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»} '-‘. I,’)"’t‘iceedingskof the Madras Government, Revenue Decpartment,

R AR -27th QOclober 1870. T
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a No. 306.. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 13th

o [ Scptember 1870, No. 5,708:— '

i‘, ; Read again Board’s Proceedings, dated 8th November 1869, No. 8,261.

N Read also the following letter from the Acting Sub-Collector, in charge of tho N

x Godavery ‘Districet, to the Acting Secretary to tho Board of Reveaue,

: - dated Cocanada, 18th August 1870, No. 250. '
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1 nave the honour to forward herewith translations of Judgment and Decree®
_— S _ - passcd by the Principal Sadr Amin’s
".. 7 = % Together with originals. ~ Court in Suit No. 40 of 1809, the dcfence

’ ‘ _ of which was sanctioned in the Board's

B Proccedings, dated 8th November 1869, No. 8,261.

‘The Court have adjudged the posscssion of the land to the plaintiff under

(3}
~ 2

‘Scetion 15, Act XIV. of 1859, on the ground that 'it was cultivated by the ryots

of Kotipally, the plaintif’s Zemindary village, in Fasli 1278, This cultivation

was made by the ryots of Kotipally on the pretence that it was made over by the

P;incipal Qadr Amin’s Court to the Zemindar in Suif No. 18 ‘of 1866. This

~was pointed out pai‘ticqlzirly for the ‘considc‘ration of the Court, but no notice was

taken of it. No appeal can be made against this decision under Section 26,
Act XXIII of 1861. The land in question is certainly the property of the State.

It was manifes}tly an acerction to the lanka of Ainavilly, a Governinent village, on

TR e T S . - the same snat wheve parts of the assessed
-~ ¥ Nos. 780, 781, 782, 787, and 788.. ficldst of the Ainavilly lanka were
S " ' | washed away, as shown in the accom-

f:iﬁyingi plan. - For further particxﬂars of the case, I beg to refer you to the Col- .
" lector’s letter, dated 21st October 1869, No. 262, and tho draft answer contained

. o - in the Proccedings noted in the margin.
* . 8th November 1869, No. 8201.. = I'am of. opinion that a regular Suit

e should be filed on behalf of Government .-
-~ for the recovery of the land.” If the Board agree with this view, I request that the

"Board will permit me to file a Suit at the Government espense. A draft of the
plaint i3 herein enclosed for the approval of the Board.

- Excrosvre No. 1. ,
In the Principal Sadr Amin’s Court of the Rojakmundry District.
PrESEST : SAMINENI VENIATADRY Nawpw, Principal Sadr Amin. -

Orz'gz'ndl Suit No. 40 of 1860 on the file of this Court, ~~~ ~7 . T 7 -

Dlaintlf - , versus " Defendant.

Mupnavarapa Venkatanandam Puntulu Garu, James Frascr, Esq., Collecter, Godavery
recozaized Attorney ou behalf of plaintif, His . District, oa behalf of the Madras Goverament.
Ilighness the Mazharajah Mirje Sri Vizia Rama : .
Gajopatiraz Mabaraj 2Manne Sultan Bahadur of
“Vizianagaram Samastanum, K.C.8.L

Pleaders. o : Government Valkesl.

1. Saripalle Sattenna. . - - , Chittrapu Kumaraz,

2. Do.  Gopalakristnamma.
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l’z occedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenue D(pm ‘lment,
‘ "7ﬂz Oclober 1870,

e
4
4
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‘ 2

Judgment

Tnn plamt)ﬂ' has preferrcd ‘this Suit under Section 15, Act XIV. of 1859, stating that on
23rd Pebruary 1869 the defendant had ousted him from the possession of the zirayati lanka land |
-under his possession and enjoyment, attached to the village of Is.otxp:ﬂly in Vizianagaram Samas- :
tanum belonging to ‘Thimself, and measuring eight acres, and rcsumed the same with a view to 3
incorporate it with the lands of Amanlly, a Government vxlla«e, and requesting that the said land !
of eight acres, situated within the boundaries specified in the plaint, and yiclding an annual ! )
assessment of Rupees 350, might be ordcred to be made over to him. :

o it N s e e S
’
AT A K s Sl Al 18 Al 4 K tn e

——

2. In the statement putin by the defendant—- , o

1st.—He denied. the right to, and possession of the plamtxﬁ' in, the land clmmed by him, put
bim to the proof of his title, stated that thisland being an accretion to the Am:mlly lanka,
“belongs to Government; that it is therefore the property of the Crown..

SUNUVNERENS

2"‘”2/ —That, as shown in the plan, parts of the Amaully lanka fields, N o0s. 780, 781, 782 j
787, and 788, had been washed away subsequent to the demarcation and survey conducted in !
1859 and 1860 ; that on and near the same spot, the land in dispute had newly been formed adjoin- ;
ing to the Ama\’llly lanka ; that thisland haviog becn included in the rents of the other Iankaszg
of Ainavilly; had been occupxed and cultivated for Faslies 1276 and 1277 by the ryots of Ainavilly ; - ’
that in Fasli 1278 the ryots of Kotipally had, with the privity of the Kotipally Tanedar, unlaw- |
fully encroached upon and cultivated this land surreptitiously ; that this having been brought to | ;
‘his notice, an order had been issued to the Tahsildar to attach the produce of cultivation thus
 gurreptitiously made ; that the Tanedar had then stated before the Tahsildar that the land in}
qncstxon had been made over to }nm by the Court nnder the Neersa pagsed. hy thic fonrt in Suit}
No. 18 of 1866 ; that the land now claimed had not been included in the plaint filed by thei

i plaintiff in that Suit ; and that this the Court will observc from the boundaries of the land therem
‘claimed, and dcscnbed in the plaint, and therefore pruyed the Court to dlSIDlSS the Suit mth costs.

e e i g A e
i T

N 1

- 3. When thxs Suit came on for henrm" the Court was of opinton that a Jud'rment mwht be
given without settling issues and obtaining evidence. The pleading on behalf of both the partxes
and the facts represented by the pleaders have been considered,

o e,

, 4. This Suithas been preferred by the -plaintift under Scction lo Act XIV. of 1859, con-:
1 aequenﬂy whether the lanka land in dispute was attached and taken possession of by the defendant
{ while in the possession of the plaintiff, is the only point to be disposed of. From the defendant’s:
‘own admission, it appears that the ryots of the plaintiff cultivated the lunka land and raxseda
crop in it in Fasli 1278, and that the defendant caused the produce to be attached in February of
ituat year. From thig, it is to be concluded that the defendant took possession of the Jand at that
Itxme Moreover, the defendant does not say that he made over the land to the plaintiff. These :
reasons prove that the disputed land was taken possession of by the defendant while in the plaxn-~
%tl@s possession. * With reference to this object of the law, the Court i is of opinion that it is right}
vlo adjudze tho dolivery of the lanka to the plaintiff, and that which of the both partlea has a rxght

Tt° that lanka is a matter that should not now be dleposed of. ‘ .

5. The Court dxrects that the lanka land claimed be made over to the plamtlﬂ' that the

costs incurred by him be paid by the dcfendant and that those mcnrred by the defendant be borne
by himself. » SR IR oo

15tk July 18,0

_3
3
s
l
i
3

(Signed) 8. VEWKATADRY I\AJDU

j
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Proceedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
24[1& October 1870.

Excrosvee No. 2.

s

Decree passed by the Principal Sadr Amin's Court of the Rajakmundry District.
"Presext: SAMI\IE\I VENKATADRY NAIDT, Principal Sadr Amin. ‘
- Orzgmal Suit No. 40 of 1869.

Plaintiff ' - versus Defendant.

Muppavarapa - Venkatanaudam - Puntulu - ° James Fraser, Esq, Collector of the
Garu recognized Attorney on behalf of plaintiff - Godavery District, on behalf of the Madras
His Highness the Maharajah Mirje Sri Vizia Government.
Rama Gajapatiraz  Maharaj Manne Sultan
Bahadur of Vizianagaram Samastanum, K.C.S.I

- Pleaders.

 Saripalle Sattenna, - 7
Deo. Gopalaknstnnmma.. T

Government Fakeel.
Chittrapu Kamaraz,

Tnn plaintiff has preferred this Suit under Sectxon 135, Act XIV, of 1809 stating that on,

- 93rd February 1869 the defendant had ousted him from the possession of the zirayati lanka land
under his possession and enjoyment, attached to the village of Kotipally in Vizianagaram Samas-
" tanum belonging to himsclf, and measuring eight acres, and resumed the same with a view. to

incorporate it with the lands of Ainavilly, a Government village, and requesting that the said land - -

of eight acres, situated within the ‘boundaries specified in the plaint, and yielding an annual
assessment of Rupees 350, might be ordered to be made over to him.

2. Having gone throuTh the record, the Court decrees that the plaintiff be put-in posses-
sion of the lanka land in dispute ; that the costs incurred by him be made good by the defendand.

“and tha.t those mcnrred by the defendant be borne by himself.
Costs incur red by the Plazntzj/’

RS. 4. P

v alue of Stamp paper used for Pla,mt 47 8 0
Do. - do. for Vakalatnamah v 0 80
Do do. 7 for Petition ... = .. e e .01 O
Half of the Plea.dersfee e e e el .. %0 00

Total to be paxd to the plaintiff by thc defendant 118 1 0

Costs mcurrcd by the defendant

- Value of Stamp paper used for Statement . ... e aee e 0 80
" Do - do. for Petitions e e L ead 1 20
"Half of the Pleader’s fee ... e e e T eee 70 0 0
To be borno by defendant Kimself  wee i e e o 71100

The 15th of July 1870..

The lanka land under dxspute is bounded on tho north- east by the lanka land belonging to
the plaintiff, south-east by the Godavery water, south-west by the high bank of the Godavery near

. the village of Ainavilly, and on the north- west by the lanka land belonging to the plamnﬁ”

Note. -——Wxth reference to the High Court’s I’roceedm«s under date the 27th June 1867,

This is a claim for zxrayah lanka land attached to the Vizianagaram Sa.mastanum, and.' :

. yneldmg an annual assessment of Rupees 350.

Note.—No process of execution will be issued to enforce this decree, unless some proceeding
shall have been taken to Leep the same xn force within three years next preccdm" the application

for guch execution.
(Smned) S VENI&ATADRY, NAIDU,

Principal c'adr Admin.
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I’) oceedings of the Madras Gorernment, Revenue Depaztment ‘
27th October 1870. -

. ESCLOSURE \o 3.

F , _ In the Principal Sadr Amin's Court of I’ajah*nund)_/
Original Suit No. of 1840

l’laznth ' versus . Dcﬂndant

The Govemment of Fort q:un(; George. - 1lis ITighness the Muharajsh Sri V 1,‘1:3-v Tama
Gajapatiraz Mabaraj Manne Sultan Babadur

L o ) of V 1z1ana~'u'am Samastanum, IK.C.8.1,:
L. Plairt. :
1 Tus relief sought jgme :

- (1) The recovery of cight acres or thercabouts of lanka land assessed at Rupees 330 a-year,
and valued at Rupees 1, %50, the posscssion of which has been adjudgzed to the defendant under
fSectmn 15, Act XIV. of 1859 in Suit No. 40 of 1869 of your Court’s file.

2) I‘ayment by the defendant of the plaintif’s costs of Suis herein, .

-

ment Department on the same spot where parts of the Ainavilly lanka fields, Nos. 780, 781,
g’S" 787, and 788, were, subsequent to the demarcation in Fasli 1269, washed away as shown in

e e et e 1 o 1o e T L

e s s ¢ B a5

9. The land in question is the property of Government, because it was an accretion in .-
Fasli 1275 to the Ainavilly lanka, which was demarcated and surveyed as such by the Settle-

oy

{ the accompanying plan, This land was in the occupation of the Amanlly ryots under Joxnt-rentsJ '

in Faslics 1276 and 1277. Xotipally ryots merely cultivated it in Fasli 1278 on the pretence that

your Courf made it over to the defendant in Suit No. 18 of 1868, "while it was not included in the
Nor was it an accretion to the land marked B. claimed by the

plaint, plan or decree in that Suit.

defendant, who was the plamtlﬁ' in tha.t Suit, it bemﬂ' sepa.mted by a stream of the Godavery as -

shown in the plan.

“Ainavilly lanka, and west- by th Ixoupml; ;au}nu fe
I, Jeremiah Garnett Horsfall, the Actm" Sub Collcctor :md Joint mestra’ce in charge for

s time being of the Golavery District, do declare that what is stated in the above pl:unt i3 true

to the best of my information and belief. - «
i (Siged)  -J. G. TIORSFALL,

" Adeting Sub-Collector in charge.

Excrosvze No. 4.—Plan.

Ainavilly lanka.

A

I
¢
|
i
E 3. The land claimed is bounded on the north and cast by the Godaw ery water south by the -
{
it
13
t
}
L

9, 'The Zemindar has obtamed posscsuon by a - Suit umler Section 15, Act .

AN

Tm: Government will be requested to sanction the mstltutmn of a Suitagainst:
-the Zemindar of Vi xzxana"aram for eight acrcs of land formm" an accretion to the :

XIV. of 1859, and can only be ousted by a regular Suit. Then scems to be no .

dOUbu but what the laud belon"a to Govcrnment

(} No. 307. Orm:n T;ILRLO\', R7th Octobcr 18"0 No. 1 640 .

{ N

t ’ . JAcrErADLY to the rccommen(htlon
Miscellancous.
: of the Board the Government sanction :

the ins tltu ion of a regular Suit aﬂamst:

th\, Zemindar of szmnao'aram for the recovery of the land in quc:.twn.
('lruo Extract.) - o
(Swned) " R.A DALYELL

'Io the Board of Revenue.’

|
é

"Exd. F. R Bauntlcman.

*
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No. 8,261, o .
Procezpras or i Boarp or Revesus, dated 8th November 1869,

Reaxi the following letter from J . FRASER, Esq., Collector of the Godavéry District, to the Acting :
Secretary to the Doard of Revenue, dated Cocanada, 21st chobei 1809, No. 262:—

‘ //1 Z5s— &

LT
(VAR 25 S 3

-~y
Sl

-

T e

I 114vE tho honour to send herewith, translation of a plaint* filed in the Principal Sudder
Ameen’s Court at Rajahmundry, by the Zemindar of the Vizianaga-
tum Estate, under Section 15 of the Act No. XIV 0f 1859, for the
. possession of 8 acres of Lunka land, bea;ing an annual assessment of Rupees 350.
9, Theland in question is part of a Government Lunka of Ainavilly, in the Amalapur Talook.
As shown in the accompanying plan, this land formed portions of certain demarcated and surveyed ]
fields of Nos.780, 81, 82, 87, and 88 of Ainavilly. = Tt was washed away by the Godavery subse- . -
quentrto the demarcation and sarvey, and new laz}d wag formed on and near the same spots adjoin-" -
ing the numbers. In Fusly 1278, the remaining portions of the above numbers were .p‘ermanently
" assessed by the Settlement Department, and occupied by the ryots of Ainavilly, under ryotwar :
~ gystem. The newly formed Lunka being much lbwep than the above land, was left unassessed by
" that Department: . . . . - , o
3. This land was cultivated by the ryots of Ainavilly in Fuslies 1276-77, as it was included
in the lease of other Lunka lands. | In Fusly 1278 the plaintiff rented out the land to the ryots of '
. . " Kotipalli, the zemindary village, and they cultivated it on the
Boqrféze,};ég.c;fgﬁ?s' 28rd Qotober . und that this land was made over to plaintiff by the Principal
%o, 17 o 25th October 1868, - Sydder Ameen according to the decree passed by him in Suit

Do. " 30d70. ‘IGnhNovembet}SGé.‘ - No. 18 of 1866— Vide correspondence on the subject noted in the

Tome, ‘v"\‘?

# No. 40 of 1869,
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CAONIATY.

, ‘.. -margin. . ) ) . |
4. TIn the plaint filed in Suit No. 18 of 1866, the boundaries of the Lunka land claimed by :
ribed. It is evident from it that the land now claimed was not included and no ;

“EANTATY J0 QUYOT AHL

QiR (0280 509

} . . him were describ
A T - decree was passed for it. ) : o - .
) PR 6. 'This land heing an aceretion tn the Government T.onka land. farmed an ond nea» the opob -
¢ " on which the Government Lunka lately stood, i3 maaifestly the property of the Crown. 1, therefore,
T : ordered the Tahsildar to attach the produce of the cultivation which was surreptitiously made by
,s - in Fusly 1278 and to credit the value of the produce under Government
{
i
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the ryots of Kotipalli 7 e of
B deposit.- I rented out the land in question to the ryots of Ainavilly for Fusly 1279 for Rl;pegs 170.
T 6. 1 bég to propose that the enclosed draft of an answer should be filed, if the Board approve
of it, and sanction the defence at the Government expense. o i
" 4. The day fixed for the hearing of the guit i3 6th November 18€9. DBut an extension for . 4

oné month from the above date has been applied for. ) o . ’ R
8, At this moment a running stream (branch of the Godavery) divides t‘he Ainavilly Lunka T

. from that made over to Kotipalli— Fide plan forwardgd. '

P

Y

: : - Excrosure No. 1. . -
) ' o - OrrarvaL Suir No. 40 or 1869. S . _
‘ ‘ “ 7o the Principal Sudder Ameen's Court of the Rajakmundry District. : P
‘eferred under Section 15, Act No. XIV. of 1859, by Muppavarapu Venkatanandam
‘ at Vizianagarum, recognized Attorney on behalf of plaintiff, His

. -
R ik ekt

AR AL Tt

Plaint pr
- Pantulugar, residing

Y
X e

Highness The Maharajah Mirje Sri Vizia Rama Gajapatiraz Maharaj Manne Sultan

t
2
i
%
i Bahadur of Vizianagarum Samastanam K.C.S. L L © v
! - Against defendant. R
P James Fraser, Esq., Collector of the Godavery District, on behalf of the Madras Government.
1' . R "Ox 231‘& February 1869, the defendant ousted the plaintiff from the possession of the Zirayati-
. - 3

-
L

v i

& o oy

* Lunka land of 8 acres, attached to the village of Kotipalli, in Vizianagarum Samastanam,
belonging to the plaintiff, yielding an annual asse§smeht of Rupees 330 and situated within the

>
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undermenhoned bounda.rxes to whxch the plamtxﬁ' has a rrght and which had been in hls posses-
4

sion and en;oyment ‘and resumed the same with a view to 1ncorporate rt Wrth the lands of -

Arnavrlly, a Government village. :
2. The said land is bounded on the north-east by the Lunka land belonomv to the plamtrﬁ’ i

on the sonth east by the Godavery water, on the. south-west by the ‘high bank of the Godavery E
near the village of Amavxlly and on the north-west by the Lunka land belonging to the plaintiff. _;
;8.1 request that on an examination of the witnesses and a perusal of the documents for |
the plamtnﬁ' a decree rnay be given directing that. the land abovementroned be made over to the ‘

plaintiff. - - -

Ju]y 1869, o (ngned) SARIPAI.LI SATTENNA o]
; . 5 ‘ Plea.der. o
i (Signed) GopALAnnUSHNAMMA
} _ Pleader. '
{ (Signed) MUPPAVARAPU VENKATANANDAY, :
! " Huzoor Accountant aad Moctyar or Attorney.
1. :
{

I Muppavarapu Venkatanandam Moctyar or Attorney on behalf of the plaintif named in K
ithe above plaint, do declate, that what is stated therem is true to the best of my. information and B

behef :

(Signed) ' MUPPAVABAPU VENEATANAN DAM
Moctyar or Attorney and Huzoor Accountant
Stamp paper correct wrth four additional stamps worth Rupees 45-8-0. . .

- , . ’ _{(Signed) - V. V NARASIMIIA ROW,
C o Shensta.da.r
Fxled in Court this 10th September 1869. oo

: (Srgned) S. VENKATADRY, = .’
I’rincipal Sudder Ameen.

.
Ul ‘c‘**w'\‘x PO

[ ST S

s

. o (True Translatron.)»

ey cem e T

Collector )

C N : .. Excrosuee No. 2. SR -

_3 ‘ . - Ix Ozrarvar Suir No. 40 of 1869, ~ ' S

s ~ To the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court of Ii’ajahmundry » o
! Plaint preferred by Muppavarapu Venkatanandam Pantulugar residing at Vizianagarum, recognized
Attorney on behalf of plaintiff, the Zemindar of Vizianagarum Estate, agarnst defendant -
- James Fraser, Esq., Collector of the Godavery Drstrrct on behalf of the Madras ;
i Government.

i . Tae written statement of the defendant . ' S
" 2. The defendant denies the right to and possession of the plaintiff in the land claimed by

4

i
]
belonging to Government, and is, therefore, the property of the Crown. ' !
3. Asshown in the Plan, parts of the Amavrlly Lunka fields Nos. 780, 81, 82, 87 and 88, ;

were washed away subsequent to the Demarcation and Survey which were made in the years 1859 ;
1860, and on and near the same spot, the land in’ dispute was newly formed adjoining the |

of Ainavilly, as it was included in the rents of the other Lunkas of Ainavilly, In Fusly 1278 the ¢

lryots of Kotipalli with the privity of the Kotipalli Tanedar, unlawfully encroached upon and )
*cultivated this land surreptxtrously. This having been brought to the defendant’s notice, an f‘
order wag issued to the Tahsildar to attach the produce of- the cultivation thus surreptxtrously

‘made. The Tanedar then stated before the Tahsildar that the land in question was made over to ;
lnm by your Court under the vrrtue of the Decree pas sed by you in Suit No. 18 of 1866, - ¢

Ca i ey e b Chm s et N ‘ - . .- .
. ~o- - . T . v - R e B
~ A s T T A e g et Y Y e

- /.,.....M,t—- et I e Sl e b s O iV g g

J E_‘RASER

him, and puts him to the proof of his title. This land is:an accretion to the Arnavrlly Lunka

Ainavilly Lunka. This land was occupied and cultivated for Fuslies 1276 and 1277 by the ryots ’

; . . 4 .

_ 4. In'the plaint filed by the plaintiff in this suit, the land now claimed was not included_ -
The Court will observe thls from the boundaries of the land therein claimed and descrrbed in'the
plaint.

5 The defendant, therefore prays that the Court will dismiss thrs suit with costs

(Signed) J. FRASER,
Collector.
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undermenhoned bounda.rxes to whxch the plamtxﬁ' has a rrght and which had been in hls posses-
4

sion and en;oyment ‘and resumed the same with a view to 1ncorporate rt Wrth the lands of -

Arnavrlly, a Government village. :
2. The said land is bounded on the north-east by the Lunka land belonomv to the plamtrﬁ’ i

on the sonth east by the Godavery water, on the. south-west by the ‘high bank of the Godavery E
near the village of Amavxlly and on the north-west by the Lunka land belonging to the plaintiff. _;
;8.1 request that on an examination of the witnesses and a perusal of the documents for |
the plamtnﬁ' a decree rnay be given directing that. the land abovementroned be made over to the ‘

plaintiff. - - -

Ju]y 1869, o (ngned) SARIPAI.LI SATTENNA o]
; . 5 ‘ Plea.der. o
i (Signed) GopALAnnUSHNAMMA
} _ Pleader. '
{ (Signed) MUPPAVARAPU VENKATANANDAY, :
! " Huzoor Accountant aad Moctyar or Attorney.
1. :
{

I Muppavarapu Venkatanandam Moctyar or Attorney on behalf of the plaintif named in K
ithe above plaint, do declate, that what is stated therem is true to the best of my. information and B

behef :

(Signed) ' MUPPAVABAPU VENEATANAN DAM
Moctyar or Attorney and Huzoor Accountant
Stamp paper correct wrth four additional stamps worth Rupees 45-8-0. . .

- , . ’ _{(Signed) - V. V NARASIMIIA ROW,
C o Shensta.da.r
Fxled in Court this 10th September 1869. oo

: (Srgned) S. VENKATADRY, = .’
I’rincipal Sudder Ameen.
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_3 ‘ . - Ix Ozrarvar Suir No. 40 of 1869, ~ ' S

s ~ To the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court of Ii’ajahmundry » o
! Plaint preferred by Muppavarapu Venkatanandam Pantulugar residing at Vizianagarum, recognized
Attorney on behalf of plaintiff, the Zemindar of Vizianagarum Estate, agarnst defendant -
- James Fraser, Esq., Collector of the Godavery Drstrrct on behalf of the Madras ;
i Government.

i . Tae written statement of the defendant . ' S
" 2. The defendant denies the right to and possession of the plaintiff in the land claimed by

4

i
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belonging to Government, and is, therefore, the property of the Crown. ' !
3. Asshown in the Plan, parts of the Amavrlly Lunka fields Nos. 780, 81, 82, 87 and 88, ;

were washed away subsequent to the Demarcation and Survey which were made in the years 1859 ;
1860, and on and near the same spot, the land in’ dispute was newly formed adjoining the |

of Ainavilly, as it was included in the rents of the other Lunkas of Ainavilly, In Fusly 1278 the ¢

lryots of Kotipalli with the privity of the Kotipalli Tanedar, unlawfully encroached upon and )
*cultivated this land surreptxtrously. This having been brought to the defendant’s notice, an f‘
order wag issued to the Tahsildar to attach the produce of- the cultivation thus surreptxtrously

‘made. The Tanedar then stated before the Tahsildar that the land in question was made over to ;
lnm by your Court under the vrrtue of the Decree pas sed by you in Suit No. 18 of 1866, - ¢

Ca i ey e b Chm s et N ‘ - . .- .
. ~o- - . T . v - R e B
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him, and puts him to the proof of his title. This land is:an accretion to the Arnavrlly Lunka

Ainavilly Lunka. This land was occupied and cultivated for Fuslies 1276 and 1277 by the ryots ’

; . . 4 .

_ 4. In'the plaint filed by the plaintiff in this suit, the land now claimed was not included_ -
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Collector.
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