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Read the following pa-pef bl

No. 408.  Procecdings of the Court Vof Wards, da,bed 264:11 July 1816

Read the following Proceedmgs of the Madras Government, dated 19th J
No. 1,099, Revenue Department :— -

—Forwarding to Court of Wards correspondenee rglatmg
the District Judge of
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Ansmwr.
referred to High Court agamst the decision

Eoundary dmpute between the Zemindars of €

Try cause of action in both the snits rel

bo.undary line laid down by a Punchayet in a

ispute
Jalantra Zemindars and demarcated by the Survey Depal‘tmant
d;ank, and in the other a piece

2‘ In one suit the Chlkate Zemindar clmmed ‘
District Munsif gave the tank to the thkate Zemmdm' ;
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 No. 1,449.
ProceeoinNes oF e Counr oF. Wairps, dated 20th May 1878.

. Tlowine letter from G. D. LEM AN, Esq. Collector of Ganjamy, to C. A.
g (f}‘)A(I)Jw'J?S%T, eEsq., Acting Secretary to the ,Court of Wards, dated Chetter-

pore, 6th May 1878, .No. 1,209 :

I savE the honor to report that the two suits, Original Suirs Nos. 215 and 293, the

srmer | d the latter for a picce of dry land valued at Rupees 100 each,
g;ﬁgé{ltf%ryat;?lé&i;ﬁ Zemindar agailnst the d algntra Mir;oxf, &c., the defence of Whieh
has been sanctioned in the Court’s Proceedings, No. 2,527, of @@1 October 1876, were
disposed of on 97th February 1877 by the District Munsif of Beahiampore, who decreed
the tank in favor of the plaintiff and the land against him. ‘ i
9, .Appeals were preferred by the plaintiff and the Collector on behali of the

alantra Minor, and
{3718 in favor c’>f tHe Jalantra estate.

Suit ;T‘o. 915, and copies of the District Judge’s judgment in' Appeal Buits Nos. §i%nd
57 of 1877, » : kel :

s 4. T request sanction for the payment of a fee of Rupees 100 to the Pleader in
each o'f these two appeals, for though the value of what was at stake was but Rupees

100 in each suit, they required close ‘and careful attention on the ‘part of the

Pleader. . | ; ;

R it

Escrosvre No. 1.—Translation of Munsif's Judgment.
“ Enorosunss Nos, 2 aud —Uopres of Disvisiet Tudlg’s Judgueds.

*

© PAYMENT of# fee of Rupees 100 is sanctioned. Coﬁﬁ@gﬂ, of course, be recovered

decreed, % »
58 (A true Copy and Exfrpact.) = .
' (Signed)  J. STURROCK,:

T the Collestor of Ganjam, with two original enclosures retutned.

8

Exd W. H. Fropch. .. : Taadlh A g
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the District Judge decided both the appeals on the 25th’ February .

5 T enclose for Court’s  perusal translation of Munsif’s judgment in. Orfginaf 4

Acting Sub-Secretary.
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, £z » . _ "~ No..2,527. ‘ ; 3
AR ' i : s : Procernines or mur Covrr of Waros, dated 6th October 1876.
i = : b i Read the following letter from C. G. MASTER, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to C. A.
. i . i 5 ' ' % e GALTON, Fsq., Acting Secretary to the Court of Wa.z'ds dated Chetterpore,
Sl | Sy Sl s 12th September 1876, No. 3,077 :— :

3 ‘ I ‘ \ 5 iy A i = i ‘ “', : ek iy ‘ I mave the honor to submit herewith translation of the plamts in Onomal Suits . i B
Eeip e e e ; : Non. 215 and 223 of 1876 on the file of the Berhampore Mungif’s Comt and the drafts il B
of written statements which I propose to put in, and fo request the sanction of the i

e A Conrt of Wards for the defence of the suits on the nsual terms.
2 ‘ 9. Roth suits relate to. a long-standing boundary dispute between the Ch;kati
Aottt : And Jalantra Estates, and the Zemindar of Chikati, who is 'the plaintiff in these suits,
ot | has made it a subject-matter of two suits, one for a tank and the other for a piece of
dry land in its neighborliood. =~ The defendunts in both suits are the guardian of the
*Jalantra Tstate on behalf of the Mm(rr Ziemindar and the Assmtant Superintendent in
charge of Ganjam Revenue Survey and Demarcation.
3. The Suits Nos. 215 and 223 were ongmaﬂy posted for hearmg respeetwely
" on the 4th and 8th ultimo, but were, at the instance of the Asmstant Supenntendent,
Revenue Survey, postponed to the 5th nstant, The summonses in both suits are dated s
12th June last and were affixed to the wall of the Jalantra guardian’s residence at ; Sl ff
Parlakimedy during his absence, and here the guardian ﬁrst saw them on the 9th ultimo. - &
1 received the first intimation on the subject on the 14’(»11 idem, and took xmmedxato
steps to have the Jalantra interests represented in szrt v R}
4. TheCourt having originally passed orders to the effect ﬂmt the amts should
bs detaded ex~parte a8 against the guardian, motion was pmsented to B ”‘w m orﬁem - j:f |
- ance!lcd and the “M of the mits postponed for i:mxmom:, Vi f" ;7 N page
= " next, ‘The Court has complied with both requests.
. 5. 8o far as the Assistant Superintendent, Revenue Survey, is coneemed, the
Board of Revenne have ganotioned the defence of the suws at the expense -of Govamment
" (vids Board’s Procesdings, dated Tth August 1876, Miseellancous o .,.4) The
Survey |Officer’s line of defence is simple, and is as follows :— g :
“ The decision of the third defendant alluded o in the p]amt was a‘ dep&rtmental
order passed under Section 11, Demarcation Rules, mmntalmng possession, &o., :
acoording to the Punchayet’s decision : (2) thw dafendmt wﬂl a‘blde by the Gom’ =
decigion : (3) he prays for the costs.”” il :
T P g RO o i 1 ; 6. Thefactuoithacases,asg&themdfmm théreuorda araasfollow S e '
S e e R | ht i . Ou 28th June 1859 the late Zemindar of Jalantra, father of thepmsent minor,
: a e S L e e e e e | f‘ - presented a petition fo the then Colleetor wmplaming that ﬂm ryots of Narayana-
B L e G T N e R R ., S puzam and Talatamparz in the Chikati llstate encroached upon, and made clearings .
E R 2o y T ' 3 R o 2 in, the forest and ou a hill lying between Peda Smm‘mpur of Jalantra Estete, and
b Sh s e e B ol : - amdNarayanapumm and belonging to the former. VIHQgB that, notmfhstandmg :
R el : : e “ S ‘ repeated warnings and remonstmnacs from himself and his ryots, the Narayampumm ek
s ~ o s o T g el ‘ , ; ryots had been for | geven yewrs past making pers:stentmtmsmnsupanhmland through.
kAR e A R o ‘ 5% it 4 ’tha connivance of the Chikati Zemindar ; and that, unless peremptory orders be sent to o
e ' sty - e e i Y & : ‘ﬂmm, pmhxbmng their further mtarfecrence mth the forest. eleammgs,agreat fzght was‘
g5 5) P | : : i 5 : : ( : R hkely to ensue. . k B
B : ' : = . On the reccipt of ﬂm above, the Collector addmsed (on 4th July 1859) tha_ e
Chikati Zemindar, telling lum that ho had determined to hsve the dmpm settled by a
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I’uzichayet- tha |

3 ttwo persons A

i "ad that, pending the decisim:h:;:dkbe named on Chikati side fo sig in the Punchayet;

i | Fms A ﬂmﬂu letter Wa; sent ?“Ympnram ryots should withhold intcrfereynmt ‘
o - Xurther, the Head of Police at ,'somqn e 1869) to the Jalanfra Ze | |

made clearings i * At Bompota was insteneted ¢
the'?“gchaﬁt, : gsm the d‘”Pnted land e steucted to gae the ryots -of neither

, 9% On 2% Tu : o the settlement of the dispate by
tie o Ry 1850 Gy Ty
e had ordered the -

= of Pali ,
ki Ty0ts of both estates ~ o ¢ o OF SOmpeta reporte
riﬁt ﬁmeympm am had vmiitgte:en;; to inferfere with theplano dd e
gy tbemﬁibteé B . Some lnud, and. tha
. i ﬁrmy, other that, unless an exemplary

& Aﬂe’mf«’mmgpo sponde i %“E Tollow his example |
mﬁlﬁm"%sm‘im de&ﬁitiz?e;a;h;: d:::m?“mp\lmm Tfot Wos §zdemd to PAY &
0 bt ait ) v o mndergo i k grder 3
Cll s with the Colleotor'y g oed days’ imprisonment.
7 t / ; f. ; Mﬂt;;;uggmm, both Zemindars nz;med two .
‘ 25 ,-i dm’ Ofnth‘a .'jlﬁté:"lfﬂﬁulpzpmi On 20d November 1850 an .
 they submit hieir et s, 4 10 colloct the arbitrators
Sy I_ﬂ;é;;&i;@%ﬁ??lﬁtb Novenibar 1850,
1}0 s .:_‘ough Seyeral attempta were made |

ttll;ggftiﬂ ‘On 19th July 1860 |
Wit ot ugnst 1862, when the
B8 e e he eubject, the ryots . ¢
g dlﬁpute,and that the erops

 under di
Aistrict map propq

t&' i

- requested that the execution of the Punchayet's decision be postpened pending the

mindar also, &)

; npt‘o; $ormal decision

16, Tn his petitions dafed 26th and 29th Anugnst 1866 the Chikati Zemindar

demarcation of the disputed land by the Survey Department if the decision itself could
not be altered.  In reply to both these petitions the Collector mformed him that he -
was powerless to set aside the Punchayet’s decigion, and that its execufion could not
consequently be put off.

~17. In February 1867 the Zemindar alleged that, in executing the decision, the
Deputy Tahsildar of Sorppeﬁ erred from not understanding the plan, and that therefore
his interests suffered, a portion of the backyards and cultivated lands of Narayana-

- puram having been included under Pedda Srirampuram. On 4th March 1867 the

Zemindar was told in reply that the old district map, with referenco to which the
decision had been ‘passed, had been forwarded to Madras for the purpose of being copied,

. and that on its return it would be considered whether it was desirable to ascertain 1f

the boundary stones had been fixed in accordance with the map or not. el
18, In August 1867, the Zeomindar having again written on the same subject, |
he was told that, on the receipt of the map which had been sent to Madras, it would be

*veferrod to, and that such orders as might be deemed fit would be issued. WL Biw.

plaints the Zemindar presented a copy of this Furwan in the Court, probably implying
theieby that it indicated an ackndowledgment, on the part of the Collector, of the exist-
ence of inaceuracy in the placing of the boundary stones by the Sompeta Sub-Magis-
trata. T do not think that anything of the kind was meant by it, and I enclose a

| translation of it. A clause to this effect is provided in the draft answer.

19. A translation of the material part of the arbitrators’ decision, together with
a survey sketch (to be returned) exhibiting the boundary between the two villages us
catiiad o ¢he Survev Department in accordance with it (decision). is encloses for the

' Gourt’s perusal. 'Fhe arbitrators’ decision is not altogether intelligible, or rather it is so

Sbsourely wordsd as to ren der ifs real interpretation doubtful, and I have asked the
Assistant Superiritendent in charge of Ganjam Suryey and Demarcation to explain o
%o me how each measurement recorded in the decision has been made in demarcating

~ the line shown in the sketeh.

90, The Survey Department, hotwever, have putin an answerin Court, as stated
o 'ima,c;'mph 5 supra, to the effect that the gemarcat1on wa}_s:“'mde. according "to;' the
Punchayet's decision, and the plaintiff has ot a;‘l_lﬂpga?hed the aceuracy .oi the; dge:)spn
'i,tself; but of the demarcation made with rbféfr‘engs;é‘f‘ttb it. " Under these circumstances it

s for the Survey Officer to show that the &gmaa‘ca o - petat IR

the Puncheyet's decision.” | ither the Jalmfmhﬁnoernmdm nor his guardian, first
onil sccond defendants respeotively; ean socount for any iaceuracy (supposed or real)
éxisting in the demarcation. So faras I ca. at present ses,, the Jalantra interests have
suffered owing to a misapprehension on the part of the Survey Department in the read- -

ing of the Panchayet’s decision and giving efieot to it. On this subject Tam in communi-

. eation with the officer in dharge of the demarcation. The ; Pﬁrhﬂnsoi gwmdandtan& .
bed referred to in the present guits.are, howevery mrr‘;‘agtl‘y&(i‘emarcated vmth ,,refmf o
e to the I’unchayét’s decision. : S e s o S

o i “ 1)

o1 o decision ofthe third defendant alluded t in the plaint was a departmenta]
scked und 11 of the Demarcation Rules maintaining possession, but*

| ordar passed under Section L it : 0%, ik ‘
; passed umder Section 25, Act XXVIHO‘E 1860, and consequently

X

fig
N

e monthe’ time allowed in the {ast-quoted section for appealing against inst gxé:{;;
L oo R RS TR P &
: b . y 7 ! : ‘ $
3 ‘ Sl . . je ._i
0 4l .Tvt :’
» i W o A{'f " ! 4
1 St | 4 e B
P i
i ! "I‘



.
\
. &
‘
ool
s/
5 >
.
: -
o :
b ¥
a3
1
% &
| 3 —
e

o J
" |
— S
1 3
\
|
|
f .
g ¥
|
!
¥ 4
,‘ = - oyl - —_
il Dbk s - < T
3 e S — .,
3 S .
s a% A b .
7 e -
<
et ,. ; ;
L




.
R

o
e 2 S —— T

1876 .

<o

. MADRAS.

Procreninas, 6rn Ocr, 1876, No. 2,527.
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Refeived
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* OCTOBER

No. 2,627, *
v e
Suits —Nos. 215 and 228 of 1876, on file of
District Munsif of Berhampors in Gonjam, Lis-
triot, regarding a boundarvy dispute between
Chikati gnd Jalantra Istpted —Sanctioning de-
fonce of'=—, and requesbing Calleotor 10 add o

1

clause toproposed ‘answls plending limitation.
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