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Prbceedz}zya of the Madras Government, Revenue Dapartmént, ;
6th August 1875,

. 9 No. 51.  Read the followmg Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 16th July
*% 1875, No. 1,986 :—

 Read the following letter from W. H. COMYN, Esq., Acting Collector of
Tinnevelly, to H. E. STOKES, Esq., Actmv Secretary to the Board of
Revenue, dated Vamdevanaﬂnr, 7th June 1875, No. 305.

Wirs reference to Board’s Proceedings, Mlscellaneous Nos. 1,062 and 2,834,
dated 5th October 1870 and 18th April 1872, respectively, 1 have the honor to
report that the Suit, No. 69 of 1870, on the file of the Tinnevelly Sub-Court, and

* transferred to the Sub-Court of Tuticorin as Original Suit No. 1 of 1874, in whmh
the Collector of this district and the Government of Madras were 1st aud 66th
defendants, respectively, has been decided in favor of the plamtlﬂ's by the latter
Court.

" 2. Copies of the decree and judgment are herewith submitted. The costs of
the 1st and 66th defendants have been ordered to be pazd by certain others among
the defendants.

3. Steps are being taken to recover the costs awarded to the 1st and 66th
defendants. _

| 4. Tbeg to request sanction for the payment of Vakeel’s fes, amonnting to

7 Rupees 91.

| 5. - The judgment appears to me to be perfectly sound, and there seems to be

~ no doubt that the original demarcation in 1846 was correctly made, and that the

subsequent demarcation made in 1868, whidﬂedto the institution of the suit,

was incorreot and was based on ,\,mparfect data; .

.-——

'’

Excrosure No. L—-.-Copy of Judgment.

llomu No. 2.—-Copy of Decree,

.

SusyrrTeD for the information of Government with reference to G. O dated
4th October 1870, No. 1,506,

2. There was a boundary dispute, involving 220 chamu, between the Kadel-
gudi Zemindari and Vllattlkulam, & Government village, which was settled by

& - the Collector as arbitrator in 1846. He awarded an equal division of the land
iy between the parties to the dispute, and d1rected the Taluq Sheristadar to demark
s the boundary accordingly. No objection was raised regaxding the manner in

% 9 . which the order was carried out until 1862, when the ryots of the Government

L7 village complamed that the Zemindar had more land than he was entitled to.
' The Collector, seeing reason to suspect that the demarcation of the Taluq Sheris-
" tadar in 1846 was not according to the award, deputed the Assistant ‘Dxrector,

report that 106 chains in excess of the award of 1846 had been wrongly included
in the Zemindari, the Collector ordered the transfer of the excess to the Govem-

ment village, and fresh demarcation was made accordingly.

Revenue Settlement, to investigate the matter. As it appeared from Mr. S8ymonds's-
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
6th August 1875.

3. Plaintiffs sued for the cancellation of this order and for the recovery
with mesne profits of chains 4632, which they claim as owners of two-fifths of the
Zemindari.

4. For the defence on behalf of Government it was alleged that the demar-
cation by the Taluq Sheristadar in 1846 was fraudulently made, and that the
demareation of 1865 is in accordance with the award of 1846,

5. This defence failed completely. The Court finds on the evidence that
the demarcation of 1846 was correct. As remarked by the J udge, it is hig hly
improbable that, in carrying out an order for an equal division of 220 chains, the
Taluq Sheristadar would have so demarked the boundary as to include 216 chains
in the Zemindari and only four chains in the Government village ; but assuming
that he did so, it is simply incredible that the ryots of the Governmens village
would for sixtesn years have rested satisfied with such an iniquitous arrangement.

6. The Board see no reason to question the correctness of the decision in
plaintiffs’ favor.

7. The costs of Government are to be paid by certain other defendants, and
steps are being taken for the recovery of the amount. Meanwhile, the Collector
requests sanction for payment of the Vakeel's fees, Rupees 91.

(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed)  H. E. STOKES,
Acting Secretary.

et g

No. 52. Orprr THEREON, Gth August 1875, No. 1,183.

PavymeNT of the Vakeel’s fees, amount-
ing to Rupees 91, is sanctioned.
(True Extract.)
(Signed) A. MACGREGOR,
Acting Secretary to Government.

Miscellaneous.

z

To the Board of Revenus.
. the Accountaat-Geuneral.
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T _ 4. For tho defence on behalf of Government it was alleged that the demar-
= - cation by the Taluq Sheristadar in 1846 was fraudulently made, and that the
2 SRS dema;“‘;}f:‘ °§ 1865 if in accordance with the award of 1846, e
' 5. This defence failed completely: The Court finds on the evi z

HgeE. - : fhe demarcation of 1846 was o%%;fect_., ‘As remarked by the Jnl;;?;gze:igt:;
;- improbable that, in carrying out an order for an equal division of 220 chains, the o~
B :rmq Sheristadar would have so demarked the boundary as to include 216 chains = *

A ~ inthe Zeminfl_mfi and only four chains in the Government village ; but assuming
~ thathedid so, it is simply incredible that the ryots of the @.ﬁim’,'-',mnh; £
T ~ would for sixteen years have rested satisfied with such an iniquitous arrangement,
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~~ 8. The Board sco no reason to,question the corrcotnoss of the decsias i .
" plaintifs® favor, e ety i mof‘h" d“m‘.‘!
B h 5 7. The costs of Government are to bo paid by certain other defendants, and o
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