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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
16th June 1869.
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No. 378.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 18th
May 1869, No. 3,412. , :
Read the following letters:—
From the Acting Sub-Collector in charge of the Kistna District, to the Acting
Secrctary to the Board of Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 28th December
1868, No. 393.
I mavE the honor to inform you, that the District Moonsif’s Court at Karem-

pudy and the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court at Masulipatam, have passed

Decrees in favor of the Collector, in Original Suits Nos. 468 of 1867 and 17 of 1868,
respoctively, the defence of which was

Doses Brss, 288 Mgt 1808, Nor G241 - sanctioned by th Bonr in the corres-
ST 77" pondence noted in the margin. Copies’

of Decrecs and Judgménts will be forwarded when reccived from the Government
‘Vakeel, who has been directed to apply for them.
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“ From the Officiating Collector of the Kistna District, to the Acting Secretary
SR '  to the Board of Revenue, dated Circuit Cutcberry at Avencgadda in

Bunder Talook, 24th March 1869, No. 72.

I mavE the honor to submit copy of the Judgment and the Dec
Suit.No. 17 of 1868, on the flo of the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court at Masuli-
patam, called for in the Board’s Proceedings, No. 7,935, dated 7th November 1868."
9. The Judgment and the Decree, in Original Suit No. 468, on the file of the
District Moonsiff of Karempudy have been called for from the Court, but not

received yet.
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Excrosure No. 1.
C ) _ Original Suit No. 17 of 1868.
‘ In the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court of Masulipatam.

Prrsext :—S. R. Dawes, Esq., :
' Defendant.

' ; Pluintiff. ,
i Penumurty Lakshmipati Sastry. W. McQuhae, Esq., Collector of the Kistna
. : - District. '
« / Pleader. Pleader.
) : V. Venkatachallum. o L. Subbarayudu. N
o Ta1s suit is laid to recover the arrears of twenty-one years’ assessment of 2 Kattiesof Inam

£ )
N
\

’ land.
2. The plaintiff alleges that in the year 1713, Rajah Apparow granted his ancestors, 2 Kut- |
ties of wet.land sitnated in Perur of the Vennakota Purgana; that the land was entered in the :
’ accounts of the permanent gettlement in bis ancestors’ names, and was in their enjoyment for the |
period of a century 3 that since 1810, the villagers usurped enjoyment, and as the Zemindary in which
‘ the Tnam is situated, fell under Government manazemer

R b 1t, he presented petitions to the Collector N
T : to make over the Juaa to Lim with its past revenuc; that
« not give ki peexe esion 3 and that eventually, in 1863, th

the Collector admitted his title but did \.
e Government recognized bis right, and

I authorised e T o Comr issioner to grant him a puttah, but directed him (plaintiff) to recover )
- possess I - .ot u tivil suit; thata puttab pearing date the 16th, September 1863, was

(o U oaccordiogx oo« rell +,2 Inam Commissioner, and that he obtaiued Decrees in Original Suits \'\;
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Proceedings of the Madr

as Government, Revenue Department,
16¢% June 1869.

Nos. 68 and 371 of 1866, instituted by him before t

ing his'right to the Inam, but that k

i3 8
with.

title to the Land Revenue paid to Gov
the claim is also barred by the Statut

e of
the Inam, which was conferred on hi

m by

5. The plaintiff filed twenty-three exhibits ang

6. The issue for determin
to Regulation 1V,

follows :—

**An Inam of L2 Katties (or 34 A
¢ Zemindar Apparow ¢
*‘ permanent settlement
““ ment of the Inam, he
““villagers tithholdin
“f year for damages,

wever, having been

“* was also confirmeg in 1821 Ly the
““ or not, there wag full proof that th
** could only be ejected at the suj 0
1802,

“The damages thys awar
*“the proceeds were again

“ directed the Zemindar to

** carried out, owing, as it is alleged, o t],
€ grandaan of tho pp,

ar10tea now wlabmg ¢
*‘ Board of Rev

““ matter, The talock of Gudiv

9. Upon the above letter of the I
the 4th January 1865, No. 8, authoris;
land forming the Inam, Lut o

Payahle to Government by the ryots, and y

0, but remitting Rupees 627-9.

erament prior to the ey fyg

e Inamdar‘held the
f Governmcnt, und

ded have been paid, but p
withheld, The Inamdar ¢
allow the Inamdar ¢

ubsequent

Limitation ; algo that
Government newly, g9

eres) was granted in the vill
_ : 0 OHe.PCRumuI'ﬁ_Lﬂ.kShimfppﬁ_
*Inam is hereclhtary under the tormg of the g

and the register prep

bt, and adjudged the
A remarked

er Section

)

e ill-feeliug

I_n'\m —Ha hag Lo

am Commissioner, the Gove
ng the’;
t the same time, t}h
ar (plaintiﬂ') e

S3ue to plaintiff of

owed him ¢)o option of

Sastry undor 4 by
rant, and it wag duly ente

Court, observing that the I

Inam; ang that if hig 1j¢]e wa

¢ pelilioning the
al orders haye been yet

€y declined interferin

ntitled under the above

he District Moonsiff of Masulipatam, establigh-
demand for the Ppast produce was not complied :

nchisement of the Inam ; and that

the plaintiff has no legal right to
an act of favor,

the defendant one, |
ation i3, whether the suit ig

cognizatle by the Court, with reference
of 1831, and to the Statute of Limitation,

age of Perur by the then
uwanud, dated 1713, The

namdar's right
damages syeq for.  This Decree
» that whether the title was valid
8 invalid, he
s 7and 8, Regulation XXXI. of

0ssession of the Inam %as Lot restored, and °

mplained to the Collector, who in 1833,
¢e enjoyment of his Inam

existing hetwe

» but the order was not
en him and the villagers. The
Collector and the
given in the
erted to Government about
assessment to Government, The
S given in the Chekunamal is
» though the grant is ouly for 2

roment passe] an Order, dated
a title-deed for the 2 Kattics of
g with the possession of the
order to receive the asscssment .
Tecovering possession by a Civil
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* partment,

ment, Revenue Depar -

“ -pP ings of the Madras Government, ‘ 7
: racee’dzng f L6tk June 1960, ‘ N

+

plaint; 7 to have instituted,
A t, the plaintiffi appears et
- taining this order from Govemmen‘, D b B o o
SL ot After‘()b‘mmgﬁ" £ Masulipatam, Suit No. 63 of 18G6 for the r o :'Ots 06 Ao of
i S M°°“3‘7 10 f 1866 for the recovery of 28-45 Acres i‘rorxzl ha 1)1 i b
| . e inti nd now he )
- fhe Toam, and S0t B oonsi ided in the plaintiff's favor, a )
i istrict Moonsiff decided in B o toenty-ons
o ‘POSSCS;.‘O“- 't'I:heth]i)sls(tJ?srt to recover the arrears of Land Revenue for the past twe ’
brought his suit in !
Fuslies,

S T p
e
N -

— WP idered, whether he was
In deciding, then, on fhe plaintiff's right to sue, it has to be considered, .
11. In deciding, s | . £ time i did mot
: < e . ing i urt after this lapse o z' . . why plaintiff did n
P ustifedin ;Ommg m:o \(1:1(:'. is one for arrcars of shist, and it does ILOt ]i';ppti‘}:t Myoonsiﬂ: The fact
’ 12. The prescnt s ‘et ious suits before the'Insiri v him a
hen he instituted the prev : ion of the Inam, cannot givo b
sue for these arrears w : ding him possession o . b arise
i i ined decrees in 1866 awar 1is claim thercto mus
of his having obtaine of Land Revenue. Ilis that
- t time for the srrears ot it docs mot seem
right to sue at the presen him and the Government, oms
> fetine se of action and, as between In fact the reverse se
out of a distinct eause o . enue was made by them. t would
b of his right to past rev horities and the Government,
X any acknowledgmen : itions to the Revenue autho imitation Statute. The
His own petitions £ f the Limitation Statute.
to have been the case. ] > d suspend the operation o 1 revenue
; his claim alive and susp - i cars. and the land r /
, not morcover keep . 808 for a period of fifty-seven years, 073 Soclusive. & .
‘ f possession from 1 ' ly 1253 to Fusly 1273 in )
\ Inamdar was out o 4, from Fusly ]
. the Government, . hich the Courts can recog
: imed, is that recovered by T lezal action which the '
LN now claimed, But during this time, no leg . f the Inam, he
g . - rs. DBut during . hiscment o
* perlod of trenty CTnehyea]' intiff, and itis clear that prior to the enfranC:t instituted under Regula-
pise was tuken by}f eIF dd Re;enue paid to Government, unless by suib 1n:
could not recover the Lan
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! ]'1lﬁcate 1 > G()vel lullent l)ut bhe plalntlﬂ dOeS llOt ,
)

i e, al proceedings were
tepg whatever to obtain euch certificat and no lee ¢
sten tever tn ‘
- . . appear.ta hava taken auy,._ ) S
N = bserved, create
S led to, could not, as already o sause of
. 6, sbove alladl toncr ition of the Goverp .
13. The decree in 18"? ’timc : while, with reference to the.pcgntt;;ngmnt e e e
. i i sen ; 3 : |
. action for him at ‘th‘?fsr: may be noticed that they snmp]? fmthonseant T o ent col. |
respect to the plaintiff l1 dorment of his title, and in declining to g}r1 e e Towm was
b “k“}‘l’“ easooul: of posscssion, they remarked that the
. ) "
lected during the time he

an a of favo vide E bib /
. Sabib , intiff i ithout an ground [+] .
T . (‘Z il “.( : :lslta)nces it 18 manifcst that the plamhﬁ' 18
14. Under such cireu s

- o e—

e [ p tw ty" y ars runu ng rom .
, { . B f l N f
/

y and accordingzly the bar of the Limitation oiatu lied to
- I 1273 d d he b f the Limitation Statute must be app
y “us) ingly t t imitati t
’ Fuﬂ] 1253. to A‘lls y] ) - | !
| r aw are inflexib
i 1 ' 1 d one, but the rules of 1 D
The plaintifl’s case i3 no doubt a ha
\).
unloriunately i rt.
’ f tely shut him out of Cou . . -
ltﬁ * The plaintiff’s suit is dismissed with all costs

; 1868. ]
Given under my hand, this 17th day of December (Signed) S.R.DAWES,

Principal Sudder Ameen.
-3 .

e and

. d common papers.

True Copy upon one stamp an (Sigued) M. RAMAYYA’v I
i Acting Head Clerk.
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ExcrLostre No. 2.—Decree.

ing Secretary
istric the Acting Secre
’ iati lector of the Kistna District, to g
/ From the Officiating Collector
{

i1 1869, No. 101.
ulipatam, 17th April 1869,
to the Loard of evenue, dated o562, dated 25th December 1865
. 3

the' Board, translation of Dec.re:e \
the file of the District Moonsif’s

IN continuation of Mr. Comlynjs :e:;cﬁ;,t o
‘ it, for the info
I have the honor to sixb.mlt, or e e 0T, on
’/" and Judgment in Original Suit No.
} Court at Karempudy.

<

n Ll S
R - it

¥
f

sernam onb =

i : R
,;,(,w" v Y

PN
I Ry

R

e

i.

. ﬁ'.‘

E -
\AL—‘" = -
. . o A T
ik i b il ¢ N
. o T e AT
. ot [
/ - ’ - : -
’- - '
. { . "

N

T v g e
B . [



- about to enclose the spot marked A. b

B

el to decid . . ' .
Civil Procedure Code. e the suit this day against the plaintiff, under_Section 148 of the

: upheld, X

. between the spots mar
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department ’
16tk June 1869. ‘ ' a

Excrosvre No. 1, ’

JUDGMENT., '

) Of the District Moonsiff at Karempudy.

31st October 18G8.

Presexe. k
. Tas plaintiff sfi:::;;la?tﬁo?::::d‘: xiiui‘tlnzm Sabid, District Moonsiff. Z ‘
inc ong time,tht urg i absen (e 1ot defontint mp yhemriten o e ot A |
- sp ted AL

and raised a wall b
might bo ordored t((:)t;::en uti}]md ZpOi':s marked A. and B. ; that the wall raised by the 1st defendant
pulled down and that he requested the Court to permit him to raise a wall

L 4

Lked A. and B .
Rapees 30. ‘ and B. and to grant him the ground marked A. which is valued at’
2. The 18t defe s ' .
possessed by the pleailrlt(il;nt m; 18 statement asserts that the grounds marked A. and B. were never :
» a3 they are part of the Gramakuntham or village aite ; that when be was :

1{ a compoun'd wall, the plaintiff unrcasonally prevented bhim
T ectfot, Ta-hsddar and Police Tnspector inspected the ground |-
erefore laid the foundation of the wall, and that he prays the -

from ra%sing it ; that the Deputy Co
10 question and marked it ; that
Court to dismiss the suit,

3. The 2nd, 4th and
; 5th defend . ’
4. The 3rd defendant statczm ants allowed the suit to run exparte.

Property of Government ; that gh 1‘11. hl's statement that tho grounds marhed A. and B. are the
that consequently V. Veneat he plaintiff has neither any right to, nor possession of th ds;
question to the 1st defendantac ellum the tl.lell Deputy Collector, ’grantedl tl;e FPOO?, Uf?ggzz‘:; h; .
dismiss the suit. » agrecably to Lis authority, and that be thercfore prays the Court to

+

9. It seems just

4 -

I3

6. The issuc w X
. a8 framed to . . ]
cloimed. Tt s the duty of the pl prove the right to and possession by the plaintiff of the ground

. aintj
7. The plaintiff iff to prove the same, but he bas failed to adduce any proof. -

tated |
but has failed \ 0 he would cause the attendanc i
o Th: I’f:vgz uSo (t)l;itll now, neither did ke tasj‘;z;eo(:{l:rutcsscs on tho 0tk of ths et

. e Cers assa steps. )
virtue of their authority in re";f;:’: lthadt the ground claimed forms part of Gramakuntham. In -
ant.  Unless proof against th:xi Ands, they granted the ground in question to the 15t defend- .

Tacts is ’
adduced, the proceedings of Revenue authorities ghould be -

9. The suit is
, therefore, dism; d RS
, dismisse Plaintiffa to pay the costs of the 1st and 3rd defendants.

* (Signed) MOULAVI MAIIOMMUD ABDUL ALLAY, |

. . (In Persian characters.
- (True Copy) aracters.) N |
)

By order of the Court,

R

(Signed) V, NATLAYANA SASTRY,

¢ | T
(True Translation.) 1lcad Gumasta |

(Signed) J. A.C. DOSWELL, \ "

—— Oficiating Collector.

Koo I:tathe’ﬁrst of the foreooine
N08, 463 of 1807 and 17 0?18603

letter b "
@ rosnlt * 8, the Colleetor reports the dsmissal of Suits '
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Madras Govérnment, Revenue Department, -~ 1.

Proceedings of the M .
16t% June 1869,
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2. In the letter dated 94th March 1869, copies of the Dectee and Judgment
in Suit No. 17 of 1868 are forwarded, and in the letter dated }7th April copies of

-

the Decree and Judgment in Suit No. 468 of 1867." =/ ,
3. The papers are submitted, together with copies of the Board’s Proceedings,
‘ marginally noted, for the information of *

i
Government.

~

e 0 TR T

Dated 28th August 1868, No. 6,211.
7th Nov. e e 1,935

ames of Suit No. 408 of 1867 are s0 simple (the plaintiff -

4. 'The Ci’lglm ‘ :
having laid claim to certain land to which he had clearly no right whatever) that

”»

~

' no remark is called for. ‘ ;

©on appeal, was gi
. were paid, but the possession of the Inam was no

5. The circumstances under which Suit No. 17 of 1868 was brought, are

briefly these. . J :

6. The plaintiff is the grandson of the original grantce of an Inam in the . -

,\village of Perur, the enjoyment of which was interfered with in 1808-9 and 10 by ,
the refusal of the villagers to pay the proceeds. ;

" 7. A suit was brought by.the then I[namdar, which was first d'ismissed, but
ven in favor of the Tnamdar with the damages claimed. These ;.
t restored and the proceeds were

still witheld.

8. The present claimant
d the Inam Comimissioner,

of the Inam has frequently petitioﬁcd to be placed in .

wossession, an in a letter to Government, dated 10th
) . .

December 1864, No. 79, supported his claim. §

9. Government, in their Order, dated 4th January 1865, No. 8, authorised
“{he Collector to issue a Title-deed for the 2 Kattics of land forming the Inam, but-
they declined to interfere with the possassion of thfa ryots in wbtose hands the land
‘Lad been for years. The Inamdar was to be entitled to reccive the assessment

‘hitherto paid by the ryots to Government, but was directed to proreed by a Civil
in possession of the land. .

‘ puit if he desired to regal
/" 10. 'Tho suit was brought to recover the proceeds of the Inam during the time
/it was in dispute since the reversion of the Zemindary cstate (to which the Inam

sriginally belonged) to Government. | »

: - 1o less by Rupees 627 than
‘. 11. The amount claimed was 1,500 Rupees, being less by upecs 62 1

the amount of the profits for the od, the deduction being made on

abovenamed perl
4ccount of the plaintif’s inability to pay stampP duty on a larger sum.
‘ 12.

' The line of defencé ganctioned®
d Doard’s I'rocs., Tth November 1868, No. 7,935, by e Boar 1 was ¢ that the Court had
rmment previ

’ ous to the enfran-

+

“ no jurisdiction to

+¢ chisement of the Inam.”
]

give land revenuo paid to Gove

f Limitations, and

ff That the claim was barred by the Statute 0 _ B
; That the pla'mtiff had no legal right to the Inamn which was given him by the
;7 Government as an act of favor. B .
! 13. 'The suit has been dismissed. ' e :
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P ngs
: roceedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
. 16th June 1869.
" . .No. 379, '
| % OF Ozpzr THEREON, 16th June 1869, No. 1,718.
Miscellaneous. I ORDERED to bo recorded,
(True Extract.)
(Bigned) 1II. WELLESLEY,
’ Acting Under-Secrelary {o Government.
H
To the Board of Revenue, |
1.’.» vev Rt eng e \.“_,4.‘¢ .,
“Exd. E. C. Shunker, |}
}
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“ ¢ in the accompanying plan, and has occupied them for the passage of bandies laden with timber and
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; ' No. 6,211, R ET )
ProceEDINGS OF THE Boarp or Revenue, dated 28th August 1868, \

Read the following letter from W. McQUIIAE, Esq., Acting Collector of the Kistna district, to the
Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 10th August 1868, No. 231 ;:—

L. T have the honour to enclose a draft of the answer I propose to file in Suit No. 468 of 1867,

on thefile of the Karempudi Munsiff's Court, in which the Deputy Collector Vencatachellam Pantulu

e ™ o

and the Tabsildar of Palnad talook have been included as defendants, and I request that the defence

?f the suit at the publio cost may be sanctioned, The plaint and a copy of the plan which accompanied
1t are also enclosed. The date for filing answer is the 4th Scptember next.
: 2. The circumstanccs are as follow:— -
In the month of September 1867, while the Deputy Collector was in the village of Madagalu, in
Palnad talook, the first defendant, Batapudi Papaya, applied to him for a piece of unoccupied land
forming part of the village site, stating that the plaintiff Mandadapu Naraya objected to his taking .
-~ laeeThe Deputy Collector and_Tahsildar inspected the ground, and finding that it was not in the
* .. possession of any one, gavé it to Papaya. On this plaintiff sued first defendant and another for the )
¢ Tecovery of the land which he says is his property, and has been used by him as a cart stand, and as |
¢ a place of storing fugl, building materials, ete. {
- 3.  First defendant answered that the land was unoccupied and was given to him by the
; » Deputy Collector, and the Court ordered the Deputy Collector and the Tahsildar of Palnad talook to
. be added as supplemental defendants, ‘

’
———

: Excrosoee No. 1.
4 Original Suit No. 468 of 1867.
<r To the Talook Munsiff's Court, Karempudi.

. Plaintif. . versus Defendants.
% Mandadapu Naraya, resident of Madugala, be- 1. Betapudy Pedapapaya, belonging to Kamma
longing to Kamma Caste, and subsisting by  caste, and subsisting by cultivation, - . i
cultivation, 2. Reddy Kristnamah, belonging to Banian caste,
. and subsisting by trade.
i ) Complaint preferred by the Pleader on behalf of the plaintiff under Section 2, Act No. VIII. of
. /1859, . ’
. 1. The plaintiff hashad long possession of the pieces of land belonging to him marked A and B

l

¢ / manure, and for keeping bandies, dang cakes, firewood, and for throwing rubbish, ete.
! 2. The first defendant obtained a piece of land (marked C) four months ago from the second |
defendant out of his premises, and occupied at the same time another spot (marked E) situated to
the east of it aud belonging to Lambady Tamcjee who difd intestate and built a thatched house on
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\ the above sites, anl opened a gate by the intriguss of the sscond defendant towarls the land of blie -
\

\

y

plaintiff (myrked A) contrary to custom, insteal of going out or into ths buzaar on tho east sid .
As soon ag he commznced to walk through that gate, the plaintiff prevented him, whereon the first
defeadant complained to the Tumurakotsa Sub-Maziatrate, but inquiry was held, ani the case wa%
dismissed. ) ' . ‘ o ‘

3. One and a hilf months azo, whan the plaintiff wis absont in other villages, the first defen-
dant caused a mud wall, one yard high and 243 yards long, to be erected in a erooked manner between

the spots marked A and B, and pulled down the wall with gate in the vacant ground marked C, and

included in his ground marked C, aportion of Naigunta (pit where the rubbish is thrown) marked A/', ' )
belonging to the plaintiff. As maay dispates have ozcurred ragarling the same, this plaint is now
o filed. ‘ -

4 The land claimad is boualed thus: —Oa the east by bazaar, (twelve yards,) on the gouth by .
the premises, (marked C E,) balonging to the first defendant, (22 yards,) on the west by the premises .
(marked D) belonging to the plaintiff, (three yards,) on the north by the site marked B belonging to i ‘
the plaintiff, (24§ yards.) C o , J :
The plaintiff prays that the wall (valuel at Rapaes 1) eractod by the first dofendant, when he
occupied tha spot of 198 syuare yards sitaated within the said boaadaries may be ramovel; that the
wall near lotter C (valued at Bapee 1) which has been pulled dowa may ba replaced by another
withoat any gate, as it is contrary to the custom; and that the lan1 thus eacroached upon (marked A), i ;
valued at Rupees 25 may be restored to the plaintiff. o L J
Please to consider. ’ . ' b
1 hereby declare that (under Section 27, Act) Added a duplicatc stamp of Rupee 1 to make up -

No. VIIL of 1859) to the best of my know-{ the deficiency of duty. . )
ledge and belief, the statements herein made ) . ’ Coe j
are true. .
7th December 1867. ° (Signed) M. NARAYAIL ; :
(Signed) M. NARAYATI, - '
Plaintiff, s
Filed on the 7th December. * !
ot e e gy —— - Signature (in Persian languszelef the Distriec, Mansiff. . o
'~ o ‘ . (Signed) P. KONDIAIL, )
Plaintiff's Pleader. - 5
(True translation.) : . !
AL R (Signed) W.McQUHAE,
Acting Collector.
. — .

Excrosure No. 2.
Draft Answer.
1. The spots of ground marked A and B, in the plan presented by the plaintiff, are unoccu-
/- pied, and are the property of Government. Hence the plaintif has no right to them, nor were they )
ever in his possession. They can only be disposed of according to the orders of the Rovenue Officers.
2. The plaintif while claiming ths spot marked A, now in the posssssion of the first defen-
" dant, tries to establish his right also to the unoccapied spot marked B, which is not his, but must
 be reserved for public use. .
; - 3. At the request of the first defondant, the late Deputy Collector V. Vencatachellam Pantulu
, proceeded to the spot, and gave to the first defendant the unoccupied piece of ground marked A.

J 4. Under the above circumstances, the supplemautal dafenlants pray the Coart to dismiss the
;plainﬁﬂ"s claim, and to order the costs incurred by them to be paid by the plaintiff.
: R (Signed) W. McQUIIAE, : f
: 4 Acting Collector, i '
. | 7
3 ) o . Excrosurs No. 3.—Flan, : "
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d on the usual terms::

e

COE T -
_ The Draft Answer is approved, and the defence of the suit ganctione
‘ ’ (True Copies and Extract.) . “
' (Signed) A. MACGREGOR,

o

-

!
{
? 3 { * Acting Secretary. !
) ‘, ! . ;;';1
' ) 3
! L3 . 3 . - R N :'
To the Acting Collector of the Kistna district. , .
TS
Copy to the Accountant General. ) . o
v e -y - ‘ o
) Q i . . . 1
e e e e e e i . . .—.' "\é
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: Exd. J. Wright.
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‘b ‘ A : . No. 7,935 AR 5
\ ProcrEprNas OF THE Boszp OF RCVENTE, dated 7th November 1868, - 4 (
. Real the. {oilowing letter from W. McQUHAE, Lsi, Acting Collector of the Kistna district, to the i '
. Acting Sceretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Dindi, in Rgpa.lli talook, 26th October 1868, }
’ . . . No.311:— ~ ' -
' . 1 wave the honour to forward translation of & Plaint in Original Suit No.17 of 1868, filed agains€ J ‘ \
e in tha Drincipal Sudder Ameen's Court, at Masulipatam, by Panumurty Lakshmeepaty Shastruly, ~- ;}
: ¢, the ranovery of asam of Rupaes 1,509, beingz the mesne profits of an Inam in the village of Poruf, ¥
, ’ 11 Galivala talook, which was3 registered in his name under tho Procecdings of Govérnment, dated ‘ ‘
L R 7 // 4'h Janunry 1863, No. 8. - . \ h
e 1 e, - 9. Asthebistoryof the Inam is given, ab length, in the letter of the Inam Commissioner, dated : {
= \\ EeEL, N ? - % S 4 December 1861, No. 7 7, embodied in the said Proceedings, I consider it unnecessary to recapi~. d .
. ? 3 %e.gg g T v ) tulate it here. ’ ) R
Sga&y s & ] R\ ' . e -~ . -y
' £ & g o S cr 3. The [nam Commissioner issued a title-deed to the plaintiff for 2 Kutties == 3% Acres of land. f
DN ESnE e C :\a " o The title-deed is dated 10th September 1865. o E
2 B3 Sy ) i i
\ ® :.«-S & - ng % ~ }9 8 4. From the correspondence noted in the marzin, the Doard will observe that the Governmeqt o
B =] fad) o : . . . . 1t H > o,
P 28 i g 2 ‘: £ - [ ToBuard,2ird Febrary 1856, ¥o.66 declined to give the plaintiff tbe assessmont pmad kS
= B E=2 e s - % \. - 332??" P?{cii"ff"""mh March 1806, No. 1,823- by the ryots to Government 810C8 the Chahar- F
T e ' . 1Y R 5 Yottt “ [ . » ., N
\ 'E BEE3 2 % = Z 'g = X - ' Bard's Procs fgagﬁa}oluscles‘:?:;.; ,i‘ ;’5.2,'7“ of1965.  makul Zemindary reverted to Government 11 . \
\z\ :’%’ 2 ? % = s ? : N \ 1814, on the ground that the Inam which had nob 1 B
| =ERE B \\, "y been in possession of the plaintiff for period of fifty-seven years, was restored t0 bim as an ack ¢ 4F ‘ (;_ .
w X\ 5EE8g o i favour. A Y
S pE.g = N q 5. 1 think it wi ; y S
\ 7 B = ~ o A\ . I think it will be sufficient to answer— "1 ]
- < . i
\t’: ; % g o , E AN 3 N , (1.) That the Court has no jurisdiction to give pla.intiﬁ' tha land revenu® paid to Goverds ) :
% 5 5; 2 o ¢ 4 , \'(g\ ',;. , . ment previous to the enfranchisement of the Inam. \g ‘ - k-
5 B £38% . : g v /4_ \ , (2.) That tho claim 3 barred by the Statute of Limitations. = a3
L ,,;—-*" B “":‘ s T R i e - - RN g (3.) That the plaintiff had no legal right o the Inam, which was given t0 him by Gow‘rern-[ i $
E}/"’W d ‘ T . B ey T = SRS . ment as an actof favoir. s ‘ N ] 3
: - 6. The time for filing the answer will expire on 6th November, and an ex@ensxon of one month\x : - ‘
& . L , hag been applied for. R T
F : , — . o
E | . Excrosvee No. 1. ' 0 ) A i
: : Original Suit No.17 o/ 1668. ' N f
: To THE PRINCIPAL SchpER AMEEN'S Court OF A[AgULIPATA M- S
E .‘ ! Complaint prcfcrred by plaintiff Penamarti Lﬁkshmipati Sastruly, ofKojillepctah, ?ga1nst w. N ': ’
‘ ,. ¥ McQuliae, Keq., Acting Collector of the Kistna district, residing at hllﬁkflapu ! £ web I;la i a
[ ] ) Rarsn Apparavu Gare granted to my ansestors, in the year® 1713, two Kuttics 0 wet Vin ]
1 | o O 114 T kadasi 1and, in the villaze of Perur, appertaitied®® * s
’ G 11t T kadasi month Asbadha Suddam year Jays. pakota I’aragana, thus became our PTOPe:(:{:f . 2 -
i . A . eri 3
: ~anlwasenterelin the accounts of the Permancot Sottlement, if was enjoyed bY us for & ¥
: 100 years. “ t of thl P
v : . L. . s ar enjo ment OF ¥% 1
E . ‘ 5. T'rom the year 1810 the villazers paving irregularly mter.fe"ed with 9 or ;eim@gement
: Inam, an 1 tha Zemindary estato in which the o2 ;s situated baving bee 4o restore he Inam with
1 i - of Grvernmant, we prcscntcd to the Collector several Axzis roquestina dlfn d orders that dccisxoﬁ ’ ’
% { ';’ mesne profits, Oa some occasions the Collector accepted MY r?‘lucg’t' » 1152‘;(; that the Inam'shouldi .
: Y :‘m‘.l be given in my favour; and at last he jssued an Order inthe year ot
i /b2 given to me; but the 1and was not made over. 1 tho Board of B¢ puc on taes
{ . B 3. Thoagh 1 presenteld several Arzis azain to the Collector an¢ Jary estate reverted 10 Go-3 .
i : , £ 5 Cject, yet T waa not placed in possession of the Inam when the Zo% : i
Yurnment 3 . . C uector
j ) ) it in the year 1814 1838 the L0
' ! ! . : .. ) ) . " mCo ml 310001 .
i : ' 1', JThe Governmoent mquxrcd jnto this case throuoh tho Im:;oé to mntatiﬂe’ eed t0 ?f"; L
;':Cu mirel ing claim to Lo valid, anl jssued nnordon 0 Iaho:lld gsion of a0° | s
; { Nerog of laud forming the Inam ia disputes and directed 2 .
‘ ] . .- L ~ . =
1,. B
x; f [l , 2
L E . e
l’;’.\ | - |
. i : ‘g
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\ by means of a Decree from the Civil Courte. A title-decd, dated 16th September 1865, having been ‘ K -~ ,

V granted to me accordingly, on 91st December 1863, through the Inam Commissioner, I preferred
" complaints, in the Masulipatam District Munsiff's Coust, in Nos. 63 and 371 of 1365, anl obtained |
possession of the Inam land agreeably to the Decreces of the Court.
5. 'The Government declared my right to the Inam, but did not pay the past proceeds there of

. == - 3
. . ﬂ/’ P . b
\ , ) : /72:/ - 1869.(/7//’ N

which were collected by the Collector during the time the Inam was in dispute. After the title-deed l ' . o ’ E .
. was issued to me I presented a petition to pay the same but in vain. ) ! / . >, ‘ ﬂ \‘,I r h ﬂf %zﬁ zﬁne’
6. No fical Order of Government nor a certificate having been granted to me agreeably to the H | ’ '
!

"provisions of Razulation No. IV. of 1831, it was impracticable for me to seck redress in Courts, and M A D R A S; ) 4

’
T e at e et

while I was expecting for their final orders, an enfranchised title-deed was issued to me on 21st De- . :\ < % o

:+  cember 1863, which having cnabled me to sue in Courts, Inow prefer this complant for the recovery of '\I\ -% “ / 5 0 5B

mesne profits due to me. The Government have alrcady paid to me Rupees 101-4-8 on account of Q ) /: / . .
the proceeds of the Inam for Fusly 1274. At this data the proceeds of the Inam from the year 1844,in ' & r

which the Inam reverted to Government, to the end of the Fusly 1273, or -

tenty-one YEATS, S.ce oo s we e seewee e s i e e Rupees 2,127 2 0
Deduct proceeds not claimed from inability to pay Stamp duty... ... . 627 2 0

ProcreDINGS, 18T MAY 1869, No. 3,441%_

(e %

é‘“

o Remaindor claimed .0 e e e e, 1,500 0 0
1, therefore, pray the Court will be pleased to passa Decreo in my favour for the payment of the

- gaid sum by the defendant with interest and costs of the suit. I herewith present the title-deed |

- issued tome by the Inam Commissioner, and the Order of Government No. 8 of 1865. Iwill produce N
the remaining documcuts hereafter. ‘ '

5Py, s’ BH
Leceived 2.8~

[
il

(Signed) PENUMARTI LAKSHMIPATI SASTRULU. |

/4&5‘%%7\//’
)

. 12th September 1868. : - / ~
(True translation,) - :
. ) [
) (Signed) W. McQUHAE, t e
j Acting Collector . , MAY.
! - ' No. 3,412.
S , e Tae Answor pronaced hy tha finllectards sppraved - _ T‘ ) ’ .
. ‘ (True Copies and Extract.) ‘ ' g
, . i \ ‘ . wits—Nos. 468 of 1867 and 17 of 1868, on
(Signed) A. MACG‘,REGOR’ ot ﬂl;g of Karempudy District Munsift’s Court an ,
. ‘ Acting Secretary. i Masulipatam Principal Sudder Ameens Courby, |
To the Acting Collector of the Kistna district. _ . ‘ 4 respectively, in Kistna D.ist.nct,—Lettel‘S f(;-?m
c he A tant General ‘ ) ) o Collector reporting dismissal of, and forwar dmg
opy to the Accountd s oo - ' Co ' copies of Decrees and J udgn‘lents, submitted }0
. ‘ S ; Goveroment, 7 1LY E
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