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Suit No. 28 of 1870—on file of Madura
Civil Court, instituted by Zemindar of Saptur
against Forest Department to establish his title
to certain hills.—Correspondence relating to—,
forwarded to Government Pleader, with request
to advise whether the Suit can be defended,
except 8o far 3 to alleged over-estimation of

’ { \dama/g'.g‘s. \ % 4/
;‘ | , - | V4 \ X\. >
| "//‘ v/ s G W

v ‘ : <n, 8
r'l‘ ' Ll ) . V W‘ v .
': _Qé@ff/):,, WO — 8" Braied )

i

.
e\ B
TAE v s e Mt = e s b =B e .\»‘..e.-—.-. B
. . K k

15 S
7y %@aw«oﬁ

g et e >

Y o PG



o oA o A

PR

P oy ey A af T B

B

PPN

e e £ R AN

R v o e I

=
4

»”

Proceedings of . the Madras Government, Revenue Department
. o 8th March 1872, '

o

No. 90.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenuo
L 2 s . February 1872, No. 304 :— " :

3\

[}

1

, dated 13th -

Read thé, following letter from W. McQUHAE, Esq., Acting Collector of Madura N
?

to the Secretary tothe Board of Revenue, dated Pcriacolam, 10th January
1872, No. 4 :— ' - o

-\Vrr'n- reference to the Proccedings of the Doard of Revénue,’dated 10th ’May .

1871, No. 1,952, I have the Lonour to report that I am unable to obtain clear

cvidence regarding the boundary between Saptur Zemindari and the village of
fol

Wattrap, in Tinnevelly, which forms tho subject of Suifc No. 28 of1870, on the file |

 of the Madura Civil Court.

o, 1 submit two plans, marked A. aﬁd ‘B. The first was prépared by
Mr. Symonds, when Assistant for cettlement in Tinnevelly, and. the second by
Kistnasami Iyengar, a Revenue Inspector of Tinnevelly. In the sccond plan, the

A ity M

undisputed boundaries of Wattrap are marked yellow, and the disputed hills red. - |

The question for decision 1s, whether the piece marked red is included in Wattrap

.

or in Kodikkulam, o village in the Zemindari of Saptur.

3. The disputed hills are about 0 square miles in extent. The Forest Depart- -

inent assumed the Conservancy of the western half of the dispated tract in 1866
)

and-on the 18th February 1868, Alagiri Row, a Forest Maistry, l‘Cportcd" ,(0'
Mr. Turnbull, then Sub-Assistant Conscrvator of Forests, that the Department Map '

of the Wattrap hills was wrong in doscribing the Government Hills .as extending

only up to the south of the ¢ Mattu pass.” On thiis, Mr. Turnbull having obtained. R
from the Taluq Cutcherry of Strivelliputtur an Extract, from. the’ Punjah Ayacutr

olugu of 1804 giving tho boundaries of Wattrap village, ordered licenses to be
issued for felling throughout the whole of the tract in dispute.

' 4.  The Zemindar of Saptur co_mplained to the Collector of Tinnevelly
Mr. Symonds, Assistant for Settlement in T?nncvelly, and Devasikamoncy Pillai.
Deputy-Collector in Madura, were deputed to cxamine the disputed boﬁndary,,
These ofﬁccrs were not unanimous in their decision. They both agreed that the
Zemindar had been in possession for more than sixty years, but Mr. Symonds

thought that the oc’cagonalg Boimdary Accounts of 1803 and 1804 showed that
the disputod hills once belonged to Wattrap while Dcvasikamonéy Pillai thought
ght

that there was no clear evidence to show that tho hills bclonged to Government

and that the balance of evidence was 1n favor of their belonging to the 'village of ‘

Kodikkulam.

A P _ ' ‘ |
5 A Memorandum (copy sent) prepared by Devasikamoney Pillai is enclosed,
 and with regard to the decision of Mr. Symonds it is ‘necessary to read together

, . his letters to the Collect i o1l
» Copies are herewith sent. ' o Collector of Tinnevelly,

o 9th April 1870, No. 89. o
g. Careful scarch for records bearing upon this matter has been made, and

. those found have been sent here by the Collcctor of Tinnevelly, but the result is

that the caso for quemmbnt must rest upon the Wattrap Boundary Accounts of
1803 and 1804. These boundary accounts were found in the Strivelliputtur

. Taluq records, and the Collcctor of Tinnevelly says they may be relied on. * The

poundarics in the account of 1803 differ slightly from thosc in the account of 18C4,

_ dated 19th February 1870, No. 39* and



The disputed boundarics

Routh-east o g

1oceedzng§ of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
i 8% March 1872, '

eseribes the western bo are on the west and north-west. The account of 1803

Poligar Tirumala Ganta]undary of \Vattrap thus—“To the cast of the Dindigul .

na N
and the ¢« Oorani.” The ace

:f Maqalkeni.” The Board 4
Jungle, belonging ¢

, ot
o 1oy 108 ofd' he Gunt

ailk’s limits, the Versanad limits the * Manalkeni”
ount of 1804 states it thug—*¢ To the cast of Varsanad
T¢ aware that Varsanad is g great tract of hill and
. ama Naikanur Zemindari in Madura. These accounts
escribe'the North-western boundaries of Wattrap thus—** To tho

. Aptur Kamaya Naik’s Kodikkulam limits.”
. ¥. The first

‘.‘ Manalkeni» an dquestion is whether we can prove in Court the situation of the
-in the ri\’et'
the cir Cums
Stems clear from tStated 1n his Ietter to the Collector, dated 9th April 1870. It

-

“ Oorani.” My, Symonds first fixed the Manalkeni at one point

but S
’h:]lceaftel‘wards discovered it half a mile lower down tho stream, under
ances

.boﬂlidaries of wathe plans that the spots marked A.and B. arc not the western

Mentioned ' in ¢,

' | Mr. Symonds doubted wl
referred ¢q in the

\.,\.‘ Q W - . .
enoemen The Zemindays
~= 718 this L T

kulum,'shewing the

given ip that

;?at no Other 13 }I

Zemindqy y;
< Vlua(r y 1.
-8t the oot of tl?s ((1) f I\Odlkkulam,

b‘e tferred thy thelsl?:l ted hills or

. tract‘ _'I:th' the

trap. The Revenue Inspector sent here from Tinnevelly says
analkeni” or ¢ Qorani” can be found except those discovered by

. Symond : 1
Ymonds an( himself, and that these may therefore be takep as boundaries

ndar,

case 50 far asit can be gathered from the available records:

,'_ 1 S § ’ 1 ' ~

sé.—An ol Cadjan aceount is iy the

: bermanent boundary ;

e - . .

CVasikamoney Pillai’says that the disp}u
account,

hat the p

possession of the Curnam of Kodik-
marks of that village, —Dcputy-C()llectOT;
ted hills clearly fall within the boundarics

2nd : ‘ ’
CITyaur river is the boundary between Wattrﬁp and the

that tl¢ Punjahlands north of the Perryaur 88

ills beyond

] the
Srd.— Plage, f

them form part of the Zemindari and not ©

18 13 Qstab‘ a\'e al“'a uted

th Janygyy, 1 ished by public ¥s been in possession of tho disP o
' Narayqy L granteq th ° < ocaments, of whicl the carlicst is 1035 .da :
bel a0 Chety y e S“b-Collcct : Zcunndflr
ongeq tg g, » Authorizin,, I or then in chargo of the
. o .

n the »3d amoy the 1“'1111 to enjoy the produce of those lullsn}"alll;z::
;‘;e d'ders . th; I(l;ullld}e of lcbdiul,ureds 'cnt(ix-cd in this leaso is the Thbppzs somo
ard; ollec . tract,  Of the remaining documents,
isreerlzgf 150 procgggioe LN i chinrgg of 1, If:ltbltr: a5 Agont of the Court
I t?yas n the K"dﬁ;kc?nnccfed therewith, In some OF these Pechikal I}“S”
Ink -u“n(lcessal: a:n hills anq this pass is situated in the disputcd hills.
JEON N posgoee - ont, beciluse-)w;)crofcr to all the documents bearing more OF less
Possessiog Ss .e '€ utmog \veacl:;()t Sfa.te in our answer that Govcmmc!'J beon
10,y mesn‘:ll by‘the Octagong) ;2) 13 that Government ought to hz'uo
T states that thep;;;ﬁts claimeq by t‘;:; ;r)' ooounts.
3 n c

. . ) . tonant
ever yigl mindar are excessive, Licute
yieldeq Rupe

¢s 2,500 as had been cstimatcd by

¢ accounts. Two Curnams of Wattrap who accompanied .
\ ether the spots marked A. and B. wero the boundarics
.. ace . . .
g ‘x{?“preq the Zoms accounts, but Mr., Symonds had been informed that these Curnams -

> bart of Kodikkulam, and that it may therefor® -

t havo.
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, .
- 8th March 1872.

N

the forest maistry, but as licenses were issued genex:ally f?r Wattrap forests, mgl- _
" out specifying any particular portion thereof, it is 1mposm.ble tf) ascertain exactly
how much revenuo has been derived from the disputed hills since 1867. If this
case goes to trial we can only rely on the oral evidence of the Local FOjl‘eSt Officers
the amount of mesne profits. ‘ , -
K Prf;.e Ieenclose a draft énswlzrer to be filed in Court if the Suit is to be de-fended. A
1 cannot see however what business the Forest Department had .tp enter info th;
* disputed tract. The boundary being uncertain, it was a questlon. to be settle
between Government and the Zemindar, but so far as I can see, subordinate Members

of the Forest Department have taken upon themselves to decide t]'le m.atjcer .and tlz
act on that decision. The result is this action for trespass to wlpch itis difficu

to find a defence.

. 12. The Suit was posted for first hearing on January 17th and I have ap-

plied* for an adjournment for two months

: ’.'].Ihis has', been sipce granted. from that date.

-

Excroscres Nos. 1 and 2.—Plans.

i?oNCLOSUR.E No. 3.—Copy of Memorandum of Devasikamoney Pillai.

Excrosurss Nos. 4 and 5.-Copies of letters of Mr. Symon‘ds?

P

e e T oy e o
— .

ENCLO.SURE No. 6.-—Draft Written Statement.

AGREEABLY to Government Order dated 6th May last, No.. 795, these papex.':
will be now referred to the Government Pleader, who will aq.vlse whether the sur
can bo defended, except so far as to the alleged over estimation of the damages.

;-

ORDER TﬁEREON, 8th March 1872, No. 411.
~ CoMMunicATED to the Conservator

of Forests.
| (True ‘Extract.)
(Signed)

No. 100,

Forests, No. 2.

W. HUDLESTON
Officiating Chief Secretary.

To the Conservator of Forests.
f,, the Board of Revenue,

Ezxd. F. R. Bantleman. '
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Proceedings of the Madras Gope iment, Revenue Department,

29t Novem&e{s ' 1871.
7 - P, e . - - -

11.  The relationship of the disputants isiven in letter of the late Shb-CoIIéctor, quoted in
Board’s Proceedings No. 2,498 of May 15th, 18i5." ‘ :

P. 8.—The above letter Was written by m three weeks ag
order that T wight daring the Voilpaud Jamabudy find out
the claimants coming to terms. The day befors yesterday I saw the present holder of the pen-
sion, Vencata Rama Dasappa Naidu, and warna him of the course I wag about to adopt in case he
8till refused to contribute to the support of Jaghava Naidu and his family. - He persisted in
~ «ww-refusing to come to any arrangement, and deglixﬁd to make any allowance to Raghava Naidu. I

Ava-therefore no alternative but to recommenda division of the pension.

o, but I purposely detained it in
whether there wag any likelihood of

. ‘ ‘ ;
Engo_sprs Nos. 2 and 3.—Translatiors of Urjees presented by Raghaya N ai}u-

/

. ’ - - L. /"'—A
_L’;'\‘Emnosuxx No. 4.—Depositio otf Venkata Ramjy Dl'i-‘--[’,:{aidu .

A
N\

.- A - prescn }

vExcLosuxn No " —un, aglogical Table

O Vo

SupaiTTED for thgrders of Govenment,

2. The division 2 . | )
Dasappa_Naidu, projfsed by the Syft-Collector .and approved by the Collector,

P Jesu

g . -} 3 PO A . e
appears to be ';x‘ecessary.u‘tu':;‘tv“-uf-‘adf’l’ll-‘n-a‘*'-' - £ T 0dn and

~. -Ex\cfosuxxs Nos. 5 and s of t.“)ntions of Pe:titiong.

Raghava Naidu. It was proposed to carry this arrangement [into effect'inn ‘1306 -~
te3

Lad not an amicable arrangement beer then made, (vide Board’s Proceedings, 15th
May 1865, No. 2,498; 22nd August 1865, No. 5,100; nnd. 9th March 1866,
'+ No. 1,629, copies of which are enclos:d:) Co :

No. 5‘293; | -. OzbERr THERﬂE(.)N', 2uth vaémber 1871, No. 2,024,

(\ . A ) .TﬁE‘Govcrnmexjt sanction pay-
' Miscellaneous. - - ’ " "ment to Raghava Naidu, for the support
‘ "~ of those members of the family depend-

ent on him, of two-fifths of the Pcligar pension now ‘standing in the name ?f
Venkata Rama Dasappa Naidu, who rcfuses to contribute to the maintenance of his .
- relatives in accordance with the principle on which these pensions were conferred.

(True Extract.) IR
; (Signed) - * W. HUDLESTON,
IR Seeretary to Qovernment.

To the Board of Revenue. -
»» the Accountant-General.-

: Exd. F, R,Bantleman. ‘
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