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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
28th October 1869.

4

Read the following papers :—

No. 342. From the Secretary to the Government of India, Home Department,
' (Revenue,) to the Secretary to the Government of Fort Saint George,

x

T ax directed to forward a printed copy of the papers noted -in the marg,in"

the Chief Commissioner of Oudh, from the ] . ]
?OSecietz;tl-y to the Government of India, in the ©Of His Excellency in Couneil, you will

Foreign Department, No. 346, dated 30th have the goodness to report the extent

October 1863, . i 1
Fron the Juntor Sccretary to the Chicf Commis- t0 Which the custom known in Upper

 gioner of Oudh, No, 261, dated 28th January India as “ Dhar Dhoora” or ¢ Iladd
1869. Sikunderi” prevails and is acted on by
. the Courts in the Madras Presidency,
2. Iam also directed to request an expression of the opinion of His Excel-
lency in Council as to whether logislation would be desirable for the abolition of -

a rulo which, to the Government of Indis, seems hardly consistent with a state of

society in which permanent proprietary rights in land are distinctly recognized,

" ForwaRDED to the Board of Revenus for report,

(Signed)  R. A. DALYELL,

15t September 1869. Acting Seere}fary to Government.

Vo )

No. 343.  From the Sub-Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to.the-Acting !
Secretary to Government, Révenue Department, dated Madras, 22nd ™

September 1869, No. 7,041.

WitH reference to the letter from the Secretary to the Government of India,
dated the 19th ultimo, and forwarded to the Board for report with your endorse-
ment of the 1st instant, I am directed to state that the custom of ¢ Dhar Dhoora”
does not prevail in the Madras Presidency, and that in dealing with the class of
cases referred to by the Government of India, the Courts are guided by the ordinary
principles of law.

No. 344. OrpER THEREON, 28th October 1869, No. 2,866.

OrDERED that the following letter
be despatched to the Government of -
India:—

(Here enter 23th October 1869, No. 2,867.)
(True Extract.)
(Signed)  R. A. DALYELL,
Acting Secretary to Government.

Miséella.neous.

To the Board of Revénue.

Txd, F. R. Bantleman.

. 1 T T 2 dated Simlay 19th August 1860, No. 467, (7 N o oo A
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and to request that, with the permission™ "’
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No. 345,
To

Tuoe SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMEN T op INDIA

I — ' Miscellaneous.

- U
" Reveyps DEPAR?IZ(E\'T) ‘
Forr Sarny GEORGE

281& Oca‘oéer 1869,

No, 2,367,

Hoyg DEPARTMEN’I‘

Str,~—Witp, reference o your Ietter
dated 19th August. 1869, No.

Dhoora” docs not prevail in the Madras Pres1dencjr aud that iy dealing wit], the
class of cases referred to by the Government of India, the Courts gre guided by the -

“ordinary principles of law,

Exd. F. R. Bantleman,

Ihave the honoyy to be
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(Signed) g, 4 bALrprg, - .

~

, Actmg Secretary to Govemmmt RN "\
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s I ke Right How’ble Sir Joux Lamp Mam Lawresce, Dr., G.
Bo lis Ezceliency the ugzr iceroy and Governor General of Ludia. ’

C.B, G.CS.I,

The petition of Hoolas Sing and Tiluk Sing,

lumberdars and proprietors of Mouz

ah Nussowlee, Per-

gunnah Suromun Nuggur, Tehs

ecl Shahabad, Zilluh

1lurdui, in the Provinee of Qudh,

Most nrusLY sHEWETH,—That your petitioners have sulfered substantial damage, and are
: ! " with a_large family literally driven to starvation and beggary by an er-parte decision of the
\ : < Tinancial Commissioner passed in review on the gxpphcat)on and arguments of M r..Bamster
Arrathoon, who appeared from the part of the .apphcan_ts. who bad lost their causc in all the

¢ lower Courts, and before the Financial Commissioner onginally on the 14th J uly 1866.

! N ‘ Financial Commissioner has based bis flecision on review i1_1 _petitione.r’s case, ag
; he stz’llllé:ti,?;%cfrd.mcc with the deposition of '.I‘iluk Sing, one of your petitioners, given in the
case of the plaintifl in this case and the zemindar of Dharapoor, whose case was ﬂmﬂqgous
to that of petitioner’s cause, although he states that he.however concefles 'thqt the expedlcncy
of the law may be doubtful. ]_3ut the sm_a]_Iest attention and reﬂec(:n?n Evﬂl show that it
oy o is not only opposed to Tiluk Sing’s deposition, as well as to the decision in that case, but is
obnoxious to law, equity, custom, and all jurisprudence.

L. i That the Finaneial Commissioner has been misled into this grave error by Mr. Barrister
o Arrathoon misinterpreting the @pogiti()_n of Tiluk Sing, petitioner, which in that case was
Y in vernacular, and misconstructing its intention, would bave been made manifest had your
{ : petitioners not been denicd a hearing and explanation repeatedly solicited.

That the Financial Commissioner’s conclusions are erroneous, may be gathered from the
fact that the plaintiil in this case claimed a large tract of land belongmg to the zemindars of
b . Dharapoor which became scparated from their village without destroying the identity of the
RS = > - land by the river leaving its original channcl and flowing into anotler, or by a fresh passage,
- . in which case Tiluk, one of your petitioners, in giving evidence from the part of the zemindars
{ of Dharapoor as to custom, stated that the usage of Dhur Dhow_r;'; was in vogue “whether the
whole or a part of a village only was cut aw.uy,”.and the declslog arrived at n that case was
e J . - . : that the possession of the zemindars was maintained in accordance with Regulation XI. of 1823,
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[ and letter of the Secretary, Chief Commissioner, Oudh, No. 2228, dated 31st July 1863, to
Commissioner, Khyrabad, and the custom of the country as ascertained by local enquiry,
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—~——

That Tiluk Sing never meant to contradict the custom of the

country as ascertained hy

local enguiry but to support it, and never meant to say that the main stream should be the

boundary ; that what be simply meant was that the custom of Dha

r Dhowra did prevail in

regard to portions of landas well as to whole villages gradually cut away by the river, and not
=

at if a large tract of land became severed or intersoct?d by the rive1: bre
(tlle;;:r:)f;;l (::r?md preventing the identity of the land, in which case it

aking through without
ould not by any logic be

——— N

considered an increment of the village to which it became attached.

That the eircumstances of petitioners’ case and that of Mouzah Dharnpqo'r were identical,
and the decisions in both should have been the sume, inasmuch as the decision governs Pro-

prietary right to the land. - 3 o

That independently of the conflicting decmons_notlccd in the two cases
the misconstruction of evidence and misrepresentation, the proceedings are
law, inasmuch as—1s?, the Procedure Act allows but two appeals—one regular

brought about by
alike contrary fo
and one special—

5 in the present case a third appeal was preferred and dismissed after bearing by the
‘ ;. ‘fﬁ,ﬁﬁi ]lnc()minissioﬂ er; 2ad, that under Scetion 372, a special appeal can only be heard on

A

points of law not on matters of fact, but the Firancial Commissioner has roversed the judg-

the lower Court on matters of fact, not of law; 3rd, after admissi
f:.l ent;ororivié?v a day should have been fixed for allowing the respondent to
ﬂl]‘;n ju doment should not be set aside as laid down in Section 330; 44,
E=}

on of an applica.
show caugse why
when petitioners

came to the knowledge of the result of the decision in review, and m

ade application for a review,

e

it was, contrary to Section 879, rejected by the Officiating Financial Commissioner, who had no

jurisdiction, without any day for hearing being fixed; 674, when petitioners made a second
';?)p]ication,fvl‘ review, it was similarly rejected contrary to Section 377, '

The confidence of people in the administration of the Revenue Department is completely
shaken Ly the numerous conflicting decisions in cases volving the same points of law or
custom, the disregard of the law of procedure and want of some fixed rule in revenue, judicial

4 SEEa TR, : ntt rInees.
awards and investigations as in the Regulation Provinees.

: rresent system the District Officers declare in open Court that they are-
’ . Sool[('zl;z}?sataggdglltgié ;Zcordin{g to the dictates of their w.ill, and do not require to be ppipted
. ' law or recedents, while the highest Appellate Court in some cases declares its unwilling-
' o ‘;Wintelj):fere with the concurrent decisions of two lower Courts, however erroneous on points
::t? slaslwoor opposcd to the record on matters of fuct, and in some instances that the lasy lays down
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* Lut two appeals o .
i appeals from original decisions, and will not therefure listen {0 a third wlich the Court
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1 y 48 » -
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some instances a date ix fixe i
of the pacts o:;}!:ﬁ]:‘. ftx-:‘l for the hearine of an appeal or application of review in pre-ence
of argament s Lot i‘n El(’)s!, in f)tb(-rﬁ.lllpy' are rummarily rejected st home without opportunity
a5 Yrd o i R Sn.‘echb}‘g pemnts of fact in special appeal are not allowed to b re-opett
That your pegt £%; 10 cthers it is, ag in the present (ase,

bi.rsﬂf‘;al’zi[t)i:f"ii}l‘ec(‘lx:w i»n }\'hivh deposition of Tiluk Sil’g’. O”,_?,q Of[.,eyf(:)‘:
1 of either of the J{ ;‘.X}],mé»\unf-r, and the case of your ]-w-l.xi“?mx rience, in
¥ be done them, for ki ourts, or o sume oflicer of Jubict eape ,

¢m, for which petitioners will ever pray.
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viver. The Commissioner, lowever, expressed his concmrence with Mr. Kavanagh. IIe
recorded his opinion that, were such a change in the dircetion of the river to cause changes of
proprietary right, many fraudulent attempts to change the river’s course might be made. 1le
eoncluded by directing that  the question of proprietary right will however be finally decided
by the scttlement department, but ihe village boundaries must remain as laid down by Mr.
Kavanagh.” - ‘ ‘

On the 14{h July 1866, the Financial Commissioner (Mr. Davies) in special appeal saw
no reason to interfere with the order of the Commissioner.

On the 16th idem (or two days after the passing of the order), the special appellant applied
for review. On the 17th proceedings were called for, and on their receipt the Financiul Com-
missioner directed that respondents be summoned. ‘ :

On the 5th September 1866, the respondents filed their objections in writing., Afler
this there was some delay pending the receipt of papers called for by the Financial
Commissioner.

On the 16th March 1867, the respondents were summoned for the 5th April, and on the
5th April 1867 the Yinancial Commissioner (Mr. Davies) recorded the following order :—

“« Special Respondents,”
Absent.

'

5¢ Special Appellants,”
Present by Mr. Arrathoon.

¢ This case has been carefully reviewed.”
¢« The Financial Commissioner now considers his order affirming those of the lower Courts

incorrect.”
«The Jower Courts decreed against Bulbhudder Sing, on the ground that the custom

maintaining the main stream as the boundary between estates is a bad one.  Itis to be observed,
Lowever, that this custom is expressly maintained by Section 2 of Regulution XI. of 1835,
The Financial Commissioner, however, concedes that the expedieney of the law may be doubtful.
But in the present case no re_ference to any general custom neec} anise, for it is ciearly proved
by the deposition of Tiluk Sing, &e., (parties to the present suit) that when it suited their pur-
pose they gave the strongest evidence 1 aflirmation of the main stream being the boundary,
The Financial Commissioner therefore cannot admit them to plead that no such rule exists, or
that it is a bad one. Their evidence was most distinet and is fatal to their claims on the land
in dispute.”’

«The orders of the lower Appellate QOm'ts are reversed, and the land shown in the sketch
made by Mr. Kavanagh wi}l be incl_uded in the vﬂlagfz area of Mouzah Ifurunkowda as the
property of Bulbhudder Sing, special appc]l.m?b, and it will not re-open to the special re-
spondents to claim the proprietary rights again., The expense of altering the maps, &e., will be

defrayed by Bulbhuddur Smg.”

On the 17th April, Mr. Davies rejected an application by Iloclas 8ing and Tiluk Sing for
review, and on the 10th Scptember 1867 Colqnel Barrow (Officiating Financial Commissioner)
rejected a second application by the same parties. .

With reference to the petition of Iloolas Sing and Tiluk Sing to Iis Excellency the Gov-
appears unnceessary to notice more than the assertions to .Which "attention has
been drawn in the letler of the Foreign Secretary.  As regards the first point, it is true that the
Fipancial Commissioner passed this order in review 1n the absence of' the petitioners, but not
antil they bad been duly summoned and had fa}led to attend. With refer_encc to the sccond
point it may be observed that the eﬁ'ect_, of: a previous statement by a party directly contrary to
the allegations madein a subsequeI}t suit, is a question of law rather ) thm_x of fact, and even
were it not so, the Financial Commissioner has, under Government Notification No. 4325, dated
6th August 1861 (which appears to have es'caped notice), a}xthorlty to review the orders of the
Courts subordinate to him on questions of fact as well as of law.

ernor General, it

L. BARROW,
Financial Commissioner, Qudh.

Dated the 11th March 1869.
Demi-official from—1, S. SETON-KARR, Esq., Secy. to the Govt. of India, Foreign Dept.,
To—The Chief Commissioner of Oudh.
Your letter of the 26th of January last, regarding the review of judgment in the case
of Ioolas and Tiluk Sing, was fully considered in Council yesterday.
ncy in Council that no ervor or absolute irregularity was

Tt was the opinion of IIis Excelle 1 .
2 d that, strictly speaking, there was no ground for any

to be discoverced in the proceedings, an

interference.
But it was also felt that it would have been much betler had the original decision been

adhered to, and that the custom which is found to exist regarding the stream, which remains as the
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viver. The Commissioner, lowever, expressed his concmrence with Mr. Kavanagh. IIe
recorded his opinion that, were such a change in the dircetion of the river to cause changes of
proprietary right, many fraudulent attempts to change the river’s course might be made. 1le
eoncluded by directing that  the question of proprietary right will however be finally decided
by the scttlement department, but ihe village boundaries must remain as laid down by Mr.
Kavanagh.” - ‘ ‘

On the 14{h July 1866, the Financial Commissioner (Mr. Davies) in special appeal saw
no reason to interfere with the order of the Commissioner.

On the 16th idem (or two days after the passing of the order), the special appellant applied
for review. On the 17th proceedings were called for, and on their receipt the Financiul Com-
missioner directed that respondents be summoned. ‘ :

On the 5th September 1866, the respondents filed their objections in writing., Afler
this there was some delay pending the receipt of papers called for by the Financial
Commissioner.

On the 16th March 1867, the respondents were summoned for the 5th April, and on the
5th April 1867 the Yinancial Commissioner (Mr. Davies) recorded the following order :—

“« Special Respondents,”
Absent.

'

5¢ Special Appellants,”
Present by Mr. Arrathoon.

¢ This case has been carefully reviewed.”
¢« The Financial Commissioner now considers his order affirming those of the lower Courts

incorrect.”
«The Jower Courts decreed against Bulbhudder Sing, on the ground that the custom

maintaining the main stream as the boundary between estates is a bad one.  Itis to be observed,
Lowever, that this custom is expressly maintained by Section 2 of Regulution XI. of 1835,
The Financial Commissioner, however, concedes that the expedieney of the law may be doubtful.
But in the present case no re_ference to any general custom neec} anise, for it is ciearly proved
by the deposition of Tiluk Sing, &e., (parties to the present suit) that when it suited their pur-
pose they gave the strongest evidence 1 aflirmation of the main stream being the boundary,
The Financial Commissioner therefore cannot admit them to plead that no such rule exists, or
that it is a bad one. Their evidence was most distinet and is fatal to their claims on the land
in dispute.”’

«The orders of the lower Appellate QOm'ts are reversed, and the land shown in the sketch
made by Mr. Kavanagh wi}l be incl_uded in the vﬂlagfz area of Mouzah Ifurunkowda as the
property of Bulbhudder Sing, special appc]l.m?b, and it will not re-open to the special re-
spondents to claim the proprietary rights again., The expense of altering the maps, &e., will be

defrayed by Bulbhuddur Smg.”

On the 17th April, Mr. Davies rejected an application by Iloclas 8ing and Tiluk Sing for
review, and on the 10th Scptember 1867 Colqnel Barrow (Officiating Financial Commissioner)
rejected a second application by the same parties. .

With reference to the petition of Iloolas Sing and Tiluk Sing to Iis Excellency the Gov-
appears unnceessary to notice more than the assertions to .Which "attention has
been drawn in the letler of the Foreign Secretary.  As regards the first point, it is true that the
Fipancial Commissioner passed this order in review 1n the absence of' the petitioners, but not
antil they bad been duly summoned and had fa}led to attend. With refer_encc to the sccond
point it may be observed that the eﬁ'ect_, of: a previous statement by a party directly contrary to
the allegations madein a subsequeI}t suit, is a question of law rather ) thm_x of fact, and even
were it not so, the Financial Commissioner has, under Government Notification No. 4325, dated
6th August 1861 (which appears to have es'caped notice), a}xthorlty to review the orders of the
Courts subordinate to him on questions of fact as well as of law.

ernor General, it

L. BARROW,
Financial Commissioner, Qudh.

Dated the 11th March 1869.
Demi-official from—1, S. SETON-KARR, Esq., Secy. to the Govt. of India, Foreign Dept.,
To—The Chief Commissioner of Oudh.
Your letter of the 26th of January last, regarding the review of judgment in the case
of Ioolas and Tiluk Sing, was fully considered in Council yesterday.
ncy in Council that no ervor or absolute irregularity was

Tt was the opinion of IIis Excelle 1 .
2 d that, strictly speaking, there was no ground for any

to be discoverced in the proceedings, an

interference.
But it was also felt that it would have been much betler had the original decision been

adhered to, and that the custom which is found to exist regarding the stream, which remains as the
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: 1 igina i is ty Commissioner and
. The suit was originally decided by the Assistant and Deputy |
:ﬁg ((J}o%g:rlr?issionl)r in accord, in favor of appellant (lefendant}, on the ground that the land

had not lost its identity. , , \

b issi iewi 2 i g C i av f res Ondent
U NS X the Cﬂmmlssloner reviewing hls ()r(lel' df'(;l(led n fﬁ\ or O P -

( ] iSib)eqmnﬂy, » : i re iq tl bsol bou o s
I ant ﬁ 2 on mle =] Elnl H G t ) t ce I'[I:FE es

) . . - : e :
on opposite banks, instancing cases where the proprictary right in several whole villages to

gether had Deen transferred under this rule.

Desirous of ascertaining, if possible, the fixed local m}sltlom, ’ghe I‘&nar;iml Cé)mfxtl‘lssmng;.
Jirected an cnquiry along the river, which has been carefully made under e 1nstructions
directed an ¢ ors of Lucknow, Khyrabad, and Fyzabad. The result is that no wniform custom
jr,he Com{mbslom ;»t as re(rard’s the Fyzabad District where (with 1"ew excephon§) the main
i esmbl}bhc : ?TXCiZI‘d “13 the boundary. From the districts of Baraitch and Durriabad, which
stream m'rec*r;,_}, " n'h\rcr‘ ihe rule is relaxed ; and the more usual custom 1is t!mt where (',he land
e Bigher 1D 'tl:nt ‘u;d capable of identification, posses:ion an_d ownership are not disturbed.
T Of- Son-}cefri?n tlu’z écctapore District shows that, whilst there is no fixed usage “the Diar
The repor <tom refers to land gradually cut away by the river, but when by a sudden change
Dhovrs, or owrse a consideralle portion of an estate is eut away, though leaving the indentity
in the riv orl L(.)llé'{r such~ ortion would remain in possession of he person fr9nx wh0<e.estute the
of thgoiazéolf pi'u,ze Inpfact, the custom is identical with the law as laid down in clauses
recessl k place. :

1 and 2, section IV, Regulation XL. of 182 5.7

In forwarding the rcports, the Commissioner of IJ‘u?kﬂf?Y Ob'Sl(il":rCPS Sﬂlﬂt hﬁl COflSlgers

his first docision was correct. - “In the Nowabee, few vi agers would - venture
that this oud stream without a chance of being opposed by the zemindars on the opposite
across the blﬁ‘.‘ htat‘e of things having changed, I do not sce why land should change owners
bmik’.:)r:l}f ctirc].infstance% 50 lc;ang as it is recognizable as a portion of land belonging to a
under

. K 3
certain village.

. . sl - that {his opinion is borne out by the information
The F“‘m’c“‘l,qmﬁ{:’eﬁblzg ei: bfﬁ? %Sretvailing cuétom, and coincides with the esisting law.
which has been 1m{1ms~asoﬂ During the course of the regular settlement, the customs mutually
1t is also agrecable 0:; <illaces will be recorded, and will afford a rule for the decision of
agreed upon by OPPOMthe resent case, the Financial Commissioner considers that there can be
future disputes. 1n Fd‘Pn', ta custom .snd law the title of the appellant (defendant) to
na.duul:lb bu}j.. t:;n}:brl?m";“the gubjcct of the present swmt;” should De maintained. ACCOTleg]y,
the land, whi¢

2 of fhe Commissioner of Luckuow, dated 22nd June 1861, is reversed, and that
ision 0
gf}etgzuls‘.;th April 1864 confirmed,

R. H., DAVIES,
Financial Commissioner, Oudk,

ﬁo. 13906, dated Lucknow, the 6th July 1805.
Cory forwarded fo the Commissioner, Tyzabad Division, for information.

R. H. DAVIES,
Financial Commissioner, Oudh.

Jeposition of TILEK SING and Povte Sixc, lamberdars of Mouzah Nussowlee,
the depos ending in Financial Commissioner's Court against them from

) w
referred 1o the case 20w 01 Pebruary 1560,

Chowdy BULBUUDVUE Siva,

a4 custom invariably prevails in this part of the country among

Staro that the D};“QC?EZ‘E}}&ZC;% a wholeyvglage be eut aw]‘:xy, or only a porti%n of igf
the parties, ‘“}d 1tbml,'thin their memory, the river had reccded from Mouzah Dhampoor. to-
Long before this, bul‘f‘? (l)WG 1 close to Jumboora; and the land thus increased to the east joined
wardg the west, an 1 was taken possession of by the lumberdar of that village. Subse-
to Mouzal D}““""’PO“EI an pearly 12 years ago, the river changed its course, and began to flow
quently again on & suclegr; lse only 100 beegabs to that village and cutting away the whole of
gose ;ﬁ,uﬁ: ?rﬁ:—":’r%rhi«‘-]\ cé_’nsequéuuy fell into the pusscssion of Bullhuddur Sing, and 1s

e yeme I ) ’

still in his possession, &e., &e.
fTecralal Putwarry corrvborates the above,
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No. 3 or 1801,
Zdlak Durriadad.
I e " Appellant,
tersus

Rajah Soorulkinet Sin g

Shere Bahadoor Sine
© oo Respondead.

A{)?}Pala a' sf t/c [ 2 r 0 ’ " Z }Jf ~n 13
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/ a’ll I ¢ ;i 4 rin '
[AJ d';f ; o ,],‘,?)D/) y .l” Al ). )1l~l.\'l())8, (alet - ;HZ :}NNC 21 K, erer§til
LA ! e/ ’ ( ') ’I"(l] " ; an "‘:[(l 't(l l‘l‘ t‘l‘/ ] ;ch‘ ( 1‘):/ e

Turs is an §

.. n lmpO!’t:m(, S T . .
thn limits of Propertics :I"t:lﬁ;tn;«l the px.‘xnmp]e which shall covern its Jocision will reculate
carcfully treated, el on ether Lank of the Gogra. It should therefure be most

The Commies;
. Sslone n .
which has heen lo:;;,’ 1(1;‘511&S decided that the appellant shall lose a considerable extent of land

divides this land from tlu?ro(?}m_rty’ because the main streami of the Gogra has changed, and now
‘ It lb ot an uncominon ilr property of .“’0 appellant on the right bauk,

a certain extent; but yud w»t«.m‘ on the rivers of Tndia that this rule should be fullowed o

er our Government it has srenerally been limited by the reservation,

that when t1,
’ e land is ent gway
Property shall not Le dibtu‘i‘{f{}( in a for capable of identification by the owner, the right of

The Commiasioner L

an s quote ™ s N
ant ulso qQuotes three noted a singla prevedent as the round of his docision. The appel-

considers reeedents Lavors : isst
”1::‘1“3:[‘1’ that some of f{\wc ;it’;:_{i‘\k‘fft&blc to his own cauce; but the inancial Commisstoner
ocal cus . . . R 1l . oy : e B ol
custom and of jtg deliborate o much weight in {he absence of any verification ©
h ]rll‘hc Gogra passes throyel ]‘l ¢ recoznition Ly the highest judi-ial authority.
shou ined! Ty Thot vl - C s 1
Propr(ict])e mstituted in egol («:n\(e l\l.'v‘“}"“]: Lucknow and I'yzabad Divisions. An enquiry
arv X ach concernin . Sya 0 : or
river {'V right of land eng gy iy :l:'” N thc[u[ht”m which is generally admitted to govers :} N
N 23 CODY ¢ : . 0 Wwoseparale : A, - . apdt 1¢
cawsing thelt ok LS minute will be o Lt the G brought up Ly the changes or wctich O o
troni3 the necessary investivation ¢ it £ the Commisisners concerned, in view to theft
rastworthy nat; Y. stization o bhe mul . . ! lepute &
the Comn, hative ofliciul to conduet i1, ] fomade. It will be advisable pro]'ubl_v to depute
@ i _ usstoners 5h0llld state the: . n'furmJu“g- N']V'l'li of the r(-<|l“: of the (-u:llm‘);
uture disputes. < e own oping i
\f the U epinion eoncerntg the rele to Le adopt
4 e best the ) T
! . ocal eusfom s
::lo th‘i, Financial Cnmmisx‘on)p]rl ‘:latmq" nade of settlement, It has fregnently oceurre
own dentifie s S ol " the ¢ i . . o lui
¥ sclentific survey ag tg be et Ill the exact river boundary of each estate were ¢ Lo
arable, with the aid of permanent beneh marks and pillars

in the hioh L
o an (»f sub-o
of the stres 2 ~queut veritoat; :
stream, the limits of Mouzy] tication, then however wreat the shiftings and \':lg‘mﬁs
2 e

settlo r
e T e e g 3 T S ST LG i
. H X . ¥ v ‘ . . ‘ . ‘(
bortu‘?; it could be r'ﬁxl‘]wll ‘;n:h ? Iunl}trc;un were lw'} Zonii::n’lnm:n‘l‘l‘“ :.‘ :l:':l‘l‘:)lll'n.:l(:r’y o
c;lubhahments, would answ ,'-L.m’d h"r, ever,  Whether this 'Y'IC'(‘ ‘;"“” e t,n-ccnt siate of oot
snggistiou. SWCT 10 practice, ig very uucertuiu; n%u‘l i{ 1: rcl{-rl‘lt“l to only by way ©
‘til the reports of jaai
appeal must lie osl/el‘, but ttl?g Com”“‘*mners above called for are received, the decision of thi

Pos<ession of AR
of the appellant wust be maintained.

R. . DAVIES,
Financial Commixsioner, Oudk.
No. 198
0. 108, dated Fyy
Trom—7, Carxzey, Fsq o
e 1) e . g
To—The Commiesioney of

N abad, the 10th June 1563,
Sttlement Otficer, Fyzabad,

Wit referen ol the 1'\ zabad ])i“i\i‘)n_
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of which reaped the crop referred to, and having the well-establiched eustom of
the main channel being the boundary before them, the losets did not even seek
to recover the land though they got a remission of revenue,

(Q;Ld.—-Jfozc:a/a Neaanwa.—Ten or twelve years ago, about 2,200 beegabs of land wus trans-
ferred by the river from this to the Gonda. Side 0 little Jand was left here that in
1264 F. the village wus assessed at Bs. 11 only, and in 1266 I that disappeared

also. The proprietors knowing well the local custom made no claim for the land

trans-Gogra.

©'3. The same rule existed all along the river till Pergunnah Umsin is reached, with this

special feature, however, that the moujha on both banks of the river immediz_ltely helow and

opposite the town of Fyzabad was always beld as nuzool land, and the collections were made
here whether the land was on one side of the river or on the other.

4. In Pergunnah Umsin, the old custom was the same as that above deseribed, iz, the
main stream was the boundary; but it appears th:}t When_the Goruckpoor Settlement under
Act IX. of 1583 wus being made, a novelly in practice was introduced.

5. When Goruckpoor was cede_d by Oudh fto the 'Briti:sh quernm.ent, it 1s s.a'ld that
Begumgunge and the neighbouring villages were five or §IX nfnk:g d1§tant from t}xe river, and
all the intervening land of course belouged to the zemindars of th}s ;:ule. T_hc river, whether
raduadly or not I cannot say, then changed its course, and all ih.m intervening land aob sepa-
?atcd from this side by the main stream; but the zemindars of this S{de, notwithstanding every
effort of the Raja of Amorah (Z_xlluh Gorucl.;poor) to enforce the main stream custom, success-
fully opposed him, and maintained possession. When the settlement above referred to came

med the land, and alter much correspondence between the British

ade, both parties clai :
;?It]{xeo;?trites and thg Oudh Durbar it was finally arranged that a portion of the land should be

-esume as increment, with the Raja named, while a greater portion of the land was
thgg% \IviI;;ixethe owners of four of our Fyzg.bnd mehals, who thenceforth paid revenue to the
Dritish Government for such land in Zilluh Goruckpoor.

G. Here we have the main stream boundary system completely set aside, although it is
otill affirmed to have Leen the custom of that day, and was pleaded by the Raja but in vain,
Notwithstanding the above decision, the Extra Assistant reports tb:}t the} subsequent custom
was to make the main stream the boundary, but he has quoted no case mﬂpomb. Hae also states
the same custom tohave prevailed throughout all the Pergunnahs of the I yzabad and Akberpoor

Tehseels.

Jate ujha land o A L I
%\izﬁiﬁtﬁ;(olai}tl}elrﬂ)z«ﬁ]x, 2 {alookdar of this District, as pertaning to his village just named, and
as beinz on the right Lank of the main stream. DBy cnquiry it was ascertained that the

% 3n question, 5,260 beegahs, had been settled at Rs. 300 under Act 1X. of 1833 with the
mowjha 13,4 -~ atates had been confiscated and conferred on the Raja of Bansee for

: £ Nu(‘r()‘el‘ whOSe e : :
5_2.1“8 ogvicesooTl’w Collector of Goruckpoor quoted the case of Begumgunge as one in point,
q} jlmtifyin.".' the sfatus quob intained, zic., that the Bansce Raja should retain posses-
a» i k

elng mil e .
: venue of land in the Fyzabad District by well-established local custom into
s;(m’(}al-lli'l'vgrtzi%f:eel. Tut the two cases are not in point. In the ove case, the land is on
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o i ther case, the lan : .
thereforc, in the oLher Cass, ot made with the Raja of Bunsce or with Malick Hydaet Hosen.

to the revenue, be the settleme : or
8. Tn the Assoopoor %% Major Evans, Deputy Commissioner, recommended that the
. 1 as belopging to Mouzah Assoopoor, on the main stream principle; but

sidere

];:nd glzggilﬁo‘ig; l(on the 15th March 1860, No. 599, over-ruled this, and, in support of the
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9. Tbes to inform you that after I had dr{lf‘t)ecl the above.rcmarks I address.ed the Col-
lector of Goruckpoor and the Commissioner of Benares, begging to be favored with a perusal
of any corre<poudence or proceedings that might throw light on the adjustments made when
the Coruckpoor settlement was bemng can:wd on; but although nefn'ly a month has expired,

ly from either oflicer, and as your docket No. 191 of the 9th instant,

I have not received & rep . :
enc‘;‘osinﬂ' a0 urecnt reminder from the Financial Commissioner, has this day reached me, I can
sing o

detain the reference no longer
10. With such information,
of the enquiry as fullows :— |
1st.~Where the land on Loth sides of the Gogra f(as far as relates to Zillah Fyzalad)
belonged to Oudh, the mun stream has always been the boundary,
]

thercfore, as I now have before me, I summarize the result

e s Qs 1859, in which o deeision was glven cuntrary to thia, cﬁstom. N
777 But a case ocourte : ' . ‘
f Mowzah Assoopoor, Pergunnah Tanda, which was claimed Ly

d is on the Fyzabad side of the river, and Fyzabad isentitled -
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Zid~~When Gorackpoor belonged to Oudb, the same rule prevailed, for then also the
land on both sides was of Oudh.

3rd~When Goruclipoor was ceded, influence with the Dritish authorities upset the old-
; established custom, and the muin stream principle was sct aside in at least the

, / two important cascs cited, .
“11, The enclosures of youwr docket No. 191, dated 9th instant, are herewith returned.

No. 552, dated 13th June 15G3.

Trom—TF. O. Maxyg, Esq., Commissioner of Fyzabad,
To—The Finaucial Commissioncer of Qudh.

I 1ave: the bonor to reply to your letter No. 297, dated 9nd February last, and to fi Lu_'msh
ihe result vi-the enquiry conducted in the Fyzabad District by Extra Assistant Commnissioner
Moonshee Nund Kishore through the Settlement Officer, Mr, Carnegy ; in the Goudah District
by the Deputy Commissioner, Major Ross, and in the Baraiteh District by Deputy Commissioner,
Mr, Anderson, on the custom which is generally admitted to govern the proprietary r ight of
land eut away or separated, or thrown up Ly the fluvial uetion of the river Gogra.

2. The result of Moonshee Nund Kishore’s enquiry proves in the most lmmi”'t“.keame
manner, that from the western boundary of the Fyzabad Distriet up to Pergunnah Umsin the
mam channel of the strcam has been the constant boundary hetween Fyzabad and G”Pdah
Districts, the land heing taken possession of as a matter of cowrse by the zemindars of the
village in frout of which it was thrown up, whether capable of identification or not, except as
regard the moujha land with river Lanks to the north of the town of Fyzabad, which bemgZ
nuzzool seems to have been reserved by Government for its own use on both bunks without
reference to the stream iteelf, ’

3. In Pergnnnah Umsins the same, eustom prevailed, but at Regulation IX. of 1833 Settle-
ment an exeeption was made; a larere tract of land had been cut aw ay from Oudh and went over
to the Gornekpoor Distriet, and the Oudi zewmindars retained possession. This was of course disput=
ed by the Goruckpoor zemindurs, and after some correspindence with the Oudh Ducbar the land
was divided, the Raja of Amorah, of Goruckpoor, getting a portion, and the Oudh zemindars
retuining the remainder but as malgoozars of the i)ntish 60\'crllrx1011t. This is a very .Clmous
case, the land retuined wwners Lut exchanged rulers. This as a measure sbill proving the
stream to be the real boundary, and this custom scems still to prevail both in that locality an
througheut all the peigunnahs of the Iyzabad ana Kh yrpoor Tehseels, L.

4. Mr. Carnegy quotes another ease of lund near Assoopoor which came up on this side
of the river, and wus settled with the Goruckpoor talookdar, the land remaining part of .the

Goruckpoor District. This is a mere ca~e, however, of might for But:, I consider
both these cases to be the exception, and that they should not be allo to affect the rule
which is found so universally to prevail, and which the peoplo themselves so well understand.
The land in front of Assoopuor should at ance be re-transferred to the Fyzabad District as recom-=

mended by Mr. Carnegy. )

5. Major Ross reports different customs to prevail on either bank as to the division Iof
lands thrown up; but I understand him to mean that the tream is the boundary between tho
villages on the two banks, except in cases when the villages on both banks belonged to the same
family or clan, °

6. Mr. Anderson from Baraitch reports differently.
when lands cut away by ariverina form capable of identification,
Such instances must, however, nuturally be very rare, and he achnow
always Leen followed, although opinion is in favor of it. 1le yuotes inst
25 villoges at a time changed banks, ;

7. My own experience tells me generally that on the Ganges, Jumna and ?therh'f; ‘;?;nsé
like the Gogra, the custom varies not only in different rivers  but Hil‘ : " Land
pérgunnabs, and even, as in Gondah, in different villages and clusters of VI d%&?Lﬂﬂ
1s by no means dependeut on identification of the land uatil regular scttlumcx:'.im i s
affected by increment and decrement must always remain uunder seme W iluu{e s

rightful ownership, but at regular gettlement in the Wapboolurz of each village i‘: whether
invariably inerted by econsent of the . zemindars describing whab the cubton.lt hz,xce seitled
Dihar Dhinora or War-par, aud lands aflected Ly (he fluvial action of th.e river f're f“l qun appeal
accordingly.  There can then Le no dispute Letween villages on oppostte l,anl\ls; :re ;oncel'uC(I,
to the settlement papers at once determines the poiut of ownership as far as they e of
and I eonsider this is fur better than to attempt Jaying down any onc rule f‘or a“f\er with a
for a river, or even for a pergunnah,  An islaud thrown up in the middle ¢ ° tltllcd 4s a pew
stream on either side not fordable Leeomes the property of Gos crument, and i3 €€

ming right.
wed

I1¢ says his cnquiries prove that
* the title is not disturbed.
ledges the rale has not
apces in which 40 and

¢ only are

1g of villages onty
T believe it ta

mehal.
panks, 1D

8. The above record would so far devide the case when porﬁ(():l
affected, but when whole villages or clusters of villages bodily change
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be the enstom for the ownership to rerznin nnimpaired, but net always so. Sueh cases should
_always form the subject for separate report, as materially affect the interest of Goverument,
. A great injustive has been manifestly done to the talwkdar of Rampoor as described by
-Deputy Commissioner of Darailch, and such a proceeding it only covered by the extracrdinary !

i

\
'

circamstances of the times. .
s in which by extraordinary action

9, There remains then to be disposed of only those eases
of the river portion of villages were cut away, ‘Wluuh al time of scwumcut were nowhers
near the river, and for which no condition or provision has heea recorded in the Wajiboolurz.  To
cuard against such an event the enly possible precaution is to enter a clause in the Waji- ;
] of what the eustom should be in cases of alluvian and diluvian in all villages for a

PRMRELEN

boolurz ¢ . } ! ;
Dreadth of five or six miles on each side of the river.

10, If I may be allowed to offer an opinion in the case nader appeal, T should decidedly

“say that the land belongs, according to the prevailing and general custom, as far as it has
Litherto heen ascertained, to the village in front of which it now lies, viz., {o the Thakour:

B

Shere Bahadour of Gondah. N
f o M 1 .
11. The plan proposed by (you of laying down the exact river boundary of each estate

* soems 10 me to be impructieable, and I think it would not meet the several difficultics which”

.are liable to present themselves in such varied form. \
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Zid~~When Gorackpoor belonged to Oudb, the same rule prevailed, for then also the
land on both sides was of Oudh.

3rd~When Goruclipoor was ceded, influence with the Dritish authorities upset the old-
; established custom, and the muin stream principle was sct aside in at least the

, / two important cascs cited, .
“11, The enclosures of youwr docket No. 191, dated 9th instant, are herewith returned.

No. 552, dated 13th June 15G3.

Trom—TF. O. Maxyg, Esq., Commissioner of Fyzabad,
To—The Finaucial Commissioncer of Qudh.

I 1ave: the bonor to reply to your letter No. 297, dated 9nd February last, and to fi Lu_'msh
ihe result vi-the enquiry conducted in the Fyzabad District by Extra Assistant Commnissioner
Moonshee Nund Kishore through the Settlement Officer, Mr, Carnegy ; in the Goudah District
by the Deputy Commissioner, Major Ross, and in the Baraiteh District by Deputy Commissioner,
Mr, Anderson, on the custom which is generally admitted to govern the proprietary r ight of
land eut away or separated, or thrown up Ly the fluvial uetion of the river Gogra.

2. The result of Moonshee Nund Kishore’s enquiry proves in the most lmmi”'t“.keame
manner, that from the western boundary of the Fyzabad Distriet up to Pergunnah Umsin the
mam channel of the strcam has been the constant boundary hetween Fyzabad and G”Pdah
Districts, the land heing taken possession of as a matter of cowrse by the zemindars of the
village in frout of which it was thrown up, whether capable of identification or not, except as
regard the moujha land with river Lanks to the north of the town of Fyzabad, which bemgZ
nuzzool seems to have been reserved by Government for its own use on both bunks without
reference to the stream iteelf, ’

3. In Pergnnnah Umsins the same, eustom prevailed, but at Regulation IX. of 1833 Settle-
ment an exeeption was made; a larere tract of land had been cut aw ay from Oudh and went over
to the Gornekpoor Distriet, and the Oudi zewmindars retained possession. This was of course disput=
ed by the Goruckpoor zemindurs, and after some correspindence with the Oudh Ducbar the land
was divided, the Raja of Amorah, of Goruckpoor, getting a portion, and the Oudh zemindars
retuining the remainder but as malgoozars of the i)ntish 60\'crllrx1011t. This is a very .Clmous
case, the land retuined wwners Lut exchanged rulers. This as a measure sbill proving the
stream to be the real boundary, and this custom scems still to prevail both in that locality an
througheut all the peigunnahs of the Iyzabad ana Kh yrpoor Tehseels, L.

4. Mr. Carnegy quotes another ease of lund near Assoopoor which came up on this side
of the river, and wus settled with the Goruckpoor talookdar, the land remaining part of .the

Goruckpoor District. This is a mere ca~e, however, of might for But:, I consider
both these cases to be the exception, and that they should not be allo to affect the rule
which is found so universally to prevail, and which the peoplo themselves so well understand.
The land in front of Assoopuor should at ance be re-transferred to the Fyzabad District as recom-=

mended by Mr. Carnegy. )

5. Major Ross reports different customs to prevail on either bank as to the division Iof
lands thrown up; but I understand him to mean that the tream is the boundary between tho
villages on the two banks, except in cases when the villages on both banks belonged to the same
family or clan, °

6. Mr. Anderson from Baraitch reports differently.
when lands cut away by ariverina form capable of identification,
Such instances must, however, nuturally be very rare, and he achnow
always Leen followed, although opinion is in favor of it. 1le yuotes inst
25 villoges at a time changed banks, ;

7. My own experience tells me generally that on the Ganges, Jumna and ?therh'f; ‘;?;nsé
like the Gogra, the custom varies not only in different rivers  but Hil‘ : " Land
pérgunnabs, and even, as in Gondah, in different villages and clusters of VI d%&?Lﬂﬂ
1s by no means dependeut on identification of the land uatil regular scttlumcx:'.im i s
affected by increment and decrement must always remain uunder seme W iluu{e s

rightful ownership, but at regular gettlement in the Wapboolurz of each village i‘: whether
invariably inerted by econsent of the . zemindars describing whab the cubton.lt hz,xce seitled
Dihar Dhinora or War-par, aud lands aflected Ly (he fluvial action of th.e river f're f“l qun appeal
accordingly.  There can then Le no dispute Letween villages on oppostte l,anl\ls; :re ;oncel'uC(I,
to the settlement papers at once determines the poiut of ownership as far as they e of
and I eonsider this is fur better than to attempt Jaying down any onc rule f‘or a“f\er with a
for a river, or even for a pergunnah,  An islaud thrown up in the middle ¢ ° tltllcd 4s a pew
stream on either side not fordable Leeomes the property of Gos crument, and i3 €€
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I1¢ says his cnquiries prove that
* the title is not disturbed.
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near the river, and for which no condition or provision has heea recorded in the Wajiboolurz.  To
cuard against such an event the enly possible precaution is to enter a clause in the Waji- ;
] of what the eustom should be in cases of alluvian and diluvian in all villages for a
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“say that the land belongs, according to the prevailing and general custom, as far as it has
Litherto heen ascertained, to the village in front of which it now lies, viz., {o the Thakour:
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Zid~~When Gorackpoor belonged to Oudb, the same rule prevailed, for then also the
land on both sides was of Oudh.

3rd~When Goruclipoor was ceded, influence with the Dritish authorities upset the old-
; established custom, and the muin stream principle was sct aside in at least the

, / two important cascs cited, .
“11, The enclosures of youwr docket No. 191, dated 9th instant, are herewith returned.

No. 552, dated 13th June 15G3.

Trom—TF. O. Maxyg, Esq., Commissioner of Fyzabad,
To—The Finaucial Commissioncer of Qudh.

I 1ave: the bonor to reply to your letter No. 297, dated 9nd February last, and to fi Lu_'msh
ihe result vi-the enquiry conducted in the Fyzabad District by Extra Assistant Commnissioner
Moonshee Nund Kishore through the Settlement Officer, Mr, Carnegy ; in the Goudah District
by the Deputy Commissioner, Major Ross, and in the Baraiteh District by Deputy Commissioner,
Mr, Anderson, on the custom which is generally admitted to govern the proprietary r ight of
land eut away or separated, or thrown up Ly the fluvial uetion of the river Gogra.

2. The result of Moonshee Nund Kishore’s enquiry proves in the most lmmi”'t“.keame
manner, that from the western boundary of the Fyzabad Distriet up to Pergunnah Umsin the
mam channel of the strcam has been the constant boundary hetween Fyzabad and G”Pdah
Districts, the land heing taken possession of as a matter of cowrse by the zemindars of the
village in frout of which it was thrown up, whether capable of identification or not, except as
regard the moujha land with river Lanks to the north of the town of Fyzabad, which bemgZ
nuzzool seems to have been reserved by Government for its own use on both bunks without
reference to the stream iteelf, ’

3. In Pergnnnah Umsins the same, eustom prevailed, but at Regulation IX. of 1833 Settle-
ment an exeeption was made; a larere tract of land had been cut aw ay from Oudh and went over
to the Gornekpoor Distriet, and the Oudi zewmindars retained possession. This was of course disput=
ed by the Goruckpoor zemindurs, and after some correspindence with the Oudh Ducbar the land
was divided, the Raja of Amorah, of Goruckpoor, getting a portion, and the Oudh zemindars
retuining the remainder but as malgoozars of the i)ntish 60\'crllrx1011t. This is a very .Clmous
case, the land retuined wwners Lut exchanged rulers. This as a measure sbill proving the
stream to be the real boundary, and this custom scems still to prevail both in that locality an
througheut all the peigunnahs of the Iyzabad ana Kh yrpoor Tehseels, L.

4. Mr. Carnegy quotes another ease of lund near Assoopoor which came up on this side
of the river, and wus settled with the Goruckpoor talookdar, the land remaining part of .the

Goruckpoor District. This is a mere ca~e, however, of might for But:, I consider
both these cases to be the exception, and that they should not be allo to affect the rule
which is found so universally to prevail, and which the peoplo themselves so well understand.
The land in front of Assoopuor should at ance be re-transferred to the Fyzabad District as recom-=

mended by Mr. Carnegy. )

5. Major Ross reports different customs to prevail on either bank as to the division Iof
lands thrown up; but I understand him to mean that the tream is the boundary between tho
villages on the two banks, except in cases when the villages on both banks belonged to the same
family or clan, °

6. Mr. Anderson from Baraitch reports differently.
when lands cut away by ariverina form capable of identification,
Such instances must, however, nuturally be very rare, and he achnow
always Leen followed, although opinion is in favor of it. 1le yuotes inst
25 villoges at a time changed banks, ;

7. My own experience tells me generally that on the Ganges, Jumna and ?therh'f; ‘;?;nsé
like the Gogra, the custom varies not only in different rivers  but Hil‘ : " Land
pérgunnabs, and even, as in Gondah, in different villages and clusters of VI d%&?Lﬂﬂ
1s by no means dependeut on identification of the land uatil regular scttlumcx:'.im i s
affected by increment and decrement must always remain uunder seme W iluu{e s

rightful ownership, but at regular gettlement in the Wapboolurz of each village i‘: whether
invariably inerted by econsent of the . zemindars describing whab the cubton.lt hz,xce seitled
Dihar Dhinora or War-par, aud lands aflected Ly (he fluvial action of th.e river f're f“l qun appeal
accordingly.  There can then Le no dispute Letween villages on oppostte l,anl\ls; :re ;oncel'uC(I,
to the settlement papers at once determines the poiut of ownership as far as they e of
and I eonsider this is fur better than to attempt Jaying down any onc rule f‘or a“f\er with a
for a river, or even for a pergunnah,  An islaud thrown up in the middle ¢ ° tltllcd 4s a pew
stream on either side not fordable Leeomes the property of Gos crument, and i3 €€

ming right.
wed

I1¢ says his cnquiries prove that
* the title is not disturbed.
ledges the rale has not
apces in which 40 and

¢ only are

1g of villages onty
T believe it ta

mehal.
panks, 1D

8. The above record would so far devide the case when porﬁ(():l
affected, but when whole villages or clusters of villages bodily change
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be the enstom for the ownership to rerznin nnimpaired, but net always so. Sueh cases should
_always form the subject for separate report, as materially affect the interest of Goverument,
. A great injustive has been manifestly done to the talwkdar of Rampoor as described by
-Deputy Commissioner of Darailch, and such a proceeding it only covered by the extracrdinary !

i

\
'

circamstances of the times. .
s in which by extraordinary action

9, There remains then to be disposed of only those eases
of the river portion of villages were cut away, ‘Wluuh al time of scwumcut were nowhers
near the river, and for which no condition or provision has heea recorded in the Wajiboolurz.  To
cuard against such an event the enly possible precaution is to enter a clause in the Waji- ;
] of what the eustom should be in cases of alluvian and diluvian in all villages for a

PRMRELEN

boolurz ¢ . } ! ;
Dreadth of five or six miles on each side of the river.

10, If I may be allowed to offer an opinion in the case nader appeal, T should decidedly

“say that the land belongs, according to the prevailing and general custom, as far as it has
Litherto heen ascertained, to the village in front of which it now lies, viz., {o the Thakour:

B

Shere Bahadour of Gondah. N
f o M 1 .
11. The plan proposed by (you of laying down the exact river boundary of each estate

* soems 10 me to be impructieable, and I think it would not meet the several difficultics which”

.are liable to present themselves in such varied form. \
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