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@f %Mm‘“a"*’%ﬂ‘m& Revenue Department,
- 16th February 1876. |

ARAI

und to stand upon, but subsequently called on
the beginning of August to send up the records
inalinquiry and to direct the petitioner to appear,
1gust they were sent and the petitioner appeared. The
~and soon after my return from leave I called for a
cality, as M Thomson’s report and plan did not seem
sive, and the result is Mr, Giibson’s report of the Sth instant,
rd in original (requested to be returned) along with translations of
itions given in the inquiry held by the Magistrato of Villapuram,
he Board will gﬁﬁh@riifrdm a perusal of Mr. Gibson’s report that he
‘consider the Government petitioner has been hardly used ; that' the
eld by the Villapuram Magistrate was conduoted in a discreditable
ery inference or hypothesis to petitioner’s prejudice being readily
5t very plausible ‘hypfothege@‘;and indications of innocence of fraudu-
nowledge, Or even sfrong negative circumstances, have been passed
) a:nyattempt to examine their validity ; that there is Bo e
ving committed any offence at all, and that his petition should o
pEmav b, Yo s it
translations of the depositions through, T certainly cannot
home to th petitigmmﬂﬁﬂrhidﬂﬁ*ﬂﬁhf&f«@ y

or it Is absurd to suppose that the Village

case seam o bo that of the twenty troes alleged to have
cut down, all but three stood on Inam land; that, however, muck =
: maj have been to hlame for not reporting the cutting of these trees
Inamdars, the petitioner as Village Munsif was not to blame in the matter;
¢ three trees said to have been cut on Government waste two are proved
heen cut by th villagers generally for the use of their village car, and
rd which is situated close to a road, and has been as the Taluq Magistrate
t his decision owing to the carelessness of the village officers (i.e, of the
‘urnam and Monigar but not of the Munsif) included in the hedge of the field -
djoining, only had some of its branches trimmed, Moreover, the fact of the
property in this tree being vested in Government scems, to say the least, doubt-
It i a matter of fact versus an entry in the old pymaish, which entries are

fopinion on reviewing the whole case that the petitioner
and would recommend that the fine imposed on him be ordered
‘be refunded,

i ‘1" ‘ _‘1‘1“ e ‘__—-‘ i

| Euumwnul’%& Land 2.—Letters from the Head Assistant Collgctor.

e il

 Excosuges Nos. 3 to 20.—Translations of Deposttions.

0, 21.-- Petition with‘Emioing«..
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