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‘ i\' Proceedmgs qf' l/te JIadr as overnment Revenue l)eparlmenl ‘
L T, 4!/2 OCtober 1840 : r;» i ST
’ NolO Rw.d the folIowmcr Proceedlnvs of tI@ Board of Revenue, dated °6th .
R September 1870, No 5 873 — v

Ty

Read the followm" letter from the Actmrr

o Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Courtallum, lath Septembe .
8’70 \rO 448 ‘m; '“,f_ - o e 7_,,!fﬂ

I ItM E the honour to forward, for the Board’s approval draft of answer toa
| plaint filed in Original Suit No. 69 of 1870 on the file of the Principal Sadr Amin’s L
“ Court of I‘muevelly, ivvhich the Collector has been made a defendant. '

R I‘mnslatxon of the plamt aud a memorandum statluw ﬂxe facts of tho case
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3
-3
: . are submlttcd , R ; o
3 ’ : “" : . . . ‘
g : . 3. Thc date for ﬁlmrr the answer 18 ﬁ‘{ed for the ~ath October next, '
& , . . Soe . .
b : _ : S
Yoty A - ' - : : -
¥ " : A S )
By o L ) E\‘"LOSUEL No. 1. - T e
he ‘ Draft of Answer to befled wathe Principal Sadr Amin's Court of Tinnevelly tn Original
g .- Suit No. 69 of 1870. K P
*EJ : ‘ T Dlaintiffs -~ . . versus Defendants. )
\:5;:; - Mmaboyamma] wife of Ramaprasad of Collector of Tmnevelly and ﬁfty-ewbt
A 'Ihamkulam. : .  others, including the Minor Aemmdar of Yettia-
ks 2 Iralal puram Estate. - i
4 L .
{[e ) ‘ 3 Ramapra.sad son of Harx Ram, .
;A _ 4. Karunalal, son of Hari Ra.m; , . , : A
A - o . ) Y ‘ ) ; ' ;
'[]f I’lamhﬂ"s assert. Fzrst Defendant (Collcclor) rcplzcs. PR
'y
,; ‘ . . In Kadelkudi Zemmdarl and in the 1. I’]amtxﬂ‘s have to prove this, - toe
K ﬂrst three vxllawcs shown in particulars of the N .
g ‘ ) p.amt two-fifth part belon"s to plaintiffs and )
‘5{' B j . hree ﬁftha to defendants Nos. 57 to 59. : , . :
:.' o 2, OanlattxkuIamvxllawcrs compiamt that 2. ' Yes. : .
;; " . 2203, chains in the first three villages, shown in In ¢xecuting the order, the division was not k
b " the memorandum of pmtxculars attached to the carried out in conformlty with the decision,
}/j plaint, had been encroached upon by the plain- althoufrh it ‘Was reported to have bncn done.
f{f - . tiffsand ccrtam others ; an mcpectlon wasg made, 2t
” - . and the dmpute settled with the connent of both . R . .
) ',{lf,: ‘ pnrtxos.. With reference to the settlement the :
*f, L o disputed land was divided in equal shares (11021 { ‘
FEN * to cach. sharer) and demarcated mth stones ip o
" 186 : - ,
/ T .
j 3. Taluq bherlstadar of Ottapxdara.m .8, It is true that the Tahq Shcnatmhr
;.' ' lmvm'v re-examined the above land on the 22nd made a repoxt stating that the demarcation wai ‘
4o , " December 18()2, reported fo the Iquoor tbat the right, bat from the documents which g dC(Ompa)u(‘d Lo
/ o o demarcatxon made in 1846 was correct. his report it was found that there was one °tone o
) - PR
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'j"'\the plamtxﬁ's to suatam n.loss of Rs. 697- 11- 2.
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Proceedznrrs of the Madras ('overnment Rﬂvenue I)epartmcnt

J N . 4th Oclober 1 840

- pnmieen =

) 4 On a fnlse

inaccurate. . Thercupon the stones fixed in 1846

* were removcd and placed to the north and south
* - of the removed oncs, including thereby 116 o5 .

chains-to ¥ Jlattxkulam This alteratxon made

5. The defcnd.mts Nos.57 to 50 bem~ not
* Inclined to file a Suit in Court, this plaint was
not filed in duc time. DBut with reference to
© Act XXVIIL of 1860, Government sanction has

bcen obtained extending the term for civil actxon '

about thc Suit in question,

6. Pray for decree in the plamnﬁ's fa,vour'

" 50 as to cancel. the proccedmrrs passed by Re-

. venue autho_utles with tegard to demarcation,

and to fix the boundary stoncs as usual, as well

. as to recover 4632 chains worth of about Ru-

pees 1,122-15-6 (plaintifi’s. share) with- its

~income up to the date of decree and other losses
, austamed by plmntlﬂ's from the defcmlants,

_ and interest of the Vilattikulam villagers,-as per

it

. missing and that the pocxt on of some othors did

not corrcspond with the ¢ntries in the formcr ‘*\_
accounts ﬂubmltted by him ; cortsequently doubts -

. were entertained and a regular inspection and )
‘survey - was ordered by Mr. \\ eddcrburn as

) - _ shown below. i g ;
. complamt prcfurred by
: Mlmssulam of V 1latt1k\ﬂam, defendants, Nos. 7
» . and 37, ‘and some othera, to Deputy- (‘ollector
" (Mr. Undervood), ttio Demareation Department
" again re- -surveyed the land and reported to the
. “Tluzoor that the dﬂmarcahon madc in 1846 wag

4. TIn 1862 and 1863 two complamts were'
lodrvcd by “Vilattikulam ryots that the Zemindar
had mcorpomtcd with his land about 60 chains
‘of Ayen lands’ with the connnance of -the
'Curnums. An inspection -was made by the
Ottapidaram Taluq Sheristadar (Subba Row), to |
‘whom the petmons were referred for mquu‘y‘ i
and report, and he represented that there was
no encrmchment and thc demarcation was right ;
but the documents which accompanicd his com-

 Imuniéation showed, as above stated, that one

_ stone wﬁs missing, and the position . of some
others were altered, which rendered necessary @
regular mquxry and survey ; this was ordercd to
be done by the Assistant Dircctor of Revenue
Scttlement, and the result of the inquiry thus .
ordered was the discovery of a fraud commitied
" by.the Taluq Sheristadar, who was deputed to
dcmarcate, havma included with the Zemindari, .
73 chams of which ought to go to tho benefit

award of Mr. Thomas, besides 83 chaing of Sub-
biapuram. This cxtent was, thereupon “ordered
to be included in the vxllagc of Vilattikulam,
and a fresh- demarcation made rectifying - tho
* mistake. - ;
. No wrongful loss couhl havo accrued to
plamtx?s from their bemg rwhtly ‘made to give
‘up the lands to which they had no claim what-
cver, as appear from the award of Mr. Thoma.‘r :
upon which the plaintills found their action."

5. Sanction was accorded by Governmcnb ‘
for the mstxtuhon of the Smt.

!

" 6. The fst dcfmdant prays thnt thc Smt
be dismissed with costs. " . :

1 [ ' . - A

C.T.LONGLEY, - -
' .Actmg Collectors .

.‘m;mW' e

‘(Signed) ,

!H’ '

4 l’roceedmgs of the Ha(lras

Government Revenue J)epartment

, 4!& Oc.’ober 18‘0

leuq
3.
L ‘.4.

5 Gop'Lher residing at Yettia
0: . An"nrkannammm Anm

U ranslation of @ Plaint filed in the

Ramaprasad the

I\arunal al,
By Pleader

Lttappa N fucLer,

Ramasawmx Pandnn,
Ba.llamm “Zemindar of ‘Kullathur,
puram. -

wife of Dala.voy

L\*cnowm: No. ‘2.

Sult

mmor SOII

do.

Pr mchal Sadr 'Amm 8 C'o

No. 69 of 18i 0
Plamteﬁ's.

- 1 Mlmboyammal mfe of Rumpmao.d 1uxdmw a,f; Thamk

I _one of thc sharcholders of I\adclkudx Lemm. .
~ Ananthkumarar Tralals. ‘

',.A o

of Hzm Ram who is unrkr wardshlpAof th
: , "~ do.

Annasawml Iyer. - . C
Dq/cndanto. o
The Collector of Tmnevelly ) y

the son of J aganecmr,

Stnv wuntam in Tenkarai Talug-

‘4

9

S
L 11; "

' 13,

;s,‘

" Muthukristnier, residing ab
Y‘Snmasx‘thafmbam I) er, uncle of the. abm e.

‘Kr‘istnicy. ;

- Achier ‘ ‘
Subbier. -
Ramier. SR

Y. enkataramxer. J

+

" “Madura Kristnier. - ', -
Ala"hm Vathmr. ,

Muthurengwr.

" Kuppier., , '« T

' “Attallamier. . -
./, Ganapathi Iger. -

. Venkataramier. "

! Tha.h o'amxer.

I’cnaswundaner.‘ R

o ,""‘ L "i.y‘ Narayana chr.

R

et
l98.

1N

L 34‘

30.‘
.86,
i 377
88

I\avau Vathiar.

" 26. I’anmyur Kristnier.

- Authi Iyer. el v
Muthupmar‘.

Ixovxlxer. :

‘>9 Arunachelmn Pillai. ‘1:"““" ‘
800 +Su ram:mm, Pillai. - 4
Bammr son of Muttavier:-. -
- 32, Venkatarenvxer, son of- do. -
33‘ Savundaramler, son of Jo.’f
SanLaranamyana Iyer ‘son of Sambxer., .
.y enkataramler son, of Appasawmy Iyer.:
Smkaranarayana. Iyer, son of Sasthawer. St :
Sankarammlcr son of Mxrassx Sankaranamyana I) er. .

\

thc Manager of the thtmpuram Estato. ‘~

‘,—-'

ula’n ng Tmncvelly Taluq, and ’:57

: ~’

v . : ! do-

R

v

L

resnlmo' at; Velaﬂapatt:n in Tmnevdly I'aluq

Vxlattxkulam in Ottapldara.m Taluq

e st I.;laiﬂtiﬁ'.

~

-

mt at Tmnevelly in 01 :guw I

minot anmdar of lettmpuram in Ottapldamm

I’onnambalanada. Moodelhar, resxdm'v at': .
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R T A R e

ot -

g e e

a4y .
Nk
&

v e e

v
Lol
- P

P S
ULV

D i 2

L e

Y S

'

:
g R
"l FamurCRCI o

e e

s



4

y
i

|
|
|
|
‘ - lla'durq,
g .
l
|
b

L e et Ot RS - T A T e

o B e A T g
. A - . T N T it ]
- - i e A

‘Proce*edmgs of the Madras Government Revcnue l)epmtmeut
O ”41]& October 1840 '

: ,',39;‘ Achxer son of Sokkler ’ S T ’. 3 o
_;40.‘tSavundmmmal wife of ‘enkataramxer IR (
© AL -Sellamier, son of. Nagamicr. - s o :
42 ;ﬁ(zuruva,mmal wife of Chldambaramxer.
.48, _Uppathur Bashkaramxer.
Lo-4dl

] 14) ")
Ixadellxudl Zemin, in Ottapldaram Taluq.~

‘40.‘,; Suasubrumama. Pillai, residing atfotfapldiram .
. Yeerabudru Pillai, brother of the above. : ST i

Yell skt =
appa Reddxar residing at’ %olmmalmmpattal attachcd to V)hthkulam o

4 ;

;[Harlha.ramler. -
7 ‘Ragava Mauthicr, k ‘
ool residing at- \amblpuram i
B0 n Sattu f
. :1 'Muthappxer reexdm" ab meﬂlxputtx : ) laluq
2, i:ulpple; resuhnﬂ' at Strivilliputtur.

- Valas

;—"501{“ ;arl-:imlm(; Iyer, residing at 'luuvenfrudam in Sunkernamurkovnl Talu
ol y resrdmfr at Rameeuuram attached to R nmuo.d in thg dxstrxct of !

in do.

»

»

w RR . 33 7. - . M ‘
:z{; .‘:tzkulam Gopaher residing at Thip:nu Kundu “in
. J0, - b
- itha Venkatasubbier, residing at Ausa village in Travancore.’ ‘

‘57, Utharam, son of S ' L
anthulal, one of th i
The..rxulam in Tionevelly Talug.” ~ - - shareholdus of I‘a‘l*‘lk“dl Z emm, res:dmg at,.

'-38.. Mayaram brother of the above.
59 Takram brother of the above.

do.”

Two-ﬁfths of the Kadelkudi Z Loy
diis land h ‘
g of the Part emin an 3 mt o villages roferr d t v .
.57th 58(;11&:;;]33?;;1;1 1’x'opert)' belono to the plaintiffs, and the remm;dero :I;rzmgf ":Dhs 1 tO b
: efendants, and they have been en;oyed by their famx}y sm:e atl N t: the -
ong xme.

: of Rumachendra
: Property, belon(g:datf ti:b}{lapuram and Any au“)a"‘pumm refcrred to in . the 1’urt1culars of !
" fcladed by the family of the Y‘I?" village”of - Vilattikulam, and that theso lands were graduall

p amtrﬁ'b, etc., in the above villages, he ordered the Tahsildar to holfl

the necessary inqui
ri
pon this the 31%; w}zlo accordingly inspected the locality, and inquired into the matter:
"Upon C made an amxcable settlement between tho fumxlxcs of the plaintiffs axi
1t

the nllu'rers of Vil
ilattikulam, divided the lands between these two parties in eqml shares, ordered :

110 1 chains of 1
H 0 and to be inclnded with Vﬂattxkulam erected distinct bound’u'y marks. a.
a , an

*} !SSlled a iina} 01 dCI‘ 1u 1840 Sta,tln Y w y~ ’ o on thb bounda] llmltS,

L2, Agumtheﬁ C
quumdur mspected the boundary mﬁ.Tl\S in compmy mth both the parhes on E

. the 2‘7nd Decembcr 1862 ce
2, and addressed an Arzi to the Collector, stating that the existing boundary

marks are in the same state

a3 originally -erccted, an: [

\ 11attlkulam village gave g deposition corroborating il;:j 'xiza? ';!;:: unda? t{“’ le“m ‘IOOdCIIy Of
{ emen

.8, The case being ; |
eing so, the 7th and 31st defendants presented a false complamb to the Deput)- .

R

‘*unthar‘x I‘eid .
teddi, son of Nagu - Reddi,. l‘eoldlnrr at Ramachen lapuram nttached to tlm -

Sank
~ San araramier, xesxdxng at I\Oppampattrm Otta: ldaram Taluq R S

a3 .

Collector, when th -
v en the village of Vilattikulam was demarea ted, and a demarcating -officer mspectcd‘

the spot and
pot and removed the ourrma,l boundary marks and fixed new boundary stones to. the cast and®

" morth of the former boundary marks in December 1863 as per’_order from-the II By th
? u:roor y. thig

T h
change of boundary marks about 116,% chains of land in the above three \xllao*e ‘bl ol
‘ i s 'belonging - to

the Qlamtlffs haye been includ
ed in the village of Vilattik
o ment e lind s been i ulam _contrary to former ‘orders,
paid to Governmeub whereb
s the pla
- Yoss of Rupees 697-11-9 as stated in the ith pmraffmoh of - tne Pd}:tloetﬂgr:lztt'lg’i;a:: "“Stm“ed M
erey.

4. T o |
he filing of the Suit was dela; ed as the’ otth aSth and 50th’ defendants, " who are- t‘h’e*

shareholdoxs md not come foruard wnth the plamtlffs

PR

The cudoraemcntu (markéd Aa.xeceived

‘_ A e B

:md ‘

-

l’fooeeeli}zgs of tlze .Madras Government, Revenue Department, -
E S - 4th OCtober 1870 o ff A

bl

>m the Government under Act XXV III of 18
e of this year, 1 is Nerewith produced

g" - The ‘plaintiffs therefore pray that the boundary stones new]y
le ordera issued_for fixing these boundary stones may.
ked in the places where boundary. ‘marks were’ originally erecte
[ulguzary punjah lands of the value of Rupee
artxculars. may be made over to the  plaintiffs ; ‘that” the loss.
lupees 697:11-9, referred to in the 4th paravraph wit
nd the incomo derivable subsequent to the date of the -plaint,
' [efendants ; and that the cost of Suxt thh an i

1.

lefendants.

e - (True Translatlon ) N

R (s,nncd) c T LONGLEY
Actmg C’ollector :
oo In original Suit No. 69 of 1870. 0 o

r e E\CLOSURE No. 3. A

S A MEMORANDUM. S

' Tae ryots of Vxlattxkulam aGovernmenb vill

iColleetor in 1815 that the Zemind

*exteut of 220 chains. Mr. Thomas,

(Tenkarm, to take measurements of . the lands in dispute.
This “Azmaish’ ne ound that 2203} chama “of Tand were “entered in t

x(}ow -ernment and Zemindari villages.
*and the Vakil on behalf of the Zemindar, and upo
- award he (Mr. Thomas) may give in the matter, he decided- that 11012 chains of land should be
taken by the Zemin villagers, and the other 1101¢ by the V. ilattikulam people, and ordered the
lands to be demarcated and the boundary line being fixed with stones ; this was accordingly done
in 1846 by Subba. Row, the then Talugq Shenstadur of Ottapidaram. Of the extent thus made
742% chaing was cultivated by Zemin ryots m Fasli 1256, in"- which .

‘ over to Government village,
y a,r the dxspute was ‘settled by Mr. Thomas, and the assessment of Rupees 43) 5-5 due hereon

| was collected from them and credited to the head ¢ Land Revenue”” AR

the then Collector, deputed one Annaji Row, Ta,hsxlda.r of
He (Annaji Row) reported that from
he ayacut’ “accounts of both the

= 9. In 1862, the Vrlattlkulam ryots complamed to the Collector statmo' that the Zemmdar T
Thomas s award. - While inguiry mto this complaint was pendmfr in -

=

‘

enjoyed Yand in ‘excess of- Mr.
the same ryots afram in 1863 complained that the Zemmdar encroached about 60

the ta,luq,
ch:uns of Ayen louds with the conmvzmce of the Curnum by shrfbmv the posxtxon of the boundary
stones o

N /78" The Ottapxdaram Taluq Sherxatada.r Who mspected the locahty, reported thut no. la,nd
was encroa.ched on as stated by the complama,nts. “Towever; from the’ report and other ‘documents
‘received from that officer, it appeared that one of the demarcation stones was missing, and that

fthe position of some 0
award, and consequently

_Collector requested the Assistan
;Whether any portion of Ayen lands bas actually been since

“estate.

4,
to the village of Vilattikulam have been included by the Zemindar with his own lands, and further,
‘that on another complaint of encroachment having been made by the same ryots, inquiries were
d that 33 chains of ‘Ayen land had been 1ncluded with the Zemin village of

t Director to ascertain, with reference to the above accounts,

‘made, when it was foun
Subbiapuram. - -

s1, 122—15 6, referred to in pararrraphs 1to3of thet?;
s of . income, amountmv to-

h an interest at 1 per cent. per mensem, -
may be paid by 9nd to 56th

nterest at the above rate, may be pmd by all the‘ -

age in Ottapxda,rum Ta,luq, coulpiained to the
ar of Kudelkudn encroached upon Government dry lands to the -

thers did not ‘correspond with' the entries in the account of Mr. Thomas's -
doubts having arisen as. to the correctness of -this report, the then'

mcluded by tho Zemmda.r thh his -

Mr. Symouds reported on the 3rd November 186% that 73 chams of Ayen la.nd belonn‘m g :

60, extendmo the hme to ﬁle the Suxt up to léth ‘7 N

ﬁxed mny bc removed that

be cancelled ; that boundary stones. maybe .-
d'; that _the 463% chaing -of N

“Mr. Thomas summoned the prmclpal ryots of Vrlathkulam .
n their agrecing in writing to abide by any -
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: “:',,‘ """" v S . A V:_l:) ; .;a.,\; ..:;L:M,ﬁw“ PPy MU ‘-—-.«._.A_. d._\lt_ssa i et gt . E2F
: ' - P * ,’.';; ) ;,_/( R e e L e Th/‘ . _Vh:“‘,‘.%‘?.w‘) LT A‘,‘;"’A’?-‘ﬁ L I. q ' i.‘ -
) ‘t . .> . . T . K ] - ‘. ‘ B o o } ~I R ,’ ; B . .
SRR B : e I L ;
T eer E : Proceedmrrs of the Jladras Gore mzment Revenue Department i i
S G Codth ()clober 1870. |
: 7. —~~—— e vanes : - — e ____,,_,"ji;r
) K ey STB, The then Collector wrote to the Asustant Duector that the ‘encroached landy - above, k s ‘ , :
e referred to should be included in the Ayen village of Vilattikulam, and a fresh demarcatxon made ot ' . ‘”
R Ao aocordmgly which was duly carried out in 1865, from which date the assessment on the land is * _ ' -
< ; : oy ‘ A collected from the cultivators: . In1868 an order wasissued by Mr. Puckle to rccover the arream‘ ) } (O
e past Fashes Rupoes 5,626-8-0, but the aen__nnd'u' has oh_r'ectcd to the samea.-- ool e ' i :
O S EE U ik s ‘(Sigued) < C. T, LONGLLY
.3;: , [ . ‘ e o : Actwg (,ollec{or. Y %
s : ) Tms Sult 1S one refrardmo a boundar} dispute betwecn the Government village
5 1 { cLof Vllattd\ulam»and the Zemmdan of Kadelkudi, Whlch mvolves Iand valued at C
- f RS *Rupees 1,123. . . (1
§ ] I 2. The Board resolve to recommend Government to. sanctxon the defence of |
: | ( . the Smt on the usual terms. ] AR :
. | ‘be R - ' B
L ! Bp v No. 11, . OI:DER 'mm’nox* 4th October 1870 No. 1 006 ot
S S P !
i ! F I Tue Government sanction thc defcnce B '
i is oo * Miscellaneous. o !
! e e ' - in the first instanco at the public cost of '
S : l I R d B ' o Onr'mal Suit No. 69 of 1870 on tho file : ‘
" ! [ Of thO Prmclpal Sadr Amm s Court of Tmnevclly, instituted by Minaboyammal ., - ¢
. L SR and ‘three others ngainst the Collector of that district and fifty-cight othcrs ; but * o
1. : . .. "they will detcxmme, vhen copivs of -the “judgment~ and“decree”ure - eub..xiww~ o
' | . <..  whetherthe costs, if any bo ad djudged arramst the Oollcctor, shall be bornc by that o
A officer-or by the Government - : S _—
. i ) . i ‘ ,
BRI AN 2. The dmf’c answer submxtted is approved | ' I : o
R T _‘ﬂ 3 ) -+ (True Extrqct) [ . _
F o , AR (Signed) - R. A. DALYELL,
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