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Proceedings of the Madras Government,
8th May 1874.

Revenue Department,

: it i the
8. As to possession, I respectfully submit that the Muttahdar undoubtedly has it since

i £ ¥ < | TOl |S] y llph 3 y

‘ in error in saying that I only say notice muast have been given to
the Hiil Monegar and villagers : :

- : ley says I did, in e
” i ttle. T never said, as Mr. Long , ‘. SAEh
] 16 is quite true that arguing from the fact that notice was given . stopping cutting .of‘ﬁrewo\,od a.n: p;)::‘;i :ogw?n dispute was given to the M“ﬁﬁ"@?‘.’ﬁbwt ,Fwﬁlw‘_' o giee
3 to the Mootahdar, I draw the conelusion it was also given to the Government vﬂls.‘g‘aré, but in the ] »wagn‘.ph‘ 4 pf his let§er, t::; " “?’_ i mi }-sﬁi&gi!l-ifmw“h‘ ‘may have had it many years »
next parageaph, 1 give the evidenoe of the Mutahdar, and the Muh Gumagt’gﬁ’ who both , : . years ago; I do say he has hadit since, BT Sl iy aifto '
assort that the men were progent : and of the Government Db wha sditic et et kg’ ko ESEERRT R I5:  thres davs : T then moved to Salem in order
‘ ¢ i FUIEnt m who admits that a notice was ‘ L e RS w0 o days ; I then mov T
received and this was also admitted by the Vakeol who appeared for the Kégvah?; n}l::m i ) S A 9. Tcamped near the PR e thhpt;:b.“ﬂr Ha ) onscientionsly say the enquiry was con-
seems to me then that the only conclusion possible was the one I came to, g i exapine the Carnam and Collector’s records thers ; 7 & B :
; 6. With refercnce to Mr.

R T R ey v ience in such
' ducted with the greatest care. I may say without x ndue self-assertion that my expert
ucted with ti 8t 0ATe. . .

SRR e ion d I trust :
matters has been considérable, as has that of 'thg oﬁ(;e.rﬁ: m a:?:&?: :}y :;:;zn::;n;::m ander i
! ‘ ill think I had good reasens for again Wis , -
therefore Goyernment will ¢ ‘ ke “ il

» Longley’s remark, that the grounds I allege for mﬂarmﬁh‘
Sagavam produced a forgery are *“ utterly futile,” 1 beg to remark that T haye distinetly stated in
paragraph 5 of wy letter to . - : | |

roceedi clonel Hossey, No. 19 of 26th November 1872, printed with
- these Proceedings, thag I have not given my srounds but oﬂly !

\ aag " their motice. RIS
i ‘ my conclusions. I now beg to their notic {iion opy) | ‘.
give thoso grounds, 4 I voantded them at the fims: I wiito of Whe Sasmaiy ; (Signed)  H. GOMPERTZ, <
: ' .fm@ wlm;l pmduced turns oub 4o be a copper plate ; ih:haiuz two B"M?ﬁdénﬁ!j for nailing Acting Deputy-Supt , Revenue Survey’ e
¥ ;t :i;al;s!; som;zlmxng, and yet is written on otk sides. Tt has *Macleod® mlm (after & ¢ ‘ ‘ ‘
: rashion) near the bottom of the first side, but I i de “%; Qh gl TR L R R R K. e
] ’ . i g SLOE, A doubt Qﬂllng beil f Imuld ‘ ; g tOUG,
o “}:t “}:" th never aflix my signature in ‘such a fashion. Moreover, afier . bef Mr. Gompertz' letter will be submitted to Government with, reference 10,
-  which the bout.xda;nefx 8o given,” comes a second descriy § | F e A ,
nppears_‘ 8 10 me in o differans hand and style altogether. 1 ne 0, 4th February :
and ghould be disposed o Y] i

il imputing blame to Mr, Gompert:
Joct the whole ; if I admited had no intention of imputing any D e i
e Srad s 'uhz. zget(? :s:ilegﬁreation between Moganad and the Kadathoor Mut tah
gy | | LA HORAT Jigtise S aw were not obsery; i3
T3t suspicious” (that ig w i +4 is' that €he tege _@m@@,;g‘fﬂ;g‘h&‘tm_:___&,h_m )
_¢nquire by Colonel Hossev). i {{ba@;‘ ghey assert 1s that the requu ymn(}ma&w "

-t boundary, and that the reasons given b

the 26th November 1872 (to the Deputy-Superintendent, No. _

s Sl S R

were ;nsuglizer reasons and additional information are now g:;g z:-dhig zéxi e o

that Bir. Gompertz made a careful inquiry g.nd héd go::ﬂ g::: ﬁ'e&h inqﬁfyi”m Gt

sions, but it is unnecessary to discuss the letter 1o de , B kS S
1 S

been ordered.

nearly parallel to th

i) £ i Sl . 1874, No. 569, :
e OB ORDER THEREOY, gth May 1874, No. 1o e
': b Miccellageous. S s s B e L

could bfﬁs-aqy number of witnesses
doubt would be extremely
‘notes, taken at

| (Trus Extract)

e g e

T;a ého Board of Revenue.

searcely have oen
iple time to  produce an
Collector would, I am.

A

| Exd F.R. Bantleman.
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