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Procecdings of the ]‘quraé Gove%nment, R‘évbn‘ue Department,
27th August 1869. ;

3 .

No. 401,  Read tho followiﬁg Préceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 11th

| ,  August 1869, No, 5,918 :— \ o
Read the following letter from the Collector of Madras, to the Acting Secretary to
the Board of Revenué, dated Sydapet, 10th July 1869, No. 225.

Wi reference to Board’s Proceedings, dated 13th December 1864, No. 7,965,
sanctioning the defence of Original Suit No. 220 of 1864, on the file of the District
Moonsiff’s Court of Poonamallee, I have the honour to forward translation of the
decision passed by the Moonsiff, dismissing the suit with costs. ’ o

* Excrosure No. 1. o ‘ e
Before the District Moonsiff of Poonamallce.
- OrrervaL Surr No. 220 of 1864. :

R Plaintiff. . Versus Defendaitts.

" Pammal Deyvanayaka Mudaliar, son of Vengu Vencatacamachi Aiyer, son of Camachari Ballai
Mudaliar, residing at No. 53, in the western ° Ramasawmy Aiyer, living in Amoor, in Ponneri
side of Acharappen Street, in Peddu Naick’s  Talook. ' ) ‘ “
Pettah, Madras, represented by Sabapathi "2, Sama Row, living in Ponneri, Sheristadar of
Mudaliar. ‘  the said talock. o ‘

3. E.G.I.. Fane, Esq., Collector of this dis-
trict, living in Sydapet, Sydapet Talook.
4. Coopoo Row, living in the said village of

' ' ‘ . o Ponneri, Tahsillar of the said talook .-

The first defendant represented by Vencata
"Row, and the second, third, and fourth defend-
S ants represented by Sri Narasimma Chary.

The plaint marked 2, presented by the plaintif's Vakeel on the 20th August 1864, sets
forth that the plaintiff is the Zemindar of the said Amoor Muttah, that on the eastern border of
the said Amoor there is an old Thangal, about 300 yards long, called Vadathangal Poodoo achi-
cut ; that whenever injured the Thangal used to be repaired at the plaintiff's expense ; that
unjah achicut Jands above the said Thangal, and about fifteen cawnies

of Nunjah irrigated lands below it, used to be fed by the said Thangal, and yielded an average Mel-

waram of 602-7-0 a year to the plaintiff ; that all about the said lands there are many such achicut
lands with Thangals feeding them ; that the first defendant, with the assistance of the second pre-
forred in 18G3, a false complaint before the fourth defendant against the plaintiff and others,
alleging that there was a supply-channel flowing through the said fields and Thangals, and finally
. through the said Vadathangal to the tank of Atregamungalum, the first defendant’s Shrotriem,

. and that the plaintiff has filled up the same ; that though it was the duty of that Officer to have
immediately sent for the Tharapadi, Vagayedu Rowdri dowle, Irrigation, and other accounts of the

Atregamungalum village and to have examined them or the Amoor village accounts, and agcertained

wheiher an entry to the above effect .is contained in any of the said accounts, he failed to do so';

but that certain pits near the said Vadathangal, wherein carth had been taken for forming the
ridges of some paddy fields, having been pointed out by the first defendant as being the site of the
supply-channel, and this information, communicated to the fourth defendant by the second who is
a{riend of the first defendant, being belicved by the fourth defendant, tho latter decided that the
' pits constituted the site of the supply-channels, and in accordance With the wishes of the first
defendant passed an order on the 18th December 1863, dirccting that two yards of the carth~

‘work of Vadathangal should be cut through and removed, and that the plaintiff should pay a fine

‘of Rupees 28, for having raised that earth-work newly ; that on the plaintiff appealing against the
P dg:cision‘ to the third defendant, ' the latter decided that the bund of tho Th:mga,ly was old;
" but only reducing the fine from 18 to ‘10 Rupees, passed an order on the 8lst ‘May 186¢,’

about thirty cawnies of N
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l’: occedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
B . \ ‘ : ’
y 27th dugust 1869. ‘

wr T
“dirceting that the plaintiff should pay the remaind |
removed according to the Tahsildar’s decision ; that
two yards in length, one-and-a-half yards in height
side of the Thangal, where the water was 1 ’
should send one of the Court Amoens and

er Rupees 10, and that the bund should be

accordingly on the 15th June 1864, the bund .
and four yards wide at the turn or; the south ’
prevented from flowing, wag removed ; that if the Court('

causo the place to be inspected, and also send for and *

caused th
Thangal will not hercafter hold a full su ooty Hrecessary loss ¢

L alter Pply of water, and the sa

will become unproductive owing to the want of water ; and th‘;ts led o

Rupees 602-7-0, being the loss of Melwaram accruing to him for ;pl
-1 us

1864, upon the said 45 Cawnies b i
2 ' y the doingy of th
required to restore the carth-work of the bllt;ld 6 it: g;fe;:i":}lts, an
24 8

604-7-0, as calculated by the

wnies of achicut lands
aintiff therefore begs that
ly 1274,‘ corresbonding to
d Rupees 2 being the sum .

be cancelled. » and that the ord

2. The petition p‘x;esentcd‘b' ot Vekos |

. ¥ the plaintiff's Vake 1 E
in the 3rd paragraph of the plaint to th orked Na, 6, s\ta:tes that the assertion :
ﬁ;i; as xfodtht; spot pointed out by the } nda;nt iavmg coincided with the ;
ol tae Vadathangal to the extent of t py-channel, ordered ¢ nd
defendant had o coincided "hould havo been that theh:e!::;lg

Vadathangal would not geb a Turosraph B, to tho effect that the |
removed according to the above decision

Wwo yards to be removed,
; that again, thov statement in

o o » 8ets forth that the
the rain water usually carried down

ds in Amoor ; that wi .
) < 3 that with g v ‘
empted to divert the whol v of

ouly supply to the tank of Atregamungal
the channel in dispute, and the drg] Y

ch , amaze of - the plaint; \
entailing loss on the defendant, the plaintiff, ete I;::mtlﬁ"s’ﬁd
of another village, by filling up the said channel"andu
and in the fields ; that on the defondant compl,aini

to the said decision, the bank hag been removed b
freely down the channel as hag heretofore been ¢
always receiving all repairs from the d
‘thc Village Curnum ; thaf an inspection of th
disputed channel has been the gy o

be removed : )
y the plaintiff g 4 ; that according

3 to allow th
h . L e water to flow .
© €ase ; that the dispyted channel had been
s 83 can be proved by accounts ;

. pot by the Court .
Pplying means to 't would satisfy

, and pass &
paid by the plaintiff, ?
s Vakeel, stateg that the act .’
ant) in hig official capacity, ag -
!.xder Act XVIIL from Lability »
uit as against him, and recaver -

ant’s ¢osts to be
‘ d defendang’
ng been done by him (defend

and in good faith, he i3 freeq u

complained of by the plaintiff havi
Sub-Magistrate of Ponxzeri Talook
to a civil action, and that thcrcfor;
all his costs from the plaintiff,

. b The Statement marked N
act complained of by the plaintiff
the Madras District, and in £00
action, and that thereforo the Co
from the plaintiff,

6. The Statcinenb marked No. 16, fie -
. 16, £l
- (defendant) took no part whatever in ed by the fourth

L

defendant’s Vakeel, 3efs fo‘rth that the :

in his official capacit is
 offic ¥ a3 Magistrate of -
Act XVIIL of 1850, amenablo to civil

tlll‘e‘ Sult as against him ang recover all costa

0. 1.3, filed by the thirq

haang been done by him
d faith he ig not, under
urt should disrjgq

the proceediome - defendant’s Vakeel, sots forth that ho -
- TTOeRCings of the tase ffgm which the present action
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,num of Amoor, marked C., No, 45.

-

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
27th August 1869.

has arisen ; that the plaintiff is wrong in having included him as defendant in the suit ; and that
therefore the Court should dismiss the suit as against him at once.

7. In the settlement of issues, the points settled for the plaintiff were that he should prove
that the complaint preferred by the first before the second defendant, to the effect that there is a sup-
plying-channel flowing to Afregamungalum, the defendant’s village, through a thangal in Amoor,
called Vadathangalpudu achicut and finally through the achicut fields of Amoor, and that the
said channel was filled by the plaintiff is a false one ; that the second defendant having in his Magis-
terial capacity, caused the removal of two yards of the bank of the Vadathangal, the said reservoir has
ceased to contain fallsupply of water ; that this diminution in supply has interfered with plaintiff's
cultivation; he was also directed to show the amount of Melwaram loss acerued to him in Fusly
1274 by the removal of the said bank, and prove the fact that the restoration of the bank would
cost him 2 Rupees. : , ~

The points settled for the first defendant were that there is channel through the said Vada-
thangal which carries the rain-water to the village of Vadathangal, and that the same was filled up
by the plaintiff. The first defendant was also directed to refute any proof adduced by the plaintiff,

No points were necessary for the other defendants. ' ‘

Plaintifs Exhibits. |

Decision passed in plaintiffs case by Sama Row, Sub-Magistrate, ou the 18th December 1833,
marked A., No. 24, . ‘

2, Decision in appeal by the Collector passed on the S1st May 1864, marked B., No. 25.

3. Copy of an account, showing the out-turn of cultivation under the disputed Vadathangal
for the period commencing Adi and ending Ani of Fusly 1273, prepared by Gopala Pillay, Cur-

4. Copy of account, showing the out-turn of cultivation under Vadathangal Poodoo Achicut
for the period commencing Adi and ending Ani of Fusly 1274, prepared by Gopala Pillay, Carnum
(Goomastah, marked D. No. 46. o

5. Copy of an account being a comparative statement, showing the out-turn of Fusly 1273

‘ and 1274, prepared by Gopala Pillay, Curnum Goomastah of Amoor.

Plaintifs witnesses. .

Ramasawmy Moodelly, 1st witness, No. 30,
Krishna Dectchathar, 3rd witness, No. 31.
Gopala Pillay, 4th witness, No. 82.
Annasawmy Pillay, 5th witness, No. 33.
lst Defendant’s wilnesses.
Krishna Aiyer, 1st witness, No. 30. - ’ ‘ ‘ ;
Sanu Reddy, 3rd witness, No. 37. ‘ . . .
Appasamy Pillay, 4th witness, No. 88,
4. Govindoo Pillay, 5th witness, No. 39.

8. \A petition marked No. 40, was prescnted by the first defendant’s Vakecl referring to

SRR

LN s

the allegations in the first defendant's statement, that the bund raised by the plaintiff across the

supplying channel, carrying rain-water through Amoor to the village of Atregamunzalum, has been

removed by the Collector’s order, ‘andv that if the Court should proceed to the epot in dispute, and -

personally inspect the bank and observe the preéent condition of the channel, it would feel satisfied
of the truth of the first defendant’s defence and the falseness of the plaintiff's claim, and praying
that, as requested by his client, the Court might proceed to and personally inspect the spot before

1

‘ JuDGMENT. } o

"It has not at all been provel in.the suit that the complaint preferred before the second
by the first defendant was a false one, nor has it been shgwn that the decision marked A. of the
second defendant, passed after a personal inspection of the disputed spot, and the decision marked
B, of the Magistrate, who is the appellate authority in the matter, reducing the fine imposed

passing judgment,

3
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roceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
2:71% A ugust 1869. ’

%“ the Said‘ decisi;)n , | AT \ ”
marked A., but confirming it in other respects, all opposed to Act XVIIi of

‘ . ! 01 8 = ‘ .
-1in ese bl 2 t 1 1, 8 t

2. A'personal inspecti ) \
inspection of the disputed spot by the Court has led to the eonclusion that

' the bo y of water f i ' o
bod ormed by rain-fall on the eastern ficlds of Amoor, the plaintiff’s vill W
y X iff’'s village flows

) S \lm, e St

nnt 8 ~llla’q:e and I‘unnlng 1 e 1 t] : al t b k ()‘
* 1e sou ern an .

Atregamungalum tank falls i
( g ank falls into the said »
‘spot is the site of the : said tank ; and though it
which rain-water ﬂo;sﬁlﬂlglymg cl;iannel, still there is no doubt :: i?fsz‘f tassel‘ted that the said
o ; the specific : . its being the fract al
being called by the ] erm (in Tamil) f act along
: generic term &neu (ch or such a track is er®, and th s
rights in any maoner. Tt i (channel) cannot, as , and the fact of 1ts
S . s a8 appears ¢ . g
as it has been asserted b h'm 01150 probable that the first lZlefend?z the}?wrt’ aﬁ'ec? the plaintiff’s
y his witnesses that he had in some years ex'“t tdz been using it as &véd
scuted some repairs in it. Tt

must, however, bo observ
ed th i
at at the time of the Court’s inspection it did not
¢ not appear to have been

a channel actually excavated and kept i
been made within e, Sept 1 oBalr, S0 that ang rep. ir (
the repair. At anay r:;::: titt.;;:; anndt the banks should hav‘z ;zi‘xx}:vglsi:;ade a’t ell.)sould not Bave
sourco of supply than this, and it\: ?ﬁpe“? that the said Atregﬁmuﬁga?: v o she
of any kind if the lands situated ould be impossible for any tank to be - fank has any other
tank belong to another village T;:n t}.]e outside of the southern baﬁl‘:lthouh # source of SuppY
and does not at all appear tf l;av : said water track is situated to 1;110f o Atregammge o
village form an inclined plane t: een o cultivated land. The land te e
bounded on the east by achicut ,ba f{{southem portion being lower thanstho o
northern edge of the disputed ‘31: 8, and the circumstance that there y nort'hﬂ'n. The piecs 1
track and nothing olso ; consequs lfl of l:md'shows‘ beyond all questi ?‘reha(‘;h-w‘.lt banks along the
aintill aceoss this ks, nn :‘1 i;n y t_here is no doubt that the erect‘_"n that it is the rain-water
to the tank of the first éefendantcontfnuatlon of the achicut bank IZ‘H ?f an embankment by (be
as interfering with its Supplys ‘:ndhfhowg fands I8 I
) e Court is of opinion

that the decisions A
‘ . and B. passed for
fust, The ) or the purpose i
The removal of the said bank cannot, in Ehe Cocfu‘ f:’eventmg A
s . 8 opinion

tion of Amoor land i
‘ ‘ 5, as they are fod by & lirgo ol indoend , interfere with the cultiva-
pendent tank which communi
nicates

by numerous channels with those fi
L7 Lumerous che falds of Amoor which i
e ooy e i b it
water for the purpose, allowing alllsthcumya’mn, there s notking to - a‘c’hwuf i
Mosmangalon o sl ﬁl the rain-water overflowing t{ ‘ px:evenl: bis using his tank
e said track. Ithas been admit:é; C;l 10}1'9 bf’}»;lks e the
uring the hearing, by the

Vakeels of both th i

| o parties, that there i :

s I . '

.of a supply-channel to the Atrevamunvalurgl;sxon 207 oF the scvount books to fho exis
1 B nk. C o mee

3. Asthere was
no reason to inel L 1
removed therefrom in the very first hza‘:‘(ilz the fourth defendant as party in the suit, his
g ‘ ‘ ‘ uit, his name was

4. The plaintiff havi ,
. aving totally fai Co , .
is not_necessary in this dist y failled to establish the first two wo; e :

t two points settled for him, it

‘ riet .
the former. ‘ tosay anything respecti
‘ ‘ ing tho others, which are dependent upon

5. 'The fact that

groundless, forces th
e Court to the ton
prompted by some pri .. conclusion that the plaintiff i :
.+ 6, From theI;'rwate. animosity existing between hiP ‘il in 2 dopting this course, Was only
oregoing grounds, the Court arri mself and his opponent. .
ive

1o establish his clai . : :
o claim and the plaintiffs guit ia diSmisseZ t:i:ll:e 1(130nc1uv310n that the plaintiff failed
all costs. :

| N

21th dugust 1867, - © (Signed) CHILLAPA NAICKEE, . . =
- 4(True 'fransiatién_)“ ;: ‘ lD‘istr‘ict Moo?zsz:p',
~ (Signed) E.G.R. FANE,

N A

«

theplaint:iffbr . L
ought against the first defendant éucb a corlxpl a'nf; thor] ‘
1 80 utierly
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“channel within the limits of Amoor, £

' Gumastah and some others,

No. 7,965. . )
PROCEEDINGS OF THE DBoarp oF REVENUE, dated 13h Decembar 1864.

Read the following letter from B. G. R FANE, Esq., Coliector of Madras, to W. HUDLESTON,
Esq , Secretary to the Buard of Revenue, dated Trivellur, 3rd December 1864, No. 542 :—

cward translation of two plaints, the one orizinal, and the other sup-
220 of 1861, on thefile of the District Munsiff of Trippasore,
ﬁrst,Venkatakamatchi Iyer, Shro-
W, Sub-Magistrate of Ponneri;
Taluk Magistrate of Ponneri.

answers on behalf

1. 1 have the honor to fo

plemental, filed in Original Suit No.
by one Daivanaiga Moodelly, Muttahdar of Amocr, against;

triemdar of Adreyamangalum in the Ponneri Taluk; second, Sama Ro
third, myself as Magistrate ; and fourth, Cooppa Row, Tahsildar and

9. 1T also forward draft of the answers proposed to be filed by myself, and
of the 2nd and 4th Defendants, and beg the Board willbe pleased to accord theiz ganction for the
defence of the suit at the public expense. ' X

3. The object of this suit is to obtain the cancelment of a sentence passed by the 2ud
Defendant, Sub-Magistrate of Ponneri, and confirmed by me on appeal, fining the Plaintif’s Gumas-
tah Ramalinga pillay, and certain others, in the sum of Rupees 10, and directing the remos al of
land which the Plaintifl’s Gumastah and servants had newly erected, as also to recover damages to
the amount of Rupees 604 for loss sustained by the’ Plaintiff in the current TFasli, owing to the

removal of the said bund.

4, The circumstances under which this action rose were as follow :—

Venkatakamatchi Iyet, the 1st Defendant and the Shrotriemdar of Adreyamangalum prefersed
a complaint to the 2nd Defendant, Sub.Magistrate of Ponneri, in November last, t0 the effect
that the Plaintiff’s Gumastah, Ramalinga Pillay, together with certain others, had blpcked up the
supplying channel of the tank of the Adreyamangalum village in the limits of Amoor, the Plain-~
tiff’s Muttah village, and had newly raised an embankmant so as to stop the usual flow of water.

5. The charge falling ander Section 426 of the Iadian Penal Code, was taken up and tried
by the 2nd Defendant, the Sub-Magistrate.

6. Thé Plaintifl's Gumasta\i, Ramalinga Pillay, stated in defenc; that thefé never existed any
he Plaintiff's Mattah village as stated by the 1st Defendant,

.

bjected to by the 1st Defendant had been raised many years previ-

and that the embankment ©
s it got out of repair, he simply restored it to its previous dimen-

ously by the late Zemindar, but a

sjons.
7. The witnesses named by the Plaintiff, while confirming the statement of his Gumastah,

acknowledged that the drainago of the Plaintitf’s wet lands in the village of Amoor had always dis-
charged itself into the 1st Defendant’s tank in the Shrotriem village of Adreyaw angalum, when-
ever there was a super-abuniant supply, or enough to flow over the above-named embankment.

8. The evidence produced by the 1st DefendantVenkatakumatchi Tyer corroborated thoroughly
bis own statement, which was to the effect that his village tank always had had the chanuel in
aning out of the lands of the Plaintiff, which having bean stopped up by the Plaintift’s

question ru
by raising an embankment across if, 8o kept out all the water fiom his

(Ast Defendant’s) tank.

9, Owing to the contradictions between the evidence on the one side, and that on theother,
the 2ud Defendant (Sub-Magistrate) himself visited the disputad locality, and recorded the resulé
of his inspection to the following effoct., viz., that the 1st Defendant’s sank has no other source of
supply beyond the drainage water of the Plaintif's wet land, and other similar lands in the neigh-
bourhood ; that the traces of the old channel were clearly visible runping through the lands of the
Plaintiff and belonging to the village of Amoor into the 1st Defendant’s tank in the village of
Adreyamangalum ; that the channel had evidently been stopped up by having an embankment one
yard high thrown across it ; and that the general drainage of the surrounding lands, which the
Defendant was also evidently entitled to, had been also stopped by the ordinary field villages

having been newly raised. Under such circumstances, the 2nd Defendant concluded that the

charge of mischief was clearly established against the Plaiutifl’s Gumastah aud others by whom



N
-

ges had been th . .
to nav us raised a o
pay a fine, amountiny i nd the channel ghus

2 in the aggregate to R s stopped up, and, theref o
° upees 28 » therefore, sent =
) enced them .

10.  Plaintiff, dissati
. y dissatisfied wi
perusal of all the d with the senten
that officer that thlc;e(l::]rdﬁ' and the plan which wc:so:xthe Sub-Magistrate
epared b .y
under pret y the Sub-
 the ;;rgz?cedofrepaining the fOl‘ﬂll\eer
en g exist]
a tank of jig 0;:58 o‘nly source of suppl l‘itnng'ﬁeld banks, !
:Lec(;oss the channel ; T therefore water flowing jnto t'lo Irrigate its N“Djahylao (11115 tank ; and
tlhle ﬁ’:; from Rupees 28 to I(;Znﬁrmed the sentence 5: t;&d;eyamangalum tank 'llw“, Plaintifl's
. . e e 8§ 1oyl .
he Board will thug see {)h:: tl " ’ ub'M"‘SIStmte, and sim

: ainti appealed é
had tak untiff’s peopl p fo me
as t! ) e“-the opportunity of inj i Lagistrate, I . andon a
o Plaintills village Amooy ;’”;‘ » L agreed with -
£ 1a

the erection
ply mitiga.-.

r & remark .
nkment, & . ark, that

ater at all in the « § necording to my final s lts, the

18 V“ddlhanoa] izs P den ence,

° 8 Pudu Achi.:

cre was a td“”a] or rese volr * b t [v] [,h]s 1,2“"('),1 no men-
1] ser > u f ‘
o] '

as made eithet .
m Plint
e before the 2
nd Defendant (S
ub-\

na I
Magi ppeal.
3
gistrate of Ponneri,
Magistrate),

kuttuthan y the gt
gal)” “lereb 3 O_I'ﬂge of ar
Y iwnplyin 1y w
g that th

tion whatever w
or before me i

time wi who too) go, to sho ,
: w le? the 2nd Defend .< o part in the w t.ha.t there is no suel
1 the suijt . dant in proceed uch tangal
it spected ; ing . gal. Th
; ed the disputed | r;s excepting that he w e Taluk
ocajity ha as present at the

s been included as 4th Defendant
n

ndants dig nothin

oy ved
!Ilty to a Civi] to be new ere

ine but w
and therefore plcadt:wn ]t ‘};
) =1

4. The t
1. The time for filiny
o

I]at were p]o
¢ y ‘ (=1 :
|2

pT CtiOns
fetion. »and kept things as they w
ere ;.

¢ a ua‘y 1860-

The plaing ‘7};01’1738 District I‘IunS,_”ENCLOSURE No. 1

Mudali, sonof v ed by Conrt Vakeel of Trippasore in ¢, .

in Peddu Nai véncoo :\IU(Iﬂ,Hia C. SQ{)D(Iﬂl‘avg_r?d 5 e Uﬁ!nglppu; Zill

of Ramas aick's Pettah, Mad, r residing in the W;sta Pillay, on bebalf of p¢ ak,
a8 'e 3 < 'Ag ¢ , e .

S erishtw];? g}); 1I.Ycr, and living ;;";irsus Vencata C, dnghsil?e of Acharappan

) 10 said T eans gf a yer (Brahmin) 1

{his Distri A Shrotri
strict . otriem ;
, living ame not kng nﬂ;,:lecond

X .
1mmel Doivenayagrn «
a

street (door No, 53)

. iving in
in Syd . » Sama R .o Amoor, son
u ow, livine §
petin the » living in Ponneri
»

name not known) 1 .
. ), living Syd vird, Mr, E
The Plaintifl gy o Pomneri o1 peb Talule ; » Mr.E. G. R, Fa
lﬂ' sucs i()t‘ Cr I lahﬁlld 3 fOUI‘th COO b nea CO”eCt’H‘ f
’ p ar of the said T ; ppa Row, Brahmi 0
aluk, » brahmin (fathers

2-0-0, the esti ayme
imated 0t by Defe
the bund of the V..q st of resto,.innyh iil;c?dants of Rupees 601-7.0, b
] -4-0, bein

ath( . l

he Bupces 0sT0 :rll,:"«.l Pooth ormer conditio

ponding to the year 18(; 4 );)s H
4, by the

the decision i
e - Eh
fine imposed 1‘)1%86‘1 by the Collecto ‘ud bung having be
L Pl pon Lim, be refund Il and otherg may b
. Plainti(f i ed to hi

Amoor, therg is a;S the Zemindar of th -

old thangal called ;Bald Amoor
‘@ Vadathan

cal

D u IES

al in Amoor 1
. or removed b
tained . ¥ the Defy
e rem:Z Il’lzunuﬂ' for Fasli 12; !'OT;dants. \
8 re"ersede(a; an Plaintiff begs a’ls: Zes- n
>¢% and Rupees 10, the amdunt)a%
o

M utaﬂ ; on t‘h ’ '
¥ repairs to it ; P ’ e eastern bord
k ¢t . oodo rder of .
-under it used to be b3) above thle lf)'flqmred ; about 300(3(::w? Thangal Atchikutto:he S';:Lllxd;
i 8 : D . .
i{‘t‘l‘;ﬂ;‘\um of Rupeeg égét‘,"f,ted with the w(:; this thangal, and 523: 11\T5mnJah Achikyts (land:
+Atchikut 1. . -1-0 ¢ " . er of thi C i
ot Lands with thangals for g "0 Al Lochangal, and yielded o aoe o Nunjah
each, ut and arOund. verage
; there are ma ge Yyearly .
1y such like

2' 'rhe lst
Def\ d
before tl cndant, wi . §
10 4th Dcfendant o orai lf‘h the assistance oo |
ganst the Plaintjf of the 2ud, preferred
at] ’ rre in 1863 a f .
alse

Pl'aintiﬁ' always made a
 with little embankme nn

P

“"s Tt was the duty of th
“(detailed account,) Rowdri Dow
‘and to have‘exam'med them,

_ant, that two ¥

ately sent for the Tharapady Vagayadu '
counts of the Adreyamungalum village, |

or the Amoor village accounts, to seeé whether any entries were made
regarding such & supply channel. But be did not do so. The 1st Defendant pointed out certain ;
pits near the said Vadatbangal wherein earth had beent taken out for forming the banks to the '
paddy ficlds as being the supply in channel, and 4th Defendant, trusting the information of the
2nd Defendant, (a friend of the 1sb,) concluded that the pits were the supplying ¢hannels, and .
ordered accordingly, on the 14th Decerber 1863, and according to the wishes of the st Defend-
ards of the carthwork of the Vadathangal should be cut through and removed, -

*and fined the Plaintiff Rupees 28 for having raised that carthwork newly-
4. The Plaintiff appealing to the 3rd Defendant, he decided that the

gal was old, but reduced Rupees 18 from the fine, and Jecided, on the 3lst 1\"1 ay 18
Plaintiff shonld pay the remaining Rupees 10, and that the bund should be removed according .
to the Tahsildar’s decision ; and on the 15th June 1864, the bund, 2 yards in length, 13 yard in
height, and 4 yards wide, ot th th side of the thangal, where the water was pres .

vented flowing, was removed.
1f the Court will send one ©
and examine the accounts of both villages,

there is no supplying channel in that lecality. N =
6. The.said officers, without having duly inquired into the case, having removed the bund

of the said vadathangal in Plaintiff’s land, and caused thereby annecessary loss 10 him, as the

said thangal will not hereafier hold & full supply of water, and the said 43 Cawnies of Atchi-
kut lands will not yield produce owing to the want of water ; the Plaintiff, therefore, begs that
oingg of the gaid Defendants upon

Rupees 602-7-0, being the loss that will acerue to Lim by the d
the said 45 Cawnies, and Rupees 2 that will be required to restore the earthwork of the 'L_mndl
ng a total of Rupees 604-7-0, a8 caleulated by the Samprathy (Account-

d to him (Plainti(f), and that

af officer to have immedi
Jo irrigation and other ac

1y
i

bund of the said than-
¢4, that the |

e turn on the sou

f the Court Ameens to see the place, and will also send for’

e, it will be apparent that

-4
and inquire into the cas

e

‘toits original state, maki

ant) of the Muttah, may be recovered from the Defendants and pai

.the fine imposed upon him (Plaintiff) may be refunded to him, ond that the orders issued by the

“Cotleet L R e T R

) 0, cobor may bo capteileds (Sigﬂetﬁ' SOONDARA VARADA PILLAY, i
' Court Vakeel.

(True Translation.)

(Signed) E.G I FANE, Collecto T,

——
ExcrosurE No. 2.

' To the Taluk Munsiff of Trippasore. ‘ -
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o l - ( »

B | (True Translation.)
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Excrosvre No. 3.
Answer proposed to be filed by.the'4th Defen Jant, Cooppa Row, Tahsildar and Sub-Magistrate of

Ponneri Taluk, in Original Suit No, 220 of 1854, 0a the file of the Munsiff’s Court at Trip-

pasore, '

The 4th Defendant begs to submit that he took no part whatever in the proceedings of the
case, from which the present action hasrisen ; the Plaintiff is wrong in including him as a Defend-
ant in the suit. Ile therefore prays the Court will dismiss the suit as agaiust him at once.
(Signed) E.G. R.FANE,

Collector.

TRIVALLUR,
8rd December 1864,

- Excrosure No. 4.
Daarr of Answer proposed to be filed by E. G. R. FANE, Esq.,Collector and Magistrate of the
Madras District, and 3td Defendays in Original Suit No. 220 of 1864, on the file of the Dis-
trict Munsiff’s Court of Trippasore. o

The 3rd Defendant bega to submit that the act cbmplained of by the Plaintiff having been
done by him in his official capacity as Magistrate of the Madras District, and in good faith, he is
not answerable to Civil action, He, therefore, begs the Court will dismiss the suit as against him,
and recover all costs from the Plaiutiff, ’ '

TRIVALLUR, '

(Signed) E. G. R. FANE,
3rd December 1864.

Collector.

W—

Excrosurr No. 5.
Drasr of Answer proposed to be filed by the 2ad Defendant, Sama Row, the Sub-Magistrate of Pou-
neri, in Original Suit No. 220 of 1864, 0n the file of the Munsif’s Court of Trippasore. -

The 2nd .Def?ml‘ant begs to submit that the act complained of by the Plaiatiff having been
done by Lim in his official capacity as Sub-Magistrate of Ponneri and in good faith, he is not

amenable to a Civil action.  He, therefore, begs that the Court will dismiss the suit as against
Hildy aliu FCLUVUL e L0  daTBeme Toran™ S Lealibent < . C e

v ow o ¥R

TRIVALLUR, -

8rd December 1864, - (Signed) E. G. R.FANE,

Collector.

———— o

The Board 55}“°ti°“ the defence of the Suit at the public cost in the first instance on the usual
terms, and authorize the Collector to file the proposed answers, quoting in them, however, the Act
exempting Judicial officers from liability to be sued for official acts done in good faith.

(True Copics and Extract.)

(Signed) - W. IUDLESTON,

' Sccretary.
To E. G. R. Fane, Esq., Collector of Madras. cerelary. .

Copy to R, W, Lodwick, Esq., Civil Paymaster.
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