVEN.
" ) PICHU IYEN.
(Signed) KISTNA ROW,

Valkeel for the Plaintiffs.
95tk October 1866. iy i
(A true Translation.)
i AM ATYANGAR,
poi Translator,
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274k November 1867.

2
Proceedmg: of tbe M adra: (‘ovemment Revenue Departnmd-i..
4k Apnl 1368.
| < s Veng&anpen theund:uﬂedbmtherof
. e e e ¥ = v 8 the leﬂl defend&n
: . pen, son of Mautta Muppen
9 Mnttusamy L&ppén, the undivided bro-
the of the eighth defendant.
10. Arunachella Muppen.
- 11. Ponnyen.
el _ 12. Sattyavachakyen.
s ' 13. Chetumberyen, son of the &eceued Snba-
. yen. A :
14.  Panduvyen. '
15. Ramasawmyen.
16.  Thandavamanaly.
s ; 17.  Maruday Taven. w
é 18.  Verahbudra Nadavan, -
> g 19. Kolundavala Pudiachy, son of Rnnga
! : : Pudiachy.
20. Nullu Plllay
21. Ramasawmy Pillay, the undivided brother
of the twenheth defendant.
22. Ponnyen, a Mirassidar of Mullal, residing
at Cusbah Oodiarpollem, in the Oodiar-
polliem talook.
23. App en, residing at Kullikudi, in the -
opoly talook,
24, Nara.nyengar a Mirassidar and the late
Curnum, resi in the abovementwned
village of M:
" 25. The Collector of Trichinopoly.
. Kristnier, Vakeel for the twenty-ﬁfth
, e = 3wt - defendant. e s oy
1. This suit had been ﬁled in No 294 of 1866, in the late District Munsif’s Court of ;
Torriore, whence it was referred to this Court. The plaintiffs pray for a dﬂ'ﬁe (1) directing that
the channel newly excavated by the defendants 1 to 10, which prevents the proper irrigation of
- the lands belonging to the plaintiffs, and the defendants 11 to 23rd, should be filled up, and the
loss, viz,, Rupees 281-12-0, sustained by them (the plaintiffs) made good to them, and (2)
caneelling the order of the Collector, the twent-fifth defendanfi, to the effect that the channel
~ should remain as it is. ~
2. The plaintiffs did not appear. The second, eleventh, an& twenty-ﬁﬂih defendants wh o
appeared did not admit the plaintiffs’ claim ; and the rest of the defendants were exparte.
4 The plamtlﬂ's’ claim is dismissed under Section 114 of the Civil Procedure Code mth
~all costs. : :
, Costs to be paid by the Plaintiffs. <Ny ¥
~ To the third defendant. i i ’
Value of Stamp  .:, * " ... 5 : Vi I \
! 3 3 3 —_— y
thebweniyﬁﬁhdef dant Gt ¢
- en e 1 LA
- . Value ofStamp @ s Dy S s 3
~ Vakeel’s fees e N *." ’% , N e e 0 e Tl -

Total 1513 9
(Signed) APPAVYER,

1. Submitted, with copy of the Board's Proceedings, dated 8th November
1867, No. 7,347, for the information of Government, with reference to Government

Order, dated 6th December 1867, No, 2,919,
B



Pg-oceedinga of the Madras Government, Revenue bepdrtmem
Ath April 1868. i i

s

9. Government will perceive that the plaintiffs’ claim agamst vthe Collector‘
b 7 4 i v

Submitting for information letter from Ac-
ting G?Heobor of Trichinopoly forwarding De-
cree of District Munsif’s Court of Perambalora
in Suit No 563 of 1866 regarding certain

g

was digmissed with costs.
No. 109. OrpER THEREON, 4th April 1868, No, 89'?. ‘
\ - Miscellancous. , Ordered to be recorded.
(True Extract.) [ e
(Signed) W.HUDLESTON, g /5. 186 Department.
it o 7 : ol (
N 8 s T o
ecretary to Go've?'mnqyz,t. ik <§ : ﬁ, 7,;47,«)‘7/04 '/?
R
v % No. / V4 / J.
'é PROCEEDINGS OF THE BoARD OF REVENUE,
b
. =
]
[v0)
1 31
& 3 ’ ;
3 ;ﬂ ‘ & Dated 24th jltarch 1868,
' i 3 wlpto
4 & Vidlgard 4 8
To the Board of Revenue, E ¢ \j ,
3 & :
A N | '
- : % No. 2002 ¢
B §
3
N
q

To the Secrotary to Government, Revenue Department,
Copy to the Acting Collector of Trichinopoly.

Exd. T. Cartledge,

#oait At
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