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g : pM@; of the Madras Gawmment Remue Department
; i : - 16th August 1875. _

No. 167.  Bead the following Proccedings of the Bo?mﬁ of Revenue, dated 28th

July 1875, No. 2,100:—
D. IRVINE, Esq., Actmg Bnb-GolIaecbor in

© Read tho follo n;sletter from G.
D  charge of the South Arcob District, to H. E. STOKES, Esq., Acting
8 Mt‘“ ﬂm Board of Revenue, dated Cuddalore, ﬁﬁ\ Jyly 1875,

s of Jn‘memn"(f deeree in Appeal Snutl%.'ﬁ of 1873
jot Court a%%ddulote, for the defence of which sanction
"4 by the Board in their Proceedings, dated 12th December 1873,
haw the honor o request. sanction of the Board for the disbursement
pf Rupees 121-15-8 being the costs meungdky “him therein as

npped has mdlsmzmd, bnt the parties have WW iva beu G
rnment Vakeel applied for cosﬁi‘ ‘as directed in para- .f

ﬂm&meods. The Governm
3 o! ths Boards #;‘ ings nnder acknowledgment, but the Court nlued

g f

\

g8, A. P.

P@MW& of Costs incurred.
o 19 0 0
9 I5h e 4%

¢ Emwnn l'Ko. 2..»(2091 f Decres

to Govmént with referemee to GQ., m@ i%bh Muy 1sza,_
mda Proceedings, ! dated 12th Decembet 1878 }“” b AR e L

of the bed of a tank which was aba iﬂ k"'ﬁmf,w"”
.‘faﬁgl !’or eulﬁvahon to the 3rd defendant, @hmﬁﬁ sued for the r A
tion ,ofthg tank, ‘and further contended that in case the land mngim or culti-
vation, they, 88 as resident ryots, had a preferential clamh The mt was ¢

 butit was dooreod that all parties should pay
.M:‘hi opinion oxpmued by the Board !
"thep'oprigxy:omemsinmmm. :
3. Onappes! by plaintiffs the &wﬂata{}uurthas e

decision and pnsm! a similar order in regard to costs. A
4. The sanction of mveMent is solwzted for paywt of &he,_ llector’s
MBnpeaalmlM - G SR

' (Blgneﬂ) H. E. Bmm :

38 Actmg&emry




Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
, - 16th August 1875.

No. 168, Oeper THEREON, 16th August 1875, No. 1,240.

Miscellaneous.

Saxcrionep Rs. 121-15-3.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) A, MACGREGOR,
| Acting Seeretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenne.
s Asopuntaut-General
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| No. 2,109. ‘

I Procrepives oF taE Boarp or Revewve, dated 28th July 1875, |
; . - Read the following letter from G. D. IRVINE, Esq.,, Acting Sub-Colleathr in
'?414 ' charge of the South Arcot District, to H. E. STOKES Esq., Acting
Secretary to the erc}ff, Revenne, ‘dated qudal re, é%hluly 1875,

No. 289:—"

In forwarding copies of Judgment and decree “preal Smt ND 75 of 1872
on the file of the District Court at Cuddalove, for the defence of which sanction
was accorded by the Board in their Proccedings, dated 12th December 1873, :
No. 2,585, I have the honor to request sanction of the Board for the dmhm'sementi»

<o to the Vakeel of Rnpees 121-15-3, x'emg the costs menrrad by hxm therein

detailed below. ..
2. The appeal has besn dumxssnd but the parhes hawe beandxrecﬁacltu .

. % their own costs. The Government yakeel applied for cogtpald ected i
» - graph 3 of the Board’s Proce 'ngwnder &eknowieﬁgmnt,m ie Co used
. < ' .‘Pamoulare af Costs uaumd f': TS S S ot
¥ BE, A, P, : é :

Sac Vakeel's fees & i ... ot e I e T o

Shars | Value of stamp eni ap hcatmn P e e e o R e o
— ..Vdnoofmmfg:  ju ment and deeree s iabe tooger s B
: '-*‘)ﬂf c,p’m' f“. wew ‘ur BER tdw e i 4 "l & -

':’L Sowmto Gomnment mth refarence to GO., datad lsth Msy 18?2 5
' No. 801, and Board’s Proceedings, dated 12th December 1873, No. 2,585, :
2. A portion of the bed of a tank which wasfabandoned as useéleu kamg

‘ / béen assigned for cnlmtwn to the 3rd defendant, plammﬁ sued for the restora-

I 4 hon of the tank, and further contended that in case the land:_‘!_rera given fggmlh-}if 43
i vqhon, they, as resident ryots, had a preferential claim. The suit was dismissed,

 bat it was decreed that all parties should pay. their own' costs. Govemnwm :

concurred in the opinion expressed by the Board that ﬁm-e was no rmontn _

i gnoahon the propriety of the decision as fojcosts. |
: 3. Oa appesl by plaintiffs the Appellate Court has emﬁrmed 'ﬁhe tmgmi-'

Tl .

s
S

| /lf! A5 decioxm and pmed a similar order in regar& to costs.
R Government. xsaohelted fotphynent of tha

f R ‘The sanction of G
i X m Rupees 121-15-3.
& - g (A true Gopy and Extuct.)
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a ' \h e i iy the Ag s«uuqhaommm, Bmm Depm'tmt. _
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