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No‘. ‘247; , Read the following Proceedmrre of the Board of Revenue, datcd 4th

- No. 5,540, sanctioning the defence of Original Suit No. 17 of 1869, filed by tho .
g/ emlndar of Calastry- against Government in the Civil Court of Chmcrleput I bave '

" requested the Superimtendent of Rovenue Survcy to. turmsh me with the exact :

- copy of the plan book together with a copy of the Settlement officer’s decision in
the case, and request the Board to return them both when no longer requu'ed

. to the High Court. 'If an appeal to the High Court is deemed necessary, I beg to

- “never enjoyed by the plaintiff, and belong to the Government vxllave of l\aealapurem ag is shown

7Proceedm0's of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
19tk May'1871. oo »

May 1871, No. 1,872 :— \
Read the following letter from the Acting Collector of C'hxngleput to the Actmn ) \‘
-Secrctary to the Board of Revenue, dated Sydapet 3lst March 18:1
No 142,
With reference to the Board’s Proceedmos, dated the 31st August 1870,

.

the honour to forward, for the information of the Board, copics of J ud(rment and
Decree passed by the Givil Judge of Chingleput. : .
"It will be seen that the decree of the Civil J udn'e is partlally atfamst Gor-
crnment inasmuch as the Civil Judge has. awarded a larger tract of land to the
Zemindar than what has been assigned to him by the Settlement officer. . .° . °
.8, 'Tho total area of land sued for by the Zemindar was cawnics 11, the ]
whole of which has been ‘assigned by Mr. Thornhill to Government The decree
of the Civil Judge awards a portion of the above cxtent to the Zemmdar, and the -
Civil J udcre is of op1n1on that the line of boundary between Nagalapuram, a Gov.

ernment vﬂlage, end VembaLum in the Zemindary tract, being the. triangle
J. K. L., ought to be a straight line J,

. L.M.as shown in black-lead pencil. .
4. Asl have no 1dee of the cxtent thus awarded to the iZ emmflqr Thav "

In the enclosed plan-book peoe 2-u

cxtent of land lost to.Government by the decree. ,
5. The plan filed in the Civil Court and in wlnch the lme of boundary ag

determined by the wal J udoe is marLed having been sent to the Superintendent '
of Revenue Survey to enable him-to

have the land measured, I send my office-

T |
4
N T PL-Y O S

14 zde Sketch in parre 22

»

6. I leave to the Board to determine whether an appeal should be preferred

suggest that the Government Plcader may be asked to prepare the Memorandum

of Appeal

) . - ExcLOSURE No 1. /
A2 Inthe Civil Court of C'lzmglcput T .
AR | Original Suit No. 17 of 1869. . ' ol
. PrainTivr sues under Scction 25, Act XXVIIIL. of 1860, to sct asxde the decision of the
Commlssxoner passed under the said Section, - declaring that 11 ca.wmes of wet and dry lands,
}ntherto enjoyed by the plaintiff, and within the limits of Vembakum, attached to the Calastry
Zemmdary, are within the limits of the Government v1lla.ve of Nagalapuram.
- 9. The third defendant denics the plaintiff’s claim, and states that the lands sued for were

s ap i s PN g i Ty

by the Pymaish and Olungoo accounts of the village.
. 3. The first'and second defendants were placed ez- -parte at the first hearmv
. 4 - The plaintiff examined four, and the third defendant six thnesses.
" The following documents were ﬁled - : -
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19(@ May 1871, - ) Dep_a{tment, L . L
‘ T - > Proceedings of the Madras G . ' '
o _ . 3, ‘ g s Government, Revenue Department,’ :
A, Sket Plaintif’s Exhibi : | | ent, ent, "
. ch of the dis ngs Exhibits. M ce . 19¢h May 1871 |
B.  Decisio puted lands.. b T - 5%, . : i )
lon of Settlement IR . { S
; ‘ officer, Mr. G Thornkill : . 3 . : : ,
~v oueer, Mr. &. Thornhill . L 2 : AL - : o -
o L Eight books contat 7 hird Defendant's Emh;b Etfated 25th February 1869, ° A " 1(_3. ,'-tha plan A. is filed by the plaintiff, but there is no material difference between it and
12710 F ]‘,m aining Adungal Chittah No. 4 f. . 9 ¢ Commissioner’s plan accompanying the decision appealed against, except that in A., the
AL Ons e, nlli) {lltff et Ao 4o Nagalapuram village, from Fusly ' Zi{ tenlt between .the line laid down by the Commissioner and the blue line on the west side 18-
1L Pyma; nittah of the above vill . L . ' L early exaggerated. - " : L
ALL . Pymaish A, ) ' ove village, dated 25 . Ze : ‘ . .
IV. One Adunfgaflcc()ll;:;:t(;i ((i;)"* dated 20th Chett;i?z;}:hiuly‘ 1860, ?’»}E . 1_7- Both plaintifi’s and third defendant’s-witnesses deposed to enjoyment of the disputed
V. One boundary account fOI?me No. 2) of ~do., for FuS]yei;?“Ya. T ; i : f‘)t in various ways, but I attach no great weight to the oral evidence ; the disputed spot has
VI.  One plan prepared by 20? a%aﬂlaguram consisting of twoylealvlegt o , é ' ;iﬂrly becr} ‘debatable g:ognd, and though the question of limitation s not raised in this_éuit as
‘6. The following issue was'fr:m'ledu.1 a Tillai, second witness for the t}?: 1 e be:‘r to Plam.tlﬂ“s clai.m, 'it should be nobiced that when Kannan (third defendant's sixth witness)
_ Vhetl3er the land claimed belongs t'; . R o ird defendant,. 5 Hoan to qultwate, objection was raised, it is admitted by the Zemindar's people ; the document
. 7. Whether the boun dar'y ﬁxedb'b O,th cmbakum, a Villagé of pl ainf'ﬂ" ' o ” L . IL., too, filed in Original Suit No. 11 of 18G9 shows that in 1856 a settlement of the existing -
P ‘“.tsto l');hdetermined in this suit. - y the Commissioner is a just and; S'tZ ‘;Tlndary. i oundary disputes was promised by the Revenue authorities. .. " A
. lainti . © : . Cquita s ) § L . . P . ‘ -
the bouﬁda:}plfgntlfs first witness stated that he L :" e,ope 1S'the only ' 18. The Pymaish of Nagalapu{am 1II. and the other accounts of that village would tend to .-
rumour that the :tcorrectly on which the old bou:gepared the plan A., that the blue I : { ‘Dlrov;a that the limits of Nagalapuram .correspond nearly with the red line on the plans, but it is .
the second and thi:ge at I. (vide plan A.) had Keen i’y stones still stand, and tha.t'eh ’nl‘? shows f: clear that the "villagers of Vembakum have had for ‘many years andisturbed . possession of
dispute belong to chltnisses, the Curnum and MOngI;‘:Y i_d‘;‘qum E., where it formo,-(;y' le:rdda : ), - considerable lands to the west of thisline; the exact boundary was probably never really known.
N 2 a . o e 8 . b a- .. PP . . ' o ’ S - -
which stones are still standi‘:)!:’. that the blue line A. to E. o1 embakum, depose that the lango : L . 10. Beginning from A. (vide Commissioner’s plan) a point between the(rival - starting
g ; that these 1 ; - on the plan A. shows the bounda o 1\» Points claimed, the Commissioner has taken the western limits of the cultivation of Vembakum, '
' Ty on s .'and fixed the stones along B. C. D. E.F.G H.L J.K. L.toMa boundary stone ‘admittted by

was a dam of theirs at the Madueu (II
be dug for the said'dam in the d'o 1
., of Vembakum, and irrigati by bt o that
" was found to have b  oveds eots varried o
cen movedsZme ten or tivel
' 9. Teurth witncss, the Vembakum V ttVe
village, that the dam in the disputed land i o
that his (witness’) uncle dug a pohd J. o0 M
occasionally irrigated from it. . et
. 10." First witness for thi ndant » A
e or thx‘rd_ defendant produced the Adungal Aanud Talra.m Chit
1 ¢ N - ‘ 1
e lel.a S};:condl wit;mss, the Curnum of Nanalapuram‘ 'stated th - ;tah
. ze as shown b i s ; ;
- 10 cawnies of thz tdi(:pltjlyt?dm:h Zf ‘ixham oo it e e other
10 connie of the de ands have .been cultivated gradually and dits, that ab
3 nce Fusly 1271, and that part is still so cultivated ; it y ifferent tim b
stonel?,;., 't;lhe o;her stones on the Llue line are not boundary st,oxtxt:t, ith the e o
-12., Third and fourth witnesses, cultivators of N agalapﬁram .
: » stated that the )

. and earth used to
n, the third witness :

o AL ne i

years since. ,S‘s”ﬂ(%(.ll‘ng that the stone at E.

stated that the land i v
nd in dis ‘
es the V . pute belong .
A) iix tfxmz?'kum fields, that his father :olt((i) 1313’
A ¢ disputed land, and that he (wit him
) oL 1tness)
Accothsv

at the land belonged" t;a hi
is

are within the boundary-of and enj ir villag o n‘ ‘
) joyed by th ; i |
( yed by their village ; that puttahs for portj, s& ds i dispute

during the past seven or eight Y
g ght years, and that, accordin hag
g to common report, the been givey

ing altr\‘I. w;isfat X:;. (Commissi:mer’s plan,) that the red line is the boundgyy
o. I 1 i
R hx witness, the Vetty, gave evidence to the same effect oy of their village,
e Pymaish, and that there was a stone at X.,"and that the c:itet(I: ’ .sﬁa_tmg tha he wa: ‘
e of both Villages dragl g 1"
3

tone now stand.

pond 1. (Commissionér’; lan), but th '
‘ plan), but that dead cattle were given to him as Vet 8% drank at the
y. - .

' 14. Sixth witness, a ryot‘of Nagalapuram '

f]xs.putc'd lands during the past seven or eizht ye’arsst,ut:l?attht:f he bad cultivateq part

Jrrxgat:on, and that the last (ffth) Jwitness got all the carcases ofed pond (IL.) was never u: fd‘the

. fo. tl’he plaintifi’s  Vakecl suggested to the Court that a (; . c?tt}e. A - fm"

qumme his boundary stones, but I cannot sce that any good ommissioner should be ‘

his decision, the Commissioncr appears to ‘have mad 2 , would Vl‘esll”,' at the £ et to
¢ a most o i time of Passing

nal inspection ofith:

then state of the stones ; ' ' €
both parties, sow'iss Io ne?tl;éitxhi ?:0‘;9 M" o Commissioner' .PL’I‘II reff;ul 5

8, R oh 1 ..
starting from. A. i ::]'ear]yaexplz i O?g’le" position is disputeq a‘nd( h o plan A.) is admitted b
i e . ) ned afte 4 4 (¢} faa)
~the disputing villagers, ‘ t‘cr exammmg the stones. on Szgmlsmonervs reason fo);
: -Ones.on either’ side point
o ed ouf by

‘.
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») was dug by the Vetty

Xcontt
: cepthon of the lagt"
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* with reference to the stones K. L. ; according to t
_moved from its proper position at E. (

- M. X. belongs to Vembakum, and they bave &

‘the land decreed to plaintiff,

both parties. The course thus taken gives the Vembakum people a boun
and I think this‘decision' a fair one except

with the stones D. C. and B. on the plaintiff’s plan A.,
he plaintiﬁ’s'evidence, the stong‘

he third defendant’s witnesses say it

plan) ; the cultivation on either side of the red line.

dam near L. K. ¢
d run agshown in the red ink line

ugh M. L. K. J.

on plan A.), while ¢

uged to stand at the spot X. (Commissioner’s

the boundary from M. to J- shoul

Al - - . . .
(Commissioner’s plan) now drawn in nearly a straight line thro
decision. Proportionate costs on

. 20. With this modification I cqnﬁrm‘ the Commissioner’s
which vyill be determined ab the exgcution of the decree.

- Pronoﬁncéd this 29th December 1870.
e (Signed)

both sides ; I think therefore

R.-W. BARLOW,
) ' Acting Civil Judg’c.
Eﬁéios'lmm No. 2.—Copy of Decree.

e

FNCLOSURE 'Nc;. 3,—Copy of decision of Sgttleineht Officer. - '

. e—

ok, ST T

T o ExcLosure No. 4.—Plan B

‘ SUBl\n'r'gEi)Tto.Government, with a copy of Board’s ‘Proceedings, 31st August
1870, No. ,540. ' o :

9. The Board thi
ision of the Sottlement .officer,

, pk the Court has scarcely show
ing the dec but they do not
expedient to :.xppleal‘.‘ o _ ‘ ‘

.3. The amount of land involv
es, and tho chicf object of

ed is small; the whole ¢uestion is one of
compromis Government, namely, to get the boundary. -
settled, is attained. C S I,

: . . *

dary nearly corresponding -

1t 1. has been - B

n sufficient cause for modify- -
think it advisable or -

“gc.the stone M. is admmittod By ¢ e
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