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No. 6. Read the following Proceeiu?s/of thejBoax \ %enn ‘Aated 22nd

-

May 1375, No. 1,407 :— p et
Read the followiigdetisf Fom C. TLLONGREY, Fsg#Collector of Salem, to
. H. E. S’I‘OKES, Esq., Acting Secretai; o the Board of Revenue, dated
Qossoor, 8th May 1875, Extra No. 3:— | ..

Wirs reference to the Proceedings sf the Madris Goverpment, dated the 30th
October 1873, No. 1,218, conveyed in the Roard’s Miscellasieous No. 7,362, of the
1st N&Kem.ber‘ 1813, sanctioning the defence 10"5l <G of 1873, for cancelment
of sale ¢&.Thorapalli Agraharam, filed in the District Coliimof Salem by the Agra-
haramdars of Th Thorapdlli Village in the Oossoor Talug, I have the honor to
report that the suit in question was, after repeated adjogrnments, heard finally on
the 1st ultimo, when the judgment was given in favor of phd plaintiffs, together
with the costs, amounting to about Rupees 1,271-12-0, which are decreed payable
by the 3rd defendant (the Collector). i \ %
2. It will be seen from the enclosed copy of the judgment that the Jud e’ :
decision in favor of the plaintiffs is based on the sole ground tl;gﬁ_,;;hé’ri&tice P 'ﬁ,‘
sale was not posted up for one month. Four witnesses were, however, cited on , %
behalf of Government to prove that the notice was published on the 2nd of April E
1872, and not on the 12th, as alleged by the plaintiffs. . The chief of these 4
witnesses was the Tahsildar of Oossoor, who, I regret to say, was, owing to illness, %
unabio to attend on the day of the @nal hearing ; but I instructed the Vakil on :
behalf of Government to move the Court either to obtain ar adjoyrnment ar tn
apply for a Commission of Enquiry to examine the Tahsildai-~*Ihe Vakil has not
reported to me the result of his motion, and I have called upon him to do so.
The three witnesses who were called to speak to the sale’ notice havirg been

ablished on the 2nd April are (1st)—a Gumustah of the Qossor ¢ 1alug, who

deposed to the due despatch of the notices to the 'vx}l\&(;ﬁ:_fa of the Agra-

haram on the 31st March, and produced in support of tii stahﬂment the Taluq
Officé Despatch Book ; (2) the Curnam of the Agraharam, w Jﬁegmd that he
received the notices on the 2nd of April and published them on ‘thee=iie day,
after doing which ke handéd over the Tahsildar’s takeed to the Agrahuram
Munsif; (3rd) one Sabapathy Iyah, a share-holder in the Thorapalli Agraharém,
who stated that the notice was duly proclaimed on the 2nd, and though he does i
not remember the exact date at this distance of time, he traces it to a new moon
and by the annual ceremony of his father which falls on a particular day,

3 Of the three witnesses on the plaintiffs’ side, one is the Agraharam
Village Muis\if. He is the st plaintiff in the suit, and the 2nd and 3rd of plain-
tiffs’ witnessek are more or less related to him and other plaintiffs.

4. It will'he seen that the Judge lays great stress on the fact that the joint
report of the Viliage Munsif and Curnam st;.atitx.g that*they had published the
sale notices was not “made till the 16th April, though it was proved by the
Government witnesses that the notices were received on the 2nd. This delay is
dered at when the fact that the Village Munsif was the chief man
among the Agraharamdars, and the Curnam was naturally interested in the
erntinuance of the Agraharam on the tenure on which it stood. The Village
Munsif muost have burked the Tahsildar's takeed issued to the village officer
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