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Read the following letters ;—

No. 431, From J. W. HANDLEY, Esq., Government Pleader, Madras, to the
_ Acting Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort Saint
* ' George, dated Madras, 13th April 1869, No. 257 :—
-~ Wrra reference to the Proceedin’ of Government, Revenue Department,
' noted in the margin, I have the honor
to forward, for the information of Gov-
ernment, the printed records, just obtained by me from the High Court, of the

Special Appeals now pending, in which the late Pol‘igar of Ankusagheri was a
party. ‘

Dated 7th April 1869, Nos. 128, 129.

2. It will be seen that in three of the Appeals (Nos. 465, 400, and 494 of
1‘868), the late Poligar was appellant, and in the remaining one (No. 464 of 1868)
he was respondent. Mr. Mayne was retained as bis Counsel in the three former
Appeals. The Appeal No. 464 of 1868 came on for hearing on the 24th Februar}*
last, when I applied, as requested by the Board of Revenue, for an adjourninent,
pending the decision of Government as to the succession to the Polliem, and the
Vakeel for the appellant consenting, the hearing was postponed for six weeks. The
other three Appeals came on for hearing on the 5th March ; but no application
having been made by any person to be allowed to carry them on as representative
of the late Poligar, the hearing was postponed for a month to allow time for any
such application. o .

3. It will he seen that the suits, out of which these Appeals arose, were
brought by the late Poligar to recover possession of certain villages held by differ-
ent persons under alleged grants from former Poligars, which it was contended, if
mado at all, were made after the date of the permancent scttlement, and were, there-
fore, invalid. In three of the cases the Civil Court on appeal decided that the
plaintiff’s claim was barred by the Limitation Act, and from this decision he
appealed in Nos. 465, 466, and 494, The fourth case was at first decided against
him by the two lower Courts, but on appeal to the High Court, it was remitted to
the Principal Sudder Ameen, and ultimately decided in plaintiff’s favor, from which
decision the fourth Appcal, No. 464 of 1868, was brought.

4. Itis véry doubtful whether the successor to the Poliem would have any
locus standi to carry on these suits, his cstate Deing not a continuing one derived
from his predecessor, but a new estate derived from the grant of Government ; and I
am informed by Mr. Mayne that, on the Appeals coming on for hearing, the Court
expressed an opinion to that effect, and threw out a suggestion that Guvcmment,
if so advised, might institute suits to recover the villages in question before a sue-
cessor was appointed to the Poliem ; an additional reason for adopting this courso
13, that as regards the question of limitation, Government would stand in a much
more favorable position than the Poligar—(y/de Regulation XXXI. of 1802, Sec-
tion 8; and Act XIV. of 1859, Section 17), :

. 5. T would, thercfore, suggest that the Collector be requested to inquire into
the subject matter of these suits, and what was the real nature of the transactions by
which the disputed villages came into tle possession of the persons now occupying
then, and to report thereon, with a view to the decision of the question whether,
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X -~ Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
- 20tk April 1869, -
o e V) ”L -



) -
S - - LT *
MY VI str Tieve
el R e T eor ST e
SR TIRY VR SN Dl g - xr;—@_ _}k v h.__-s_—nat-f‘:;ib
PR, e * - ~u s -
v - — .
‘ J‘J. )
- !

~
.
T e, L et DI TP
— .

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revem;e Department, | ‘
20tk April 1869, :

s e,

)

M s A e i R
e et ettt e s .

j
{

1n the interests of Government, suits should be instituted for the recovery of theso |

‘villages. " In some of the cascs the defe_ndants contended that the grjan.ts. by f?rmm- !
: Poligars had been confirmed by Government, in which casc the @hdﬁy of such ;
grants could hardly now be dig

puted by Government, . - : |
6. All fomt Appeals are posted for L}%}ring on the 16th instant, I sl.lall cn_dc.a-.’
Ivour to obtain an’ adjournmont,rbut tiliug it likely that the Court will hold, in
I aceordance witl their Previously expressed opinion, that thg cause of action in these
' suits docs not survive to , and consequently that the suits must abate, and

end, and fresh suits nust be brought by an ¥ parties claiming
» to recover the villages, the subject of the suits,

e s e,

: No. 439, From J, W, HANDLEY, Esq., Government Pleader, Madras, to the '
1 Acting Secrotary to Government, Revenye Department, Fort Saint George, |
dated Madras, 1614 April 1869, No. 261, . -

Dated 1364 4. o957 ' IN “continuation of my le |
, +e6 15th April 1869, X, 251. giually noted, I have tle honor to report |

that the foyy reterred to came on fop hearing thig g
- before the Chiof Jyeg; ice I

tter, mar- .

D T

the Polliem_
8 eonsented to that
pondent in Specigl Appeals Nos, 46¢ and

The Court ordered that 4] the Appeals

next, when thce‘same‘ two Judges sit
together, in order ¢o allow of an application being made by any person to carr
- on the Appealy a5 the representative of the late Poligar ; but that if before that time
% such application should e made, the suits mugt abate, c

2. T have tljg day reported tlis result to the Acting 8
of Revenue, '

: The Vakeol for tho appellant in Special Appeal No, 464 of 186
case heing Postponed, but the Vakee] for res

494 objected to any {urther posiponement,
er until the 1st day in June

et - e

ccretary to the ‘Board ;

No. 433, OrpEr TULREON, 20th April 1869, No. Loz, '
— : ‘ N ‘ 3 Do \
Miscellancons, { Coxaruntcatep o the Doard of

" Revenue, with reference to tleqp Pro-

ceedings, under datg oth Instant,
ernor in Council, in accordance with the

eader, desires ¢],q¢ the Colloctoy of Salem
mation of the natyre alluded to i paragraph 5 of My,

2. The Right Honorable {14 Gov
suggestion made by the Government pj
may be called upon for infyr
Handloy’s first letter,

(True Extract. )

)
(Signed) 1. 4 DALYELL,
To the Boarg of Revenye. Acﬂ”f/ S cerebury (o Goa‘ernm«‘.’ni. !

s» the Goveramey T

leader,

Exd. . L. Bantlemap, . - ;
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9 | y ) DECREE.
ﬁ : ' ' i Suit No. 635 of 1564
1 t In the Court of the District Munsif of Qossur. )
yéé)—" U&/f/ %9-:1(44 /ﬁ: W % :\ Plaint lﬁ ) versus ‘ Defgndants'
{ . 2 s t ’ Appurayar, Poliagar, 1. Akachi Ammaniar.
1 i ' I s P . 1 » . 2. Chetti Sambangu Ramaiyen,
! ; %b‘f’i'v ¢y N ) ' 3. Venkitanarainaiyen.
;v p ) ,.)’;1_,’,‘-‘1‘ ) ’-u‘i /' ) 3 { The suit is for establishing the plaintiff’s right to, and recovery of, the villages described
{ ¢ ’ , below, paying a revenue of rupees 343-12-8, and which belong to his palayapet (the estate of a
il ¢ Y . . : poliagar). V 10
. b : '
1. The village Narikanpur of the polaypet of Ankusakire paying a A
‘ . ) ’ ’ ‘ o Beris TEVEIUE Of.cc cnerserersonerneete nunnresee soteraras voensesssenens Rs. 210 3 3
‘ ‘ a4 M 3]
} é i ? _ 2. The willge of Idibelli  do.  do sevvenisven cevues rvaea e 133 9 5
| AR S i ERR
i { ) {Z( Wt,c//zwd%/ ‘ A Rs. 34312 8
] - Sl — @ |
, 7 oo o py 4

ot It ey i P DECREE.

/ . ) L . )
AT LA . L As the pluinliff’s suit caunot be heard by the settling of issue, it Is disreissed wiih costs.

A ) ‘ N . The costs of the 2ud defendant will be paid by the plaintiff,

| &://(;/’e,é; Yy ’ - ; ; : " (Here enter costs.) ‘
/ / M /&W—Mﬁ& e C@E. 24 / f ”» ‘ | | _ (Signed) MAIOMMED JAMALUD-DEEN, 20

- 19th A pril 1865, Uunsif.
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i Y Caee agf . f,{@) .w‘/ﬁ,/’”“ - [i7) {' i ] ' Suit No. 655 of 1864.
T e 5" . :
:3 3 ‘;‘4 e 4«4/(; % ‘ E } In the Court of the District Munsif of Qossur.
it ¢ - j : .
f Priig & f Presexti—MOULAV] MALIOMMED JEMALUD-DEEN SAIB, Munsif.
| st e e - -
‘ e &J‘%fé 7 ’ i Pluint:ff. VETBUS Defendants.
Tj /W— Y * '; i .
il : e V/JZ.% % Z: v . % ! K Appurayar, Poliagar. 1. Akachi Ammaniar.
! : ? X A2 WA 6\% M ﬂ{ / 3 ! , 2. Sambangn Rama Chetii,
“’fﬁ:é e 41/{/' é(/ . ) . 3. Veukitanarain.:aiyen.
¥

“— T

cllected to the prejudice of the plaintift’s right thereto, and for their recovery.
2. The plaint sets forth that the said villages belong to the plaintif’s palayapet ; that the

i 47“57 ? %A‘/@ e&,‘m K . ; ‘ 1. Thesuibis for setting aside the public sale of the villages mentioned in the phint 30
i ) .

2 2 ke aund i saom B

.- " land of the said villages, excepting the peramboke land, was assigued by the former poliagar for

. - . the maintenance of the 1st defendunt and was accordingly enjoyed by her ; that to the effect a
k&‘a M{ % ' ! . Parikat deed was executed by the 1st defendant to the former poliagar; (3) that the village
No. 1 was pat up to auction in saiisfaction of the judzment sum in the decrce of this Court in

‘ Swit No. 1078 of 1802, passed againsk the lst defendant and was obtained by the 2nd defend-
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ant, and village No. 2 was obtained by the
enjoyed by them (2nd and 3rd defendants) ; that the 3ed defend
1364 (about the said villages) ; (4) that these are illegal acts
that the villages should thus be held and is

maintenance ; and that (the lst defendant) is not authorized so to deal with the
- that the plaintiff prays that a decree as mentioned in para. 1 may be pa

3rd defendant under a lease ; that these are thug

ant instituted Smt No, 315 of
, and the plaintiff is not willin

villages 5 angd (5)
ssed, .

6. The uotice issued to the 1st defendant could not be seryed upon her.

7. The 2nd defendant coutends that the villiges sued for with all righis thereto were, on a
division, allotted to the 1st def,

endant by the late poliagar 3 thab the 1t defendant
enjoyed them with all ¢he peramboke land attached buereto (3) t}
1078 of 1862, instituted against the 1st defendant, tne suid vil
1862 and were regnlarly atiached in 1863 5 that ncither on th
the publie sale held at the village whe
Property put in his (2nd defeng ake any leg.] Proceedings,
but he remained quis 5 that his doing sq now and

without producing the jw-
portant document tje Parikat deed, meutioned in para. 2

2, 18 entirely uregular s (9) that there s
no reason for cancelling by (2nd defendany’s) purciase of the village

an suction publicly conducted under the direcuion of the Cour, g
(2nd defendant) purchased the village together with the Pursmkode
In bis possession after paying down tue

¢ purciiase money m Court, in evilence of whye
duced exhibits T and II; and (10) that therefore he (2
the suit.

11, The 8rd defend

accordingly
1at with reference to Suit No.
lages were tereporarily attached in

v oceasion nur on the occasion of
re the plawtuf lived, nor before the sale was confir
ant’s) possession, dil he (plumnﬂ') t
b for a long time

med and

No. 1in (ispute, made at
Wd duly confirmed ; that Le

ant did neither appear nor defend the sait,

12, On a perusal of ail the papers in the case
plaintiff is thay eXcepiing the poramboxe and Jartn
the late Pulingar 1o tne Ist defentan
and notwithstandmg this, she allowe
purchased at the anction by the 2nd defendant ;
defendant under a lease; and 1}
public sale and Jease,

2 16 appears that the chie
tam Land, 1he vil]
t for her maintenance

d the whols of ¢

age sued for wyy given by
3 thab she they txecw'ed a Paricat decd
1@ villize No. 1 to be atbiched and (o be
that villace No, 2 WAt obtained by the 3rd
at therefore hLe (phinuil) seeks for cancelment of the s.id

The ist defendant is g principal
and no decree could be passed witho;
out her (ist defendant’s) place of re-i

Party in this suit,
it obtaining it |,
dence, but he hag f.

The Paricat deed, mentioned above
He ong

and it s necessary to
was the daty of
uld to do so.

get hLer sfalemeny
the plaintifl to point
, 18

the principal document f,r the
ht 10 have produced it with his plaing

according to (ihe rules of) procedure and
e did not produce it byt his vakil states biag the docuigent being filed in angr)e

T osuib wag
before o higher Court and on Presenting a petition for the same, a reply was given tu (he effect,
that it had been forwarded to the Hish Court; that the vakil in tne the Coure wrote t},
presenting an application there, 3 reply was given to the effect ¢

wax sent back to the Civil Court; ang tha

order way Passed to the effect that the s
petidon yow Pres

plaintifls  claim,

decreps,

b on

, and
wrd, an |
undin the record, The
aud praying {this C
phintid 1o prodace ty

13t 16 was not iy, that Coupt
t on pre-enting a second pe
id document was noy g4 be o
enbed stating that 1t 1y “ilin the higher Qo
send forat, is 10t be entertained. T

i3 the duty of the
this Court 15 40 Tequited to send for it,

1tinn to thay C

uurl) to
e docuient, and

The villige iy dispute was aid unde
1078 of 1862, was fegularly placed under
before Courr iy the same year,

* which was confiryed by the sup

T AN injunction in 136

altachmeny 1863, w
and was regularly |,

erior Court on app

2 with refcrence to Suit No,

48 publicly pat up to auction
urclased by the 234 defendant at, ghe auction

cal.  During ] this time the plaiwifr did

prepared to pay ready money for (1st defendant’s) :

[ coatenijon of the
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i intifd’ i t no objection was made
jecti the plaintift’s vakil states tha
objection whatever. Though . ‘ n T e
- noth 3e was then a suit pending before the High Court respecting the I:Th)ap;-e, i
N ? i iti 1 gale,
b‘ecautseees no obstacle to the plaintifi’s presenting a petition for postpor;mhr; tu; e
X b i 3 § €
;jmlrnd the surrender of the village wnich the former Poliagar set apart forft 1eh e w0
o ’ 1 {l ¢ 0 r 2
mi?ntenance on the ground that he (plaintiff) is prepared to pay ready u ?xley or he
is entirely unwarranted.

P

s n eing regular!
sait be dismissed as not canable of b ng regular
or these re it 3 e hat the snit be dismias ! of b Y
these reasons, it is decreed t . St

dev ing issues, and that the 2ud defendant’s costs be P W by the plainti

hear v settling issues, ts be pa d by the P ff

(Signed in Persian characters))
o
I0ITAMMED JEMALUDDEEN,

Munsif.
1940 April 1865,

Appeal Suit No, 139 of 1863.

P T S U N
L

istrict Munsi ur,
Original Suit No. 655 of 1884, on the file of the Dislrict Munsif of Qoss
In the Court of the Principal Sudr Amin, Salem, | »
PresentT:—C. LATCHAIAH NAIDU.

Pluintiff.

Appellamt,
A ppurow.

versus

L Sumbangyramien....w Y o 3 00 7307 Dofendunts.

Respondents. ;
2. Vencatamarauappaie. § °

B P

»

Grounds of dppeal.

‘ntii iaput ; that the peizheush
I That the viliages in question belong &0 the pla.‘-;”“rs P:]r:](;pl;)e, alienated ; and that .
. ty maid” im ; that these viilages cu _ : X,
them is paid” by him ; t Soenid Apped N
due} ufl?l:ntiou is invalid, as ruled by the Court of Sadr Adalut in Sp
” sucn aliens ]
70 of 1855.

. d by 110
m was preferred by
IT. That this suit cannot be dismni-sed on the ground that no clai P '
. ki1 A .
plaintifl’ to the villages at the time of attachment.

DECKEE,
" Decree below afirmed, and appeal dismissed wish eosts.
¢

(Signed) C. LATCHMIAIL,

Principal Sudr dmin. Y

29th October 1 30?.
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Appeal Suit No. 159 of 1865 |
i 5 pstrict Munsiy.
0"’:’/‘."“ Suit No. 635 of 1864, vn the file of the Oossur Distri

&
ipal 8 i . ,
In the Court of the Principal Sadr Amin, Salen

120
PRESENT :—U. LATCHMIAH NAIDU.

B T T L VI T TP

-

-

JUDGMENT.

- e qe aintils suit \
I fron the decree of the District Mansif, dismissing ;h::] :)h;;:zl A.u uu | ' |
T c peal irg ] . . p AT t‘ac e o g ~ ‘
1. Thisis 1no:p(:f two villages of Nariganapully and Eadigapully a
to recover possCsd

o

sagiri Taliaput.
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' 2. The circumstances of the case as stated in the plaint are that the villages in question’ * '
were assigned to the 1st defendant for her maintenance, and g document obtained from her by ‘ R Decree passed by the District Munsif’s Coust of Oosur in Salem Zillah, *
the former Polaigar ; that one of the villages was sold for the jud : ‘ :
LT . judgment debt against the st ‘ i ;
defendant in Original Suit No, 1,078 of 1862, and was purchased by the 2n4 de?endant - that : On the 6th Dece;mber 1867, .. ,
. 3 {
; the other village was leased oyt to, and has been held by, the 3rd defendant, apg that as the N © Original Suit No. 206 of 1865, R
130 plaintif is now prepared to allow money allowance for the 1t defeudant’s G . ' :
su t X .. . *
‘ recover the villages, - ' bport, he seeks to \ Plaintif. versus Defendant. ;
| .. N Masti di A ar. Surappasetti.
3. The plaintill bases his suit upon a document said to have been executed by the Jst \ Has I.Mumma l. p.puray ' |
defendant. He relies upon that docament as evidence in sapport of his claim, bug }og failed to C ’ Poligur of Perigai. .
produce the same in Court either at the time the pling was filed or afterwards ’ : The plaintiff states that the nanja and punja lands in Sokkanathapuram village in the obali
i 4. In consequence of the absence of the decument syed on, the Lower Courk W'\SI recluded ) ) of kattusolai are, together with  all privileges belonging thcjreto, attached to his palayapat aﬁ.nd
!' from proceeding with the trial of the suit, and was justified iq rejecting the pliint ﬁlI::d b t;r . are subject to the pesiikash paid to the Government ; that while so, the defe'nda.nt took possession .
| plaintiff, g die p y of the same in an auciion sale made thereof by the Court, and has been enjoying the same since 1
{ . : 10 months ; that such enjoyment is avainst the Regulations and Sastras, and the plaintift does not
. o, 1 : . . s JOy b1 ) ..
< : appeal wiﬁxlzol; ‘;‘"C‘Pal Sadr Awin therefore affirms the judgment below, apg dismisses the ' in conscquence agree to the sadje being enjoyed by others as hitherto done, and that the plaintiff
! . 1. . -
: ' should be put in possession of the said village.
- ‘140 . . y
: : Signed) C. L: : : . -
: ‘ 29th October 1866 (Sigocd) _&TOHMIAH’ ! . . Particulars of the village in dispute.
i ) ‘ Principal Sudr Amin, ; ) . 4 obali
« ——— ’ ‘ Ayakkattu linds in Sokkanathapuram village in the said obali,
: ﬁ MEMORANDUM OF SPECIAL APPEAL. L ' Punja lands kulis 6,060} \
) Before the District Munsif, Original Suit No, G55 of 18¢1. f . . Nanja lands kulis 2301. ‘ :
. " DBefore the Principal Sadr Amin’s Court of Bulem, Appeal Suit No. 139 of 1365 -y Out of the sbove the lande under cultivaion aré as follow :— - “
. 3 . . 3. - .
. Before the lligh Coust of Madras, Speciul Adppeal ¥o, ¢3 of 18G7. . - Punjaland kulis 2,822} assessed at rupees 81-0-8;
: ~ ; - 20
I": the Court o f In the Lower In the iy, , ' Nanja land kulis 165 assessed at rupees 15-14-5.
First Tnstance. Appellate Coury, " Court a )
Appoorowe........... indif . .. e
PP Plaintif Appellant, Special Appellans Total 2,987} assessed at rupees 95-15.1
. . versys , 1 EE
‘Y- i CR .
150 Sumbangy Ramien and } Defendant : DE . '
: 2 OtherSene . ania Respondents. Special Respondents, . 1t is decreed that the defendant do'put plaintiff in possession of the village in question and
! Plaintiff appeals to the Ifiah Court : im his cost
} g of Madrag against the decree - . ' pay him his costs.
. unst the of th . . J
© ofSulom, duted 20 October st on the grogyg it was. wrong o o S Amia - (Signed) GANAPATI AIYAR,
, procedure in that,— 1on8 I law and for defective B e District Munsif.
: L. Independently of ap agreement by ¢ - ‘ S
;, ctccoed, yag Y the lst defendant, the plajutiff was entitled to
it N 6 of 1865.
: 2. The docament had been filed in Original Suit No. 1 of 1862' of the Cyoy] c ] Original Suit No. 20 f 1865
: - N 1 g ! . -«
: wag lost and secondary evidepce ought to have been admitted. owrt and ! On the file of the District Munsif’s Court of OQossur
, ; . - 30
X 3. The Ist and 3rd defendants were ex-parte, and never denjed the ex: Present :—I. GANAPATI IYER.
150 pess of the document, ¢ existence and genuine- s Defendant.
¢ Plaintiff. ver
Z j Chetti Surappa Chetti
; 208 J, . JOIN 1, MAYNE. : ! 3. Appu Row. ) PP
4 - 7 » . 3 1 A~
z 3 tJanuary 1867. . i ' ‘ i Plaintifl the poligar of Ankusagheri brings this suit to recover possession of 2 vnllage atta
\ hed o his poliput st:zltiug that that village is subject to the peishcush he pfxys‘ to Gov.emmc?ut ;
:1‘“t :ou]t‘il()l lyears aro N unjappier "who was then head sheristadar of the d1§tr1ct obtamed. it as
s algretent from one ofa the late poligars; that since then the villagein questiou had becn in the
) \
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possession of himslf and his successor and was i 1864, sald at
3 judgment debt duc to a third party by one of the said Now
purcliased it ab the auction and, was put in possession ; th
at law, and that plaintiff is not disposed to re¢

a public anction i satisfaction of
Jappier’s suceessors sthat defendant :
ab the gift in question i Dot sustainasle
ognise it,

/
2. Defendant contends that the vi)j peisheush Vlainaff |

age in gitestion is not sunject 1o the
pays fo Govermmnent ; that oue 8,

bbian's ¢ancestor obrained tin gift 5 SBrvaminiem ghoyg 70,
years ago from one of the late poligars, and he and bis tordfattiers had b en enjoying it 1) fusli |

1227, when the Government appointed the Collector of the district to engqairs mto
the inams in Oossoor angd Denkenecottah

appertaining to it wag attachied, but that

the state of -
talugs, ; that,thereupon the poliput with all !

:
the Government released the village in question froy,
zaft on the said Subbien shening his title thereto ang granted hip 4 sunnud in fusli 1231, .
(1821,) authorizing him o enjoy the village in question ag Maniem ; th
the possession of the suid Subbien and his heirs ;

it for rapees Liey, that ¢ tof the then holder (Ciedam-
brien) of the village anld gave him a title deed 5 and that the Plaintiffs ¢l
much as the village had be

and as the plaintiff car
as his daughter’s gon,

1€ manjems |

at ever siuce it has been
etion defendant ;mrchmedj
hie Tnam Commissioner recognized the iz

alm i barred, inas- !
en fur a long time in the bossession of the doye

e and hig taecessors, 4
0ot question the grant which was made by a person w

liow he has syeg eded ,

3. In his reply plantiff’s vak;

| observed that the cause of action arose from the date on:
which plaingf obtained the poliput.

4. The following issues were settled

i
Baand

'

1st,

ich the plaip.
tll obtuined the poliput. ‘

2.1 Wy sther the &ift 5o cuztainable o4 law, L

RILEXY NP,

- e e

Std. Whether the gilt in question lias heen recognzed by Government,
) » Y

. 4th. Whether the village in V1.lages of the peliput for

question is includeg among thoss
which plaintif pays peshensh,
5. This suit relates to a village attacl
terms on which sueh pllics are hel
however, it may be said
lapses to them oy falar

¢d to the unget]
d are tog well knowp
here that the polliam,
e of heirs, and ]y the
the demise of tle eumbent, Plaintiff the present Polizar, simi!arly selected, brings the
ob*ain possession from defendant of

a villige attached to the poliaput. Defend
the village was conferred ag an inam o1 the aneestor of ong Q.

judgment debt it wag sold in auctig, and purehased by him, an
the grant made by oue of the |

ed polliems of Ankusaghcry. The
to need any
18 held at (}e will of ¢

Al
(mvernmvnt stlict persons to succeal

thuneration of them, byt

to it on

suit 1o

ant congeydsg that

lambarien n satisfiction of whase

d that the Plaintut cannot question
ale poligars several ears ago,

6. Trom the Government Procecdings put  in gy case markei I, it woul
only such grants a« were made

Frior to the year 1799,
Poligars, Tuat thg prinepal* which guides the pol
to have beep RIVen away i3 not denjeq

defendant’s vakil at the final heanng,

are £0 be respegteq by
1Z3rs 1 the Msamption of the
by the other side will appear fro;

the sueceedim
Vi lages alle, o

7. The question therefore for considergtip here is

prior to 1789, or subsequenﬂy. For the determy,
1212, (JS()‘z,) are the mogt important, being the
made before 1799, These accounts were g
village in Question wameq

) ®hether the gr

ant in question was made
ation of this Questio

N the accounts for fusly
only accounts in exis

0} for from the taluq r
called “ Chockan

i in erigine,

tence to shiow the grauts

sgards* apd perused. Tie
“ograharmig” ylso

e .. ‘ * g

he Government; that i

4 appear that

tthe Blguments of thy.

adspurum® is eatcred iy them

i, e
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against the name of a Sudra by name Munigan. The name of Chedumbarien’s dafllc.e;t?‘l; )c'h‘)::

n:h npuear 1 them though the nam-s of otier donces do ap;w’ar. I. wa’s la.ss:r:em 1:}ad: ;p.r.ior
" Graham's sanuad of fusli 1209, (1799,) clearly recognized only tnpse.gr.mt.s \; u‘c “it,hin e b

to 1799, and not those since made by the poligats, but that sannad has not -’e( n gy reh
- Tt is therefore thus seen that the grant in question was ll(3t made before 1‘1‘9'9, a:; é pude hat
~ i6.would have appeared in the accounts for fusti 1212, The argumen)ts anl:;a;c: "mydﬂ - otber

side 10 shew that the grant was made before 1799, are that Subien to w {(‘)mt‘ e fed e

country during the time of war leaving the original sannad of g)anf‘ a(:.(L o ]‘;rab_‘.“ée > in bis

house to 1ake care of themselves, and thereby lost them ; that owing lo L senee, -
in the accounts for fudi 1212 but that

he, however, on Lis
was nuot entered

: ; ‘ i the poliput was sub-
sumed possession of the village winch with the other vxllagesd of p ! pt e
" . 1stri sed was restore 0o on v
sequently atrached by tne Collector of the District, and when l"elt":“"l anad, and on his proye
- sar
s qbicn ou his represeniing to the Collector of the loss of the origy, él 8 ) oted o
-0 ‘ y sreupon 1sstc ann.
ing to hum that the grant was actually made, and tiat the Collector the t lthe oot 1
hiZ] In support of this position the defendant relies on three documen % ) N
) H - ZaT. nes
i ; e given by villaee people, and the other by the then poligar. 2 8
itself and two kafyats one g J V[ﬂ 1 wnd 1L The sunad docs not relate to the »lage
rents < : i am . b
documents are marked respeciively VI, : Ll sanna et that Subish s
in quaestion. The oujret of defendant’s vakul in putting it in le (:0:3l T D oty
- | i e e ; i
’ .’ ;(-rh,{ps to infer that i '
ol ¥ terntories”  therefore | _
ud Joived the Compuy's : vhat else would not, supposing
as a%Jerted Lf this act of Subien’s would leaa to such an inference, w udt.el.bl. wt;iu . ), nyi pte!r:
o ae X SONS ~ ¢ a the Conpany’s
that he is the identical man,—there may have been other reasons for n Jjoining c I uhen
: i ay i t. LwIapany -
tories. Tie first and foremost of them may have been his relationy stay in t e ¢ II]-S) oot
ories. h P itionY. No. o3
tories as sheristadar of the district or s tahsildar (vide 1st mthahs deposi jonfen-cd o Sobe
sta . ‘ . 1
: ats i villagre of sgrabaram wq
B sfatemen? given by afew villagers stating that the g g

b A/ G SR & ALV At 1e )Ol 417} sa lﬁl! v 10 l, d"(,
b Anien b Ot tl‘ I < 3 atlL ~Bay a
n bi p“J ra l& wppa 0 ‘1 1 a¢ 3

[ o V €3 aboesSiors ()f “HS St.ll!‘lﬂe“t had
‘ 3aid i juvl o the V‘” e, \ Hab \)t)l)\)lloul”h ] the t {
that Doiia bu.)r,‘lcu Pt emuylna ulg

ested. The then polizar whose

f knowing the diferent ocourrences they narrate have not ben tx.st dr P 1—,1 headod
bt b e b affcets does not seem to Jinve been a privy to it. No. IIT doecument i: .

i 13 16 aficets does ; ‘ )
r]ght this docuimer ’ . o ttached to :\llku\‘a"llel'l'j' p\)hput as learnt 10U
in the words detals of inam and Jrdu viliages attache g | o o o

‘ ‘ e st } 1241 nor ey 16 st
i ; signature of the Poly
the poligar.”* “This ducument does not bear tie sign ) , P]gmitf,s oebocl oo
t i T ter documen ¢ 3

i i been obtained from him. The lat : S
the inforunation b3 i i f his relative, On the o
w j } ] tadar in favor o .

by Nunjaprer, the head sheris : )
ere fr.xudulent]_v g‘lt up o} y OJ I““;Ed that boey could not have been got up 30 years ago 1n
s vakll e coui at tuey ‘
hand defeudant’s vakil equaliy o e was hoad shenstadtr of the o
That Nunjappier was hea

D [¢] ras hits nearest rel(\tive, are
i i Bt i g L we been mede was
that the prrson m whose favor the grant 18 alleg d 1o h

auticipation of the present Litigation,

5 re ¢ i el h 36 ducu:mnts,
. v red g in g,ttlng l)p taes
qd 1 d (le suda a erence, that hl‘fd\’()l({ s Lativ ' .
, I(!)ntt@ b - "r’ ) “lf ’ i P(l s b\(-‘( iwent to ]l 99 “l” not bL! hL’ld V.lhd
k W.lﬂg as he wast haue bf(.‘ll, that gl‘-””s obtam suoreque ) o it hat
'l‘ ld ;l vat n rdﬂhly d[‘]W(] Grautin‘_: thﬂ:t thCSe ducumenls are genmﬂf‘, I Ca lt’i:;: e “h“
wouid not hava hee b 4 . ! o o o : ' "
hey wou ave a 'BC d the t e p()]i rar h]uuh maore 82 1y successor , a3 b (!() $ No a .av
tp Ll.i h a p’(x)I N W!a]s a“ . , frl ¢ b HI'"LH:‘(] here thut i( the trans:ctfion
a ar | [ hé oe arg
> t 1oss I):ll'ty to them, t ung i - ot L]
A h'b " Il rdri l t the then pU“(Inr\‘l or his sUcCessors Ill]"'hb thL’ sub\fqu nl .“.
had been acumi]y 4 fI'dUl ulent ona, the 2 gnrs “h:, 1 b o e
expusod i, T“"‘ i[O”E l)(’)hnar or seb of ]’Ollg«llﬁ hRd heen f()OlIISh (‘].H(.)LID :OI '0'”‘ f ii ;'n.)t o hﬂ‘
<L 8oy d be so. I
})resent p()“g'”. “h‘) Ubiumed the POhPUt f[()xn the (}uvef{llﬂ \n . d uhe \rl‘l.l“'(" 1 q_' crxllon
oue pubhc documr'nr, to shew that either Sumen or lus suceesgoy :Il{)"e' o (‘"3 j“ ,m‘lnt
3 1 IF »e 3 { * CCL‘\J!H"*‘-. X there « d b‘ en v
p!'l.Ol' to fllﬂ“ ]-.Lv 0 to |ust1ry the C\)”(:N»DP in hia p[O O ) b]i  acoomnt i ti“
i ! rould have Su."t‘l appea l‘f'd n pu ¢ aceonnls e
nher gl]‘){vr'i ot Ins suceessor's pdtb that wou y Y g e irr re.
t ) THOE o ‘ ) \
1 2, AS0NS 18se dOC n-nts € C
s i ‘ i <183 appears. FO[‘ (:Iuse re - p )
same way ns tite en Y ment 0( Otuhel' P i "} i ! . o b i ) i
ive ()f l] e pol.rru' havina' been no pﬂl‘h’ tO th(*m are u llly Ol')lnl() ()I en 2 dV(‘:u lpt ?*()nf f‘xmogb
: n 0‘1 . a | y g 1 1 d ' Id dOCUII\f‘H S, Solu 8
g e anda vail
i 1ment lha,t t]l? are enain
g f ”’D f()l' the B‘Ike Of argtu om ernmon: &
ﬂl;;.} tl' dil1Ce t() Otic@ whether t’le Cullector AII’ Coukburn hﬂd any an h()['lty {!‘ 364 GO‘IE‘ ne ]
] Sue as he l’ked Sdn"ads of gl’a nt tO pattles Who applled fUI thvln- It IP 1[ (}
" ~ ¥ Slc iﬂ origine.
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ment at the suggestion of he Collector
8 view to collect the arrears of kist—~—dg
ment directed the rest orabion of
held by the poligars,

placed the 3 poliputs in this taly
cument (1). Para 2 of document @

the poliputs on the same couditions on which they were originally,

12t the Collector had no’
now arrive is, thaf the g

opinion, it is unnecessar
meuts adduced by plain

rant if it ever ook place 15
y for me to notice the diffe
tiff's gaki] regarding them.

8. A consideration of t}e iss
issue is, whether the cay

subsequent to the year

rent documents from A to G, anq the argu.’

ues recorded in the cage becomes now necess
se of action should be computed from the date
tained the poliput, I should certainly think that th

from the date on whig the plaintif assumed ¢l
- by Government - to whon ﬂ

that plaintif ;

ary. The 1at
on which the plainuff ob-)
€ period of limitation shoald be calcul

'arge of the poliput, he being a nomine
ts on falare of heirs,

ated ounly’
e selected

the property eschea The doctrine thereforez

s bound by the act of his anc

it, and  that pluinliﬂ"
I think that bot) was
Chedumbarien did,

Decessary because defendant stands to plaintiff in th

O The 20d jssue is,
£018 already given,

& position which

‘ . )
whether the gify ig 5

ustainable at law. It is not sustainable for the rea-

by the Inam ¢

ommissioner to Chedumb
value is to be

. ¢ ve shewn wh
attached to such title-deeds 1n a Court of justice, vt

poligar pays ¢he same amount of

! peisheush original|
admitted by defendant’s vakil af t

he fina] hearing.
hd ' .
Uader these circumsfances I 44

. judge that defenda,nt
43¢ In question and pay him hig ¢

vill oste do put  plaintiff ip possession of the“

{Signed) T. GANAPATY,
6th December 8167, ‘ Distriet Muynsif,
—— . H
In the Civil Coyrt g4 Salem, :'
23 duy of April 1868,
Priseny .-C, ¥, CHAMIER, J.

Regulgy dppeal No. 64 of 1868,

(Defendant) Appellant,

| . versus (Plaintif Respondent,
(;;hettll Sura,ppa Chetti. Masty Mummﬂdy Appu Row.
€Tular oal istrs i |
o 186;': 2ppeal against the decree of the District Mansif of Quasoor, i original suit No, 206
.. * Sicin Origine, i ‘1
P idts e, T O R g . -

q under atfachment with
shews that the Govern-

1€ conclusion at which I
1799 Tuis heing my’
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P

N s tawTy
et it et et b

- Y, A
T A e B e Y T i e Wt
. SN L RO s #
a =1 oy . m“-v"*”’“ﬁ W S asiiene o . s L
,;/,,r b v La o 2 ¥ g T -~ o e LA
Maigenci Lo T 23 SO , o
3 e Vot S e = R St o
- \ﬁ/ - T R P L S Wl R S
TR ) C - T LT U e e
2ot T B
— e - LT
— gt a -
pos

5
Memorandum of Appeal. *l "
. s
| \ imitation, since the disputed village ha
i tute of limitabion, since o
ot fm s barred by the #a i : ar 1660 as admit
b P‘ﬂ““;fs i]al?:x;:n<iars for a length of time previous to the year
been held by the :

ted by the plainuff and the Lower Court.

P e ) Ch as t
l] Ihe )1 iln ” 1s ]‘()t, ()\n‘ e'e || t ] (l SDOSSESS “\e d(’{(nd )Hf masmu

. l C i i U

V‘ ll Te @& rvamanlem h«. s ] 1ous t { 99

i ﬂ‘o 3 §u Il [ ¢ 1 hetﬂl maae prev 5 Lo I

be grant of the

I 1 16 (llsp“(ed ‘111 12€ 13 HOt g ubl Ct fO t,he Pt S“c"‘;h V"lnch plc 1"(1“‘ P y\ to G()" -
1{. l dg 1 1y8 e

) natt, n

- d

. IL I a be{" a satrvamaniem Vll &33 I+ 1821 ‘ L 1¢ O n“[[ 3 [4]
Inent 1as 2 i o8 EVer sinc giaer Il t i

Gorernment. in dibelirving the public documents filed by the de-
in error in disbelirving . idence
wer Court was X n to the above evi 3
. T I;:o the Lower Court hias not paid proper attentio
fendant,—Lh

ication. Chokai Goun-
he plintill’s second witness 13 a fabrication
V. The document A filed by the pla

{ e on whic!
der was not a poligar on the date which it B2
document as well as the rest have been m:

0 < L,
tiff in collusion. ' e b ong .
Taintiff though fully aware of the village 1 cpute | ‘
aint It | pate b
VL Thehp nt and of its subsequent sale, has staried no ob) -
e ' ‘ |
‘ atta’cl ) t have conferred this poliput on this plaintiff, ,
! menb hs
VII. The Govern
previous poliga’s daughter. .

. < p - = ) d lhe qu t:‘
g I I l l h(‘ de “ted HUB € 1 as bt en l(’..’lbtﬂ(ld n &he a f 1 1
name 0‘ the [ a]lldﬂl‘ an

| it is said to have been passed,—1he s;.nd
v N » v . .
ured by the said witness and plain

rent is paid by the defendant himself,

in plaintifi’s posses-
Government, the poliput has been placed in ];. P
e n s at the time of the deceased poligar.

A
:{. - h

el i wa
sion in the same state in which 16
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DECREE.

LT P P I S
- T A

the

i :morandum of appeal,

. | for hearing: Upon perusing the me ! o

This regulnr appes) coutng oF °F 1 ’c:J and the material papers in the suit, : o

. <) first Instance, ' Pillat. nleader

of the Court Of Fir ‘s ; . D?IlVRSﬂ"ﬂ} em Pillai, |

g v decrwt of Narasier pleaderf r the plaiibl o 4 Aof the C:urt of First Instance

hearing the al.gumenh?s Court doth crder and decree that the dt’Cl‘beu e

for the d(*fe"da"t];t b i reversed, and the suit dismissed ; and this ‘
ere y s Ie b 5

be, und the same b

ep y 8 i th Courts,
and he plaintiff do pa the costs of the defendant in bo
nd decree that { » Ao,

i i ue is rupers 12.
i i anently settled. The annusl revenu .
The village ‘in dispute ig permanently e,

Civil Judge.

1 Cinil f

' In the Court Civil Court at S{Ilemi ]
. 93rd April 1868. . f )
B Presest :—C. F. CHAMIER, J, 5
0. 64 of 1868. 5
lur Appeal No. 8
Regu P ;Ls . (Plaintiff) Rcqundmf.(w

; ‘S .
Appellant. versus. i
(Defendant) | o,
Chetti Surappa Chelti. ) |
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This regular appeal cowing on for hearing this day, the Court delivered
JUDG.\IENT.

PPears to have 4,
Teis a work
*88 the suit cay he ,
use of achigy
vague and fuuefinite a4 4y could posg b
puliew, they there haye bren seve
in Possession ; gy is, the uCCes

the fullowing

The Lower Court a
dispute iy this case,
the grant, yy]
which the ¢n

“Run ab the wpgy
of StDereryug:
ntertnined,
The

gend in dealing with the pointa in
rinky 1 question of tle validity of
The mast matery | PNt 14 to ascortain the time at
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granted by ihe
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ave take
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sunne

having e

410 a persoy
and he ought 19 |,

that period,
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Who was no.
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d havebee
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itom he ¢
1o provision wiicl
to the poliey,
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18 lingr
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L therefore hold the suit
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give
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1€ Lhme that the Lite owners were

1

101
T a [resh cause of setion

d that during the whols
n place ip the personne

olute propri(‘tors of the vil|
» Whaer which their lon.s
lien the Coticetor in 1821, re
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towhich t)e vill
ersong

Collee
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have Oeen in o
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of this tim
1 of the polie
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D
newed (eip sunnnd
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thin twelye ye

. If he then in
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y L
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M they have mamtained their post

Whatever

save

I am not awace of any law, or u "e

. A 2 CAUS
PUSsrs10n can he distutbed, I think the

fact granteda

Lgars® right were manifestly * m-vx;]!;;l
s from such time, or if he died M;« I
cessor. Where property changes han ‘r':_y
the excreise of the rights of the p;;nd
nanner the change is eflected. I ean

g OCesSION
from the time of hisac

to be barred by !
of the Loy er

. . decree
. AN th(« d
apre of Yime, and, reversng
» d1siniss t)ip suit,

in both
Pay the e.sts of the defendant in bo

v - - =

T (Sl ¢k Casanikn,
g Civil Judye.

———————

MEMORANDUM OF S

lingl © s v o 865.
A unsif’s Coypt of Oossur, Origindl Suit Xo, 206 of 1565
Before the 412 Courg of Sulem, 4 bpeal Suit o, G4 of 18G3. .
Before the 11 igh Cowrt of Madras, Special 4 ppeal No. 4GG of 18¢8.
: Tigh
Intle Court of In the Iyep Ap- In ”“'”IL J

Yot

First Instunce, Dpellate Court, . (‘j pellant.
Lluintig, Respondeat, Special Ap1

PECIAL A PPEAL,
Before tie District

M. Murmady Appu Roy..
versus

Chetty Sarappa Chetty... - Defendant, Appellant,

Plaiaad appeals &pecially to the i
Conrt of Salem, dated 2:

Srd Apr)
and i3 not barred by the Act of Lumitation,

19th Octobes 1868,

‘.-,WF
IR PRt .

1868, on th

sh Court of

‘ ' * Sic in origine,
v, P N R

@ ground that ye plantfi

. ¢
Special Lesponden

Civil
Madrus, againat the decree of the

’s suit is maintainable

L. OSULLIVAN o
for
J. D. MAYNE,

Counsel for Special Appellant.
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L} Lo )
 Decree pusswu by the District Munsif's Court of Oossur in Salem Zillah. :
‘ On the 6th December 1867
| ‘ . Original Suit Mo, 250 of 1865.
: T Plaintif. versus Defendants.
1s:i Mummwadi Appuréynr. 1. Buchchannaiya alius Venkata
f Narayanasami, :
8. Keritappan.
: 3. Rangappan. \
4. Chikkappaiyan. '
j S 5. Seshagirirayar. . 10 °
3 ‘ Plainti sets forth that the defendants 1 to 4 have illegally, unfairly been holding the enjoy- 7
: ‘ment of the undermentioned Sokkapuram village attached to the Palayapat of Ankusagiri, to
.vhich the plamuff 18 entitled ; that while so, as the same Was (alco) zafted 1u satisfaction of the i
‘ “amount due by the 1st defendant to the 5th defendant ander a judgment passed in suit No, 20 )
! of 1862, on the file of the Principal Sadr Auwmin, the said zaft should be removed, and the village
. ‘be put in the possessioti of the plantiff.
: Particulars of the disputed village. Total extent of ayakuttu lands at Sokkapuram.
; Punja land kuhs 7,229 3 assessed Al FUPCES coeee snsere srsens o™t 216 1 7
. ~ Nunja land kuhs 4173, pssessed 8L TUPEES... s ererenoms sansanseasesse: 63 v 3 »
: . — 20
i . Total kulies 7,647 ', assessed ab FUPELS.covecoe oncroee 279 110
Out of the above, the lauds utder cultivation are as follow—~
; Punja land (kulies) 4,702 33 assessed at rupees...:.................... 209 1 2 :
i _Punja land  do. 348 14 assessed ab FUPEESicueriemrcraom onparssrsorems 53 0 1 :
'1Mal'uvali TILWaescsensasnrosorvarcas o saeteeces cqaraecss PP Py R L 0O 0 8
Total kulis 5,050 24 assessed at rupeeSee co e 262 111
L DECREE.
~ "1t is decreed that the village in question should be released from attachment and put in ,
plaintiff's possession ; that the 15t defendant should py the plaintil’s costs, and that the 5th 30 !
‘ defendant capnot get his costs. ‘ ) :
¢ o . . ' ' M
e (Signed) E. GANAPATI, §
: o District Muasif. J
{
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G e 1, S thae , T
Ui lie jile of the Listrict Munsifg Coppt of Ossoo l
3007,
Prespyr i~T. GANAPATY IYER
Pl . . ) ( ' k -
azntzﬁ'_ " versus Df o
Appu i efendants,
1. Bu'chien alias
, . Vencatanarayanaaimy.

2. Kil‘ifappan.
3. Rungappen.

4. Chekkapayen.

v ‘ 5' T
L. Phintiff the poligar of Ank Sashasherry Row,

: usagerry st .
poliput and subject to the peishcush gey piales that the ¢

#uit is therefore to

~ question i
ferred on

get the village released from attachment a

After taking some preliminary objections
§ ot now attached to the plaintiff’s po’l

. Lst defendant’s father as inam by the ¢}

.continues in the pessession of the family of defen:
Government records relating to the polipat, and
that the plaintifi’s claim s barred. ’

Lst defendant’s valkj|
iput ; that about GO year
1 poligar Kemp Gounden ;
ants 1 to 4, that the assignm

was duly reported ~ 10~ the

s ago it was con-

(72 ol
(.xovemment, and

3. Delendants 2 to 4 were tried ex-parte

- liable to his debt,

5. In his reply plaintiff’s vakil obge

. rved that the oify ;
cause of action for plaintiff arose from th &' 13 not

o date he got the poliput,
G. The following issues were settled ;—

Sustainable at law, and thay

Ist.  Whether the suit is barred,

Zud.  Whether the grant

pleaded bV 1 .
held goud at Law. \ ¥ Lst defe

ndant was wade and whether it can he

Government.

7:. At the final hearing though the vaki
sumptions to shew that the grant was made i

poligar is bound to Tespect, yet be clearly adi h grants only the plaintiff us

‘ nitted that it was made in 180
8 The plaintifi’s polliem is oy unsettled .
lncumbent selecty a
Government, The
by the acts of his

<

one, and the Government g
ut on him,

, and he iy th
For these reasons the s
9. The length of possession by 1
lea to the conclusio
it is not sustainable,

person and confers the polip
plainuff was similarly selected
predecessor,

e enj?_vs the poliput at the wil] of
s erefore in his own interest not bonnd
utt 15 not barred,

leads
n that the grant

N % Srna . - — . ‘, |
5 N e . 4 ;
l& D A, JUM,,"T - r—— . . -

N ~ PR —¢~-W_V_ o
-

urged that the village in ‘

that ever since jt -
ent appears on the

e e

PR

T

AW some pre-
the demise of each )
§€ I question certainly
ade subsequent'to 173y
A “"‘-‘M‘MM_ T VT 0
v *\

~~

e e e e P et e

+ pohigars pay tins amount of

- parties.
" he does nut enjoy cann

3

ted 9.h April 1861, No. To4, 2 c'opyt:\f
hat of the 168 villages comprised in the
ares with the exception of 4, bemg
;1 revenue of the whole estate 18

010-13-4. That the
the time

-y

"

10. From the Governmﬁent
alich 1st defendant’s vakil shewed ine)
paliput, only 93 are the poligar’s enjoyw
Leld by third pariies on sarv
rupees 20,000, aud that th
peis‘.u:ush w
1st defendant.

proceedings da
it appears
ent, the other vill

a manien tenaié; that the annu

e peishcush amounts
hich was fixed on t
There can therefore

to rupees 7, '
he entire estate during
be no doubt, that the

ow -

housh plamtff pays to Government since the Gm,e;.li
- ssessment on such villages as are held b.) v
~ he plaintiff who pays tirwah on vﬂlaglei
possession of one of such vﬂla;,;eS, "-'\'l
to the year 1799. Defendauts vaki

oomputed at

of Tippu Sultan, i+ not 'deui«d b}'
vi'laze in question is subject to tue p Fe
ment have not relieved the plamtul from py bi e
It is therefore prepostegous to content "
ot bring tlus suit to recover b

d to lave been wmade subsequent
Govern et s
he plaintiff to whom it is prejudicial has a

erant of which 1s admitte
a '
observed that the grant h

duced in support of 1t,—even granting

right to question it.

as been recogmzed Y the
the recogmition b

released from attachment 2and be . put in
(f’s costs. Gth defendant will bear his costs.

(Signed) T. GANAPATY,
District Muneif.

1 therefore direct that the village in question be

pbmtiﬂ”s poqsession, and that st defendant pay plaintl

6th December 1567.

In the Civil Court at Salem.

g i

asrd dpril 166G8.

pressyt:—C. I CIIAMIER, Judge.

Reqular 4 ppeul No. 65 of 1868.

L.
Plaintif. Responden

ROW.onsoneresm *°
Masty Mummady Appu
versus
1 alins Vencatanaranasswlee.

decree of the Distr

1st Defenduil. ’ Appeliant.

i igl it No.
it Munsif of Qossur, 1N original guit T
ich N

Batch'er

sal acainst the
Regular appeal agat

230 of 1£63. -
“ Memorandun of Appeal.

nitation since t
a period as sixty years-

he enjoywent of the disputed

urred by the statute of lir

b
b e e defendant for s0 long

! Cempiah
village is vested In T e s o 10 snghter of Kempin

inti aiutiff is not
cended to th;’; plair{;tlvmdge bd boon made. The plaiutiff is
{ the sa

¢t in question.

The peliem has des

1L L
" (Glounden by whom the grant o
all the gran

therefore competent to rec .
. i valid under the Regulations.. |
s by plaintiff. The village

to fusli 1212.

1IL. The above mentioned grant

Ih(‘, (hai)\l(e v [e4 1. to { 9 2 Eld
I he ehhcﬂ»h P
d lll‘l= e 198 nnt Sﬂb ec p

V.
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serva maniem
has been registered m the

i Government.
i nfirmation of the
ge has received the €0

: eputed vill .
v. The grant of the dispute g which .

¢ disputed
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ment, butno document was pro=
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DECREE,
This regular appeal coming on for hearing ; Upon perusing the memorandum of appéal,
the judgment and decree of tie Cogrt of First st

stance, and the materiy]
ier, pleader for the plaintiff and of
s Court doth order and deerce, that the ¢
bereby s, reversed, and the suit dismis
he plainti

uF do pay the costs of 1je first d

npon hearing the arguments of Narus

120 pleader for the first defendant, 1}
Yirst Instance be, and the same

further order and decree, that

A Daivasy

sed ;
efendant iy both Courtg,

(Signed) C. F. CHAMIER,

Civil Judge,
In the Civil Court at Salem,
o . 23rd April 1868,
Presext:—, B cHAMIER, Judge, "

. Requlyr 4 ppeal No. G5 of 1858

Puchanien ¢lizs Vencatanarain:hamy......... ' 18¢ Defendans, Appellant,

versus / ‘
Masti Mumumagi Appu Row...., Z’lai(nt?;ff. Respondent
Regular appeal againgg the decree of the Dictrigt Mun
250 of 1563,

sif of O sur, in original suit No,

Rl TS

1] N .
This regular appeal coming on for jie

ating this day, the Court delivereq the following
JUDGMENT. -

I felt no difficully jn deciding iy regular appesl N,

was barred by lapse of time,

because the inam Jiad been
forty-four years before suts, an

210 whoy,

the Property
olygar. i, ciren

of the grant
ght doubt 1
: : Tt is argueq that, as

; n time to tiwe, the Limitag Act 1y thereby preventeq
anst the successive liolde

mstance
Taised a gl

8 W set aside e grang
ach polygar receives the polliem free from ]}
even where previoys holders have acquiesced in the o
holde

tent 1y any subsequent
king the poliiem, « The
On any sound bagjs,
the lapse of ¢yelye years’
ucstion is yajeeq by the
Gl I conceivg ¢, be this. Tje
t admissipy by one of tie foraer
wvertiment and beey transferreq to other poly-
beps having been taken erthier by the Govern-
wade.  In acee tine i
TClpted it .subject‘to the cluims which had thus frr(fd::? ”’eip““‘;“?i' :heref?hwj ‘h'[’
2mof opunoy that {he cause Of‘hC(iUll‘m‘Obe when t ; t “do Lg-tj\: if
the grant was invahd, il At oto rosume the v tor e
This principle way Lid dowy iu the Zemindap of
Gara (31 ¢, R 67) ang i €Xactly applie

Government can, aftep
ximde by the Lfe tenants,

Govenmy:nb mas € granteeg,

Wt against th
villag

© Was alienated at leggy tin
iulygars, T pollicra fias since reverted to g1y (g,
s, and lagily the plaintfr, without ayy ¢
went or sy, Polygara to g ]
plaintiff

Wien the g
The position of the pl

ﬂill
Tty years 480, accarding to his ow

baside the grayg thuy

e
g age acerned

to the granigr Limnedigy, ly.
Bobbuly versus 4 Jagunij

Sityamima
I appears

Stothe presey; case, 0 be [

erial

-
‘. + ¢
‘

el e,

ar

“a &

papers in the suw, ang

gayem Pillaj
ceree of the Qoyrt of
and this Coyry doth

S

“ne Act of Limitation.
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itle, if
r a bad title,
sion was originally gained was a goog l(:ave no hesitation
re > 3
N N sthi Ive vears. /
fsion to the planaff's title wnhu;l twle ot the polliem after twelve
hint-ston . e ho S . sc-
there as been no sumﬂl‘:’ f action 1 ths case was lost b{ 1‘ Act which keeps the right of See
the right o . -ovision of the : t inter-
i holdg E12° te of the grant. There is no provis the peniod must be computed withou
ate o S ore Lhe

h e nNoss
itle on which the 7
whether Lhe {itle o1

1 -
roars {roma the d he present, aud theref
y ® iu such cases as the p . ‘086 sive polygars,
won® open wuse of actlon frose. . d against the sacces 5
tion from the tune the caus hich they have maintamed ag I reverse the decree of the
e ’ ~ v T 9
TP cars on a title w On tins ground

1 \ Yin i ill ().SSesS'I()n fUI
rn 3 .
ine ([(‘. L’“(]( Ilts ha: n g bt‘e . P

wore than twelve ¥

inti in both
i Lainull, first defendaut in
be ejected at vhe sulb . El‘hl? p‘ intuff will pay the costs of the fir .
cannot now l' - es the suit. ¢ praint
disiniss Tl
wuit, and
Lower Coutt,

- Eourts.

(Signed) C. T CHAMIER,
o
' Civil Judye.
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MEMORANDUM OF SPECIAL

’

. 5 1805,
f Ossoor Ovriyinal Swit No. 250 of 180
l ! if's Courto, s
Before the District Munsif's

Appeal Suit No. 65 of 1868.
el No. 465 of 1868,

Before the Civil Court of Salem,
ial App
he High Court at B adras, Specia o
e t of In the Lower 4p-
In the Court o

. d Pl

l’p Q t-

versus

: ondent. .
dant Appellant. Special Resp \
- . - AN,
- Butchien alias Venkata } 1st Defen . fthe Civil Court of Salem
NATAINASAWIDY eoserases see . againSt the decree o

. . is not barred by
laintiff appeals to the Iligh Court of Madra is maintainabje and is 1o
Plaintt

intif’s suib
1 1168 on the ground that the plainti
‘ated 23ed April 1

P. O'SULLIVAN,
for
7. D. MAYNE, |
Counsel for Special Appellund.

¥

19th October 18(8. \
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Lo 13 ; In the District M unsif's Court of Qossur 10 the Zillah of Salem. i

5o | ; ¢ - :

} ) ; ; 6th December 1867. :

!

! : : : ‘} _  Suit No. 373 of 1865 ;

i- S ‘ ) ] Plaintiff. " wersus Defendand.
: - ; , : Masti Mumahdi Appu Rayar, ‘ Venkittasami :
s : Palayagar of Berikai. . . S

: o The plaintiff has brought this suit, stating that 3 proclamation Was made in  November of )

; fasli 1275 in the andermentioned village of Karianapalli, attached to the plaintiff’s palayaput, ;

4 j and held and enjoyed by the defendant unlawiully, to tie effect that all the incomes of the lands

[ of the said village should be paid to the plaintifl ; that in infringement thereof, the defendant has 10

¢ ; collected the 1ncome ; and that therefore the said village may be put in the plaintil’s possession, o

- I - ] ; and the plaintit’f be allowed to collect the income for fasti 1275, amounting to rupees 493-5-8.

; (Here enter particulars of the village.)
N ) " "
. : ‘ ECREE. %

t ﬂ 4 ) “‘; v ’ It is decreed that the defendant do give ap the village in dispute to the plajatiff ; that the

P » ‘ income of the said village for fasli 1275, ropees 493-5-8, be paid to the plaintiﬁ'; and that the

; plaintifi’s costs be paid by the defendant. ‘ \

' N : » ‘

t 'Vl ] . , (Here enter costs, &¢,2)

i
h: \{! P, (Signed) B- GANAPATHY,
‘ N N ! ‘ ‘ District Munsi/. 20
“ C NN ' S—
2 ’ ~ ; o - Original Suit No. 373 of 1865. .
t o . : | o g . '
o ... i . On the file of the District Munsif's Court of Oossoor.
! I, i ; PRESENT 7. GANAPATY 1IYER. .
E _— - R ] o , : ‘ y “ l
; & ' : Co : Plaintif ‘ | yersus Dcfmdants.
.gf . ‘ o ? - ’ : Appoo Row. 1 . Venca,tanamyanappen,——since ‘ ;
P = 22 ? 2 | g aad *
o 2 i{’ & ~y = B - : Ilis brother Vencatasawy- %
j j B I S 3 2 2 GRS 3 o © Plantfithe poligar of Ankoosagherss prings this suit to recover possession of a villes® attach-

b % ! < A & §, ;5,, 5 g & \ k : /ed to this poliaput, and aubject to the peishcash he pays to Government with rupees 493-5-8 ‘
R VR . Z g 3 = :1 w o B % N i ‘i produce thereof fut taeli 1275, stating that defendant and his deceased Leother have been tujoy- BQ‘
' § v J’ , # 3N = n 2 3 g 3 é 3 :';’ S{ = S\ " Sng the village ander a grant made by the Jate poligar Veerammany, which iz not velid.

Zade 3B 3 . » £ 2 0 F = | | . ) f
i L. 558 &S = . =% & A& o= PRV { o Defendant pioads the g4 4 contends that the polipat 103% 0 0 amout ©
o & = s 3 ; E E E‘E_ : g, SN ~ 8 ' ‘fiodm'\y which it was paying to Tippoo Jultan, that the Government took no exception to the
N aQ ek e - ~ ' Bt . N . . . P
L 9: & " c:; R E & = ;; 2 :E :‘;, g \6\ \‘t "grangWh‘P it was 1 poried t,c.»/tl}fg;&t(l.mt even if ~tl{e village 1 subject to the peishcush plaintiff ,
o0 ST — 9 g S N !
R AR o o = = © : . - 4
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pays to Government, he ca
- » nnot claim it, as i ‘
P intis claim is barred ando bclaun it, as it has been long in the enj
’ ¢ cannot question the gran; made b e;!oyment of defendant ; that
y his predecessor ’

3. In reply, the plainti ;
» plamtzﬁ’s vaki
that akil obser
at the Government have authorized Plai:;dﬁ'tt};a: grants made
esume vi

cause of action for plainti
plaintiff only aro
se from the date o1
n wh

prior to 1799
a . re alone respected;
40 4, The followine issue ichg;;. SubaeQuently granted ; axI: d t;\i:; |
e following issues were settled rmm assumed charge of the poliput «
o — u .

N

v

the poliput. i
ime the plaintiff obtained

v o

Znd. : i
Whether the village in question is subj

Government el !
| e peishcush which plaintiff pays t }
- 0 ~

ey

3‘6. &; hEt < ‘ .

A

24

5. This i i
o vmau: L:w 3rd suit of its kind that has bee
s o lie: tached to his poliput and subject t“ ;
ame, and my reasons for arrivinu'oat1
D

given at lengih in the j
. 18 judgment of sui
every judgment should be ;ull byoii:d‘“ff'SIN os. 206 of 188

Cand

rough i
N I;geizhby the plaintiff to recover poss
cush. The issues recorded i::l

a Conc]usion ‘nf the p

avor 0{ la]n.tl“ are
: b and 230 Of 1863,
‘h 1 g v Some ¢ y

Lo T B n

50
83 it is necessary that

6 1 <
The poliput is an unsettled one

ed by Government, and the plaintiff has

That i :
to Government iS egtabll;lt}:; V]“G.gt‘ n (luestio“ is GUbj“‘ct ¢
; \;an not, but he however~;§ E)eyond all doubt, thouoh ot
i s ! mit 1 2
;y-s O.f ?“l’hu SMtan.”"l‘ne ;:hat the poligars paid the same j pted to 5| i
.P aintiff is bound to pay it as w U‘C"Smmt‘an the villages unme jodegay which was ﬁ‘ 10w .thatlt
Justifed in bringing. this sui ell, though the villages are _ﬂte‘f “has not been re:f’_d in the
date on which plainti suit, and the period of 1 1ot 1u bis enjoym nied, and -
plaintiff obtained the pohiput . yment. He is, therefore
put. computed o '
the

sacceeded toit, havi
: he peishcash ’w e o o
efendant'’s vakil atten,

\ ect-
hich plaintiff pass

unitation should b

7. The :
grant is no} : R
60  ord valid, as it
er of Government put in'ia this ¢ was made subsequent to 179
. Noexeep ase is anthorized 10 resame v 9, and the plaintiff ung
1on wa . Villag er an
s taken to the sum claimed o ges of subsequently* grants
1 account of '
produce.

Th
ie decree, therefore, is that defend

. and pay him ru e n P
Pee549:3-58 ing 1 opt]." d
bemb the income of th]; almuff 18 possession of the vil] ‘ .
village for fusl 1275 1ge aued fo “ :
3 and }is " [
I8 costs, ‘ ’

1

(Signed) T. GANAPATY
' . : District Lunsif.

—
———

Gt4 December 1867,

In the Civil Court at Salem.
- 23rd April 1863,
Pz ‘ |
. VRESENT—C. F. CHAMIER, Judge

Regular 4
.. ppeal No. 66 o -
Plaintiff (Respondent.) . ' f 1863, )

Mas .
arty Mumahdi Appoo Row Lfﬂu:

Defendant (dppellant)

Regular 4 ,
w ppe i .

373 0 1863, Peal against the decree of the' Dig(y; . Venketasawmy

13Lric u“’if Of Oog v "
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»1n Original Suit No
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. alemorandim of apptar.
tatute of Limitation, 33 the enjoy
for more then 12 years.

ment of the dis-

P

it is barred by the S

1. The plaintifi’s su
sted in defendant

puted village is ve
he obtained pos- ‘

1 in plaintifl's possession when
on being stiached was delivered £0 plaiutiff under
The dis--

overnment in the sameé atate in which it formerly was. .
‘ 80

¢ included in the poliem.
alid under the regulations.

Jlage was not place

11, The disputed ¥
liem ; the polien

session of the po
the orders of the G
yillage was 10

puted
of the said village isv

the accounts for fusli
been

m in
{he said village bas
Sowmiah (1849-)

111, The grant
1V. The villoge in question has been regisbered'ns an ina
1212 filed by plaintiff. With reference to this 'euu'y,
L the defendant’s ancle in the year

pestowed as sapvamaniem o1
: ahasoob.

oved the amount of m
der the orders of Governme

V. The plaintift has not pr
nt is

intiff who has obtaine
the relatives ©

d the poliaput Bt
f the former poliagars.

DECREE.

4l coming ot for hearing ; #pOR perusing the-
¢ the Court of Turst Instance and the material papers o 80
leader for the pla'mtiﬁ',and of A. Dalvasagayem Pillai,pleader

' decree of the Court of first Iustance

of Narasier,p
Joth order and decree
1smissed ; and this Court doth further ordet

sed 3 aud tbhe gait d
ts of the defendant b poth Courts.
(Signed) c. T CHAMIER,
Civil Judge-

vI. Thepia
pound to maintain

memorandum of appesl,

This regolar eppe in the suit, and 90

"the judgment and decree O
‘upon hearing the arguuments

for the defendant, this Court

_

In the Civil Court at Salem.
ogrd April 186%
¢ :—C F- cl AMIER,

PrEsEN
Regular Appeal No. 66 of 1868.

De, fendant.
Plaintiff
he District Munsi

Judge ,
100 -

Appellant
Respondent-

¥ eukataswany
iginal Saib

Masty Munahadi Appu Bo¥

t of Qossur in Or
b

Regulat appenl against the decree of t

No. 373 f 18G3- .
e i the Court delivered the following

Learing this daYs
H

'JUDGMENT.
as Regulat Appesl No 63 heard this day. a
| twelve years 0B a claim of right, caunot
¢ was made, and no suit baving
by action has been lost.

the suit. The plaiutiﬁ' will

This regular appeal coming on for !

principle
mote thar

d when the gra¢
the pemedy

dismiss

acided ON the same

. . . )
having been 18 possession for,

uge of action Iaccrue
: . o 4 for that puTPOsS

weriod limite
¢ Lower Courb, snd

(Sig

aed) C: B CHAMIEB,
_ Civil Judges .. - :
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. ;ELJ;IORfiNDUM OF SPECIAL APPEAL
Bejm oo unsif of Ossoor, Original Suit No. 373 of 1865
Before the ; :ml Court of Salem, Appeal Suit No. 66 of 1868 .
gn Court of Madras, Special Appeal No 494 of 18.68

Ir the Court of
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120 In the Lower A
Fi p- In the Hi
ety Mamshadi Appu irst Instance. pellate Court. Co igh .
ppu Bow.  Plaintiff. R e urt. !
VETEUS ¢spondent. Special Appell i:
ellant, !
Vekatasawmi ;
' Defendan
Plaintiff appeals to the High C ant. dppellant.  Special Respond
dated 23rd April 1868, oa th eg ourt of Madrasagainst the decree of the Civi pondent,
by the Act of ftation, oo e the plaintills it i eatainale s e ’
. able and is not barr '
ed ;
, P. O'SULLIVAN, |
for ‘
130 19th October J
ober 1868, “ J. D. MAYNE, :
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e T I the High Court of Judicatu

o ot Madias.” N

Wdred and siaty-seven

Frday, the ninth day of August one thousand eight hur

PRrESENT:

THE [IONORARLE Mr. JUSTICE COLLETT.

? - THE HONORABLE M. JUSTICE ELLIS.

! .
'3 Special Appest No. 63 of 1867.
Appn Row.eoeveeer riereanes Llaintiff. Special Appellant.

VErsuUs
AkachiAmmani Ammal and } Defendants.

O OLNETS. con sosanaares conts

Speciul Resj)ondénts.

3¢ Amin's Courb of Salem in Regular

Special appel against the devree of the Principal S
onfirming the decree of the Court of the District Mun-if of Qossur in

'
o

{Appeal No. 139 of 1863, ¢

Original Suit No. 635 of 186}
| DECREE.

\

| ‘
‘( This special appeal coming on for hearing : Upon peru-ing
i

|

the judgments and decree of the Lower Appellate Court and C
‘maXerial papers in the suit ; and won hearing the a

t
for the special appellant, aud of Venkatapity BEow,
ts not appearing 1 person or by counsel 3

Lower Apprliate Court be, and the same he
‘case remanded in order that the Lowcer Apprllate Court may fix a reasond
" duction of the document relied upon by the plaintiff ot of secoundary cviden

and that thereupon the suit be disposed of upon the merits, and this Court
at the cosbe lulberto he cos's ;o .-

the grounds of special appesh,
ourt of Fust Instince, and the
rgaments of Mr. Advocate General, Connsel

vakal for the 2ud sprcial respondent, the
this Court doth order and

reby, 18 reversed, and the
yle tooe for the pro-
ce of its contents,
doth further order

Lother special responden
' decree that the decree of the

“and decree th tire causes ~
' ;

ture at Madrus, Friday th

Lundred and sicty-seven:

" T the Iigh Court of Judico ¢ ninth day of August
one thousand eight
PRESENT:

TIE HONORABLE Mr. JUSTICE COLLETT.
THE IIONORADLE Mr. JUSTICE ELLIS.

' Speciul Appeul No. €3 of 1867-
‘ Appu ToW. comrermeeses ™ Plaintiff Special Appellant.

ersus
, Alknehi Ammaui Anmmal ar@ } Defen Jails.

p D otherS e ceeree o0 ot
Le decree of the Principal Sadr Amin’s Court o

ing the decree of the Court of the District M

Special Respondents. ‘

. .
, Special appeal against t f Salo?m " Regula.r
Appeal No. 139 of 1863, confirm unsif of Qossur 1%
{ Original Swit No. 635 of 186 :

This special appral coming ou for lcaring, the Court delivered the following

‘ ) JU DGMENT-
Tt was not 'indeed the duty

e think that this c1ee has been too cummarily di-posed of. »
laintiff ; but wheu there was

.H the Courts below to send for the document relied upon by the p
as elear, every reason {hat it was once jn esi¥

Court, tin? pashi

as it seet to believe
"anotuer suit in a to have beelt allowed to &t
T 4 [ S - - .

i |

tence and had been filed in
1o plaintiff to apyly to the Court

90

100

[l s el v N
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140 filed in & former suit anda was :nab]y be supposed t0 be, and then o . .
s not naw a. ( L '
been allowed an opportunity for prod fitﬂ‘ e, Dortheoning ﬂp (])f T o
QUCine srcoml-' . N > °r ai“t‘iﬁ‘ N
I ' o ary cevidence of {1 oy e
in the uvestigati oo »
o of the doe
the case must b 3 of the ca-e by the C oo
; st b= remanded in 01d e o
- . ‘ | w u
e s er that tie Lower App-llate C i s poeeted,
may apply to the Court i . ‘¢ Lourt may fix a reasonable ti :
not be found, then on proof of ti it ot e ot e i
must be allowed to gn into 16 former existence of the docuine \f uprllmsed o enditit can-
" 0 seeond. 3 s 0o i th | |
the merits, The costs hithe l :d;:y evidene+ of its contents, and t} b ey Pk
erio £o be costs 1 ) o e be 0
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' —eem
- Appeal Suit No 139 of 1865
rginal Suit X ' .
250,035
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e Y setri
In the Court inet T
of the Principal Saly _ A
. # Amin, Salem.
N aNT :—C. LATCHMIAH NAT
ppoo Row ... ..., e
vérsus cennne Pl(u’ul'{[}. . |
Appellan
Qa
'é. %umbungy Ramien o
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o and 3vd Defendants
| . Respos
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«b the villages 1y i
apon them i ges 1 question belone t i ‘ |
spaid by b - ‘ f to the plintil’s |
o ﬂi. . ’y‘lmtl 3 bk tiese villaes mnuot,bl i peliput ; that '
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9, Tt was alleged in the":}’@t that the wiliazes in quesiin

poliaput ; that the land of the villiges

gar for the mainzenane of the 15t defeniant ani was eajged Y

Faricut da-d wis el.xecuted by lst defsnd tae to thy formst P dragar;
st agpns st i

p Lo al stion 10 S
lags

e m 7T

PXC(}i)‘U\g p\)\'

wishieaon of juiga
and deerlan 5 st orhee vil
Jdofead tas Wt o a1 norigd thus 1o deal

id by gnd and 3rd d

was pub u
1862, and _‘p’ﬁrch\sud by the

3ed defendans ; bt the L3t
that p‘aiunﬁ' is not willing that t
prcpated to pay ready money mainten

3. The notice to 1ot dgfendant

e villagss 2100 d b he
ance to 1st defendant. )

could not be served upon her.

at the nillages, with allr

ant contended th
tat the isb defe

by the late poliagar ,
ped tereto 3 th

4. The 20d defend
allotted to the Ist defendant
them wi h the por sk lant artae
either on the occasion of panlie aule or ou tng 0eCASWO
an i that the smit shouid be dismissed.

at tne p‘mim\\ﬁ'
g of placing e

sion ;

5. The 3rd defendant did not appeart.

6 The Faricut deed, whish formed the basis of the suif,

Munsif dismissed the claim, and his award was confiv.ne
al by the plaintiff, tae
pro jusiina 0 s

d thien 1o di-prse O

1. da\ special appe
Court to fix a rensonable time foc tie
nee of its contents, 3
8. Accorling to this order of the High U, e Pt
the darnment. frour the Copr+ where it wi +nhewed e
instead of pro ineing he has broayht in ordl aad v e
ctually in exisbence and wa
haequently received bk an

secondary evide

\‘sri\r“ é\ﬂﬁk'ﬂ(ﬁﬂ o

deed waz a s filed in Ongimal 8
J was lost.

file, and that it was 84
of the docum-nt, as wa'l as its delver

33 15 noras oub by the pz\role testi

9. The existencd
exhibits A and B while ibs s
by the plaiutiﬂ’. :

Sader Amin being smishod wihth
nents of wat document.

bsoquent lo

10 The Principal 3 anthent
to go into the evidence a buced of thz e

won'd appeat that th

aty evidene?, it
LPNAnce ;

i lant frr her main
i her alienasion of ther

11- DBy this second
mer p'x’n.\g W to tae bst

gmntvd \)y ihe for
v her profn'mhn

question was obtained frou
¢ and parcel of

a8 being put
o tue p\aint

12. There is no question as 10 the vill
put which iy persanently aswessod, and lere is no dispufe as

13, ‘Tae wyevess poswessal by the 1a def-adant is

indot1ad =t
at of the rizh

12 Vi
i of Governmzu

pro it far by ani b

enjoymd the
e Jebts to the detrnné

» frum her for her priva
&

1o the estate

”

14, Tae Piincioal Suler Amin, therofore,
; cetment of the sale

{0 the plain I8 poaszssion I Cut

direets that the v

The 2nl defendant to pay Lhu costs of plamilly

15.
gih May 1865 (Si;ucd) ¢. L

that one of the
Sendant in Sars No. 1073 of
was obtalied on lease by the
with the villages; and

11111 Conrt remnded the case,
Joca nent relied on by p
f the swt upon merits.

w1 allowed time to produce

_former sait, but
Luau vl 1ieul

he Civil Court's

, hive been fllelima

Lit No. 1 of 1842, 0t

yina {ormer suit, 18 pr

only & Life-tntarest to the

{112~ cunof,

iTages s0

and lease mentioned in the plaint.

P et

n belong to the plaintifl’s
 nhoke w s a-sigaed by ths former polia-
ner ; that to fhis cffect a
viliages

180

efendants, and 1s

1 by tns Court jn appeal.

and directed this
laintiff, or of

SUOW

ights thereto, were, on division,
adint accordingly enjoyed
did not take any legal steps
2ad defendant in fmsscs-

aob having been flod, the District

oved by the

many brought forward

-

e twa villages in questior
amd that the docwwent in

n to olhers.

icity of bhis teslimany, has now

y were

the Angusagiri polia-

WE being the poltagal-

tharefore,

ke
2
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extent of her
bo alienated
aud of the successurs

od for be made vver

Princigual Sudst AT
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