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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue quart}nent,

L
' 7th May 1869. D § %
- Read the following :—
o ‘No. 139. Proceedmnq of the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd October 1868,

Board's Proceedings, 13th July, No. 4,411,

No. 7,569. ’ -

Read the following letter from the Collector of Malabar, to the Acting Secretary to
the Board of Revenue, dated. Calicut, 5th October 1868, No. 285.

) - ApverTiNG to the correspondence
001\1;"‘;’; 3t° Board of Revenue, 6th July 1867’ noted, I'have the honor to forward copies
of the Decree and J udgment in Appeal
Suit No. 341 of 1866,
Excrosore No. 1. .
(COPIES.) -
Decree of the Civil Court of Tellickerry.

) Orxgmal Suit No. 42 of 1863.
In the Court of the Principal Sudder dmeen of Tellwherry

Appeal Suit No. 341 of 1866. ° . L
T TR T in tne " Cant Court of Lellickerry, i

Present—A. W. ‘SULLIVAN, Esq., Judge.

Appellc;nt. Respondents.
Velluvacherry Ponnandi Abmed 1. Thayakandi Pariye.
2. Molien Ali Cutty. L : -
' 3. Molien Ahmed. L oo

4. Palakula Ayear Cutty AliL
: 5. Ponnandi Kalandan.
i . - 6. G. A, Ballard, Esq.
’ 7. Kavumtalakel Kuningareth Abhmed.
1t to 4th, by Vakeel Sheshian.
6th, by Government Vakeel Ramayan

Original plaintiff appeals from the Decree of the Principal Sudder Ameen of Telhcherry,'

- (F. P. Pereira) dated 30th October 1861, on the following grounds —
I. Plaint Marupatom proved.

.1I. Lower Court not justified in mclndmg gixth defendant in the smt a,nd in havmg“

" heard him.

‘ IIL. Lower Court overlooked the fact that sxxth defendant failed to adduce any records to’ -
show that the plaint properties had been th9 Jenm properties of the Kotayam Rajah, and that -

they had been escheated to Government.
IV. Sixth defendant's document, No. 11, Slmply declded that the land involved therein

had not belonged to Chappa Mala, and it could not, therefore, aﬁ'ect petmoner 8 documents
B,C, L, and F.

V. Detitioner's documents were not open to any of the rem:uks made concermng them 7

by the lower Court.

VI. Lower Court procecded to Judrrment before petitioner C°uld Produce the decree in
Suit No. 54 of 1806, which gave ns_g to the document C, and which further proved that one
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o P roceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, - ! : - Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depart?nent,
Tth May 1869. ' = N : 7th May 1869. o
e N . e — e i S e e
. .. Valluppa Qothen bad been the Jenmi, and passed its dec;'ee in the face of the admissions in 11. The lower Court rejected the oral cighth documentary evidence adduced by plaintiff in ‘ B

support of the former of these contentions.

writing of the Collector of Malabar in each year, that plaintif's T i
) arwad was the Jenmi and . : o
. ’ ) 12. The oral evidence only bears on the documents A and F, %hich are documents entirely

had been in enjoyment for the last forty-three years.

1
VIL_ The oral and documentary evidenco adduced by sixth defendant was irrelevant s Vi ? . subsidiary to G, a document it was csscnt'ial to prove, and the plaintiff did not attempt to do so.
‘and the several documents deposed to by the sixth defendant’s first and second witnesses, and by ~ - 13. It was in evidence that plaintif’s family followed the rtfle of sons, and it 18 dxﬁi—cul.t to
deponents in Documents Nos. 5 and 6 were not produced. . SR . understand what possible object there could have becn, under these ‘cwcums’cances, for the plaintiff’s

VIII. Several records in which sixth defendant's first witness ard deponent in document father to sell his property to his wife, plaintiff’s mother.

' * R
No. 5 had admitted plaintif’s Tarwad j : | % inti < olv failed to show how he became possessed of the plaint property, and his .
jenm, were not received by the lower Court when X 14. Dlaintiff entirely 1a W : o " -
tendered. : : 7 , l Vo elder brother ag plaintiff in Original Suit No. 473 of 1851, and its Appeal Suit No. 261 ?f 136?, ‘ .
IX. Lower Court misconstrued Document IV. - ‘ " f (Eshibit XL.) fled the exhiits in this suit B, G, B, Fil ang gx‘ 253’ vcli’l Ss Edrlz‘,'ex:s.pelcat;:teig,h:; -
' X. Plaint properties came to the possession of petitioner and fifth defendant upon 3 ‘ that suit, and they were considered by the J“dli:'_e who Icatr ox l;ainilow it is thgt Le ap.piare din the
division of property between them and one Packy. o L . endeavoured it is true, in the tenth gr_Oum? of t1)51 a;Is;;lea R Oothil;o' oo in the record sopporting .
~XI. Petitioner not having succeeded in his application ta the Iuzoor to obtain some ! present suit, his clder Lrother being still alive ; but 1 have D g ' ! o( o
copies of records tending to show petitioner’s right, L it iscele : . that explanation. ; S
e petitioned to lower Court, by dMizce : ‘ P hat the lower Court engaged to do b 1
laneous Petition No. 483, of 1866, to send for sugch ’reco::ls and peruse them ; the lower Court " 15. As regards the eleventh 'ground of the apt?te}al, fg:i:i; befzre Gisposing of the suit whci o >
.passed a favorable order on that Miscellancous petition, but failed to act up to it. < its endorscment thereon was to consider the prayer o1 e P! ~ " bt it d"“ 1 nob ‘f“i“ it —TTEEARS
: ’ p = . iudrment rejecting plaintif’s jenmom title, 16 would appear that it did ot consicer i
DECREL, S, PASSRE JUET ¢ the documents asapparent from the petition, to call for

It is ordered that the decree of the lower Court be, and the same is hereby, confirmed, and that

pecessary, looking to the trivial nature 0
this appeal be dismissed with costs.

| them, and I think in this respect it exercised a sound discretion,

Cost , . 16. Asregards the gixth and eighth grounds, I observe that plaintiff had ample time to produce
08t8. ' . g 2

| i ) ; is nothing before me to show that an
15 % any documents he wished, and that he failed to do 80 ; there is nothi \y
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Stamp duty on institution - .

: on e e e e e e e 160 dered et xees 2

Moll)ety fee of appellant’s Pleader... ... e oo 124 documents ho te7 °F the grounds stated in this Judgment
o. of first to fourth Respondent’'s T 7. fpeet g o

to confirm the’decree of the lower
: . 168dCT wee vyt eee oee 218
Fee of sixth Respondent’s Pleader... cr . :

Value of Stamps filed by Appellant. - .ov  -- v = yoL Court. (Signed) J. C. IIANNYNGTON,
.. Do. do filed by first to fourth Respond.uts e 0 oo dcting Civil Judge.
Expenses incurred by Appellant .. e ‘ ' 21th J uly 1863

For A. W. SULLIVAN,

|

’ Rupces ... 778 4 0 Late Civil Judge.
. : . e : : ,
! By Plaintis Costs incurred in the Lower Court. ) ! — o
y Plaintiff or Appellant... ... S e . ‘n 0o . ’ ‘ be recorded.
gy first to fourth Defendants, or first to fourth ii'espa;;der;i's 3?)3, g 0 oo ' OxpeRED to
y sixth Defendant, or sixth Respondent ... oo wee wes oo 238 o0 , ‘
\ a———— oy - .
. Tupees ... 882 6 0 : Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 26th April 1869, No. 2,813,
Mew Ezhibits, etc., filed in Court. E : No. 140, Frocect™ e ¢ -the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd October 1868,
orandum of appeal1 ; Appellant's Vakalutnamah 1; first to fourth Respondcnt"s Vakalut- Read again Proceedings © ' ’ 4 '

No. 7,569.
he Government Ploader, to the Acting Secretary to

: from t
Read the folloI;VmT‘; l(f;tl(;:vzz?le, dated Madras, 16th March 1869, No. 240,
the Boar  Board’s Proceedings margihally noted, I have the honor

to report that the appeal to the High

namah 1 ; Copy of Original Decree 1 ; Reports 2

! ; Order gent by sixth def t to the Government -
‘Vakeel 1 ; bundle of Original Proceedings 1. TR AR endast e S

i

No proce fom W . . 1
been takzn tosl::;f e:;lecut“m 'mll be issued to enforce this decree urless some proceeding ghall hav,;
execution. . P the same In forco within three years next preceding the application for ﬁucI :

Wita reference to th

Given und o - ‘ ; . .
Lo er my_hand and the s?al of the Court this 27th day of July 1868. ' i : tod 215t January 1869, No. 367 Court (Special Appeal No. 553 of 1868)
J . - (Signed) J.C. IIANNYNGTON, i § ' ' Di ¢ “4th February . from the decree of ‘the Civil .Court of
S . Acting Cipil J"dgf'g ) | Suit No. 341 of 1866, regarding the Jenm of certain lands,
- ’ ‘ ) " For A. W. SULLIVAN, " 1 ‘ Tellicherry in APPE® terday before M. Justice Bittleston and Mr. Justice Innes, -
. o ) . _ Late Civtl J udg‘?-‘( came on for hearing ¥ 'csstructcd o bohalf of Government. 'The Court being of
: . . ’ . .
- S = ' when 1 apped! edﬁa;sl. n; of the CivilJ udge upon the facts was conclusive against
6. The wli ' ‘ JUDGMENT. - L , opinion that the in ng grmed the decree of the lower Court and dismissed the
plaint property e;":gmt; f°_r decision in this suit was whether the plaintiff was the Jenmi ;f .t:“? . the pla’mtiﬁ"s claim, conirmes - _
: ' ether it was th 1ieshu by *th costs. . ’
. Wasconquered,” ks State conf ® broperty escheated to Goverwment whes the Pl,e . appeal with . tod this result to the Collector of Malabar, .
. S e N DOﬁ appem- at the ﬁnal hcaﬁng. . ) ’: . o .- - LN W3 - ) ‘




- Proceedings of the Madras Goverum"nl Revenue Departmcnt " :
L Tth May 1869, oy 3
SusMITTED for the information of Government. 5
2 There is nothing of nnportancc 1n the decision and no costs have been ' t
awarded against Government. f :

-No. 141, ORpER THEREON, Tth May 1869, No. 1,255.

\ ) Miscellaneous. OzDERED to berecorded.

(True Extract.)( : L
e » (Signed) R. A, DALYELL, . :

eedewo oo Aeting Secretary to Government. ! ;

-

Rl R A
¥ ~ TN s,

Lo the Board of Reveaue, - ‘

i

—~mare —w\-:n L e e I A -

Tad, E. C. Shunker. |
Foaoe - . LR W

e T e ey < Mt l e P s o

oy AT 871 0 E0Spng O3

€
"

] FURBS

ooy

7 JO #0p29112D

,.
i
r

.
.

L

ta

‘nrr As e 771?,‘7!7

1 J0 00— uqn]
Py

3

e
uln 'gos1 803

£y

»e
£°

'G&jz

Lalalvy
[ORE ™

-

L
[}

&3

L) Ks
&ML

0ol -

12, ‘o vOYOT

g 4

HANEATI &0 dOVOT J1l

oL

ZATY

AL

=N

bkl

‘h ™ - -
‘l)",)‘, ®

375-1:,”
s

;¥
4

¢
o,

NM&A;‘
o
(<]

i1

'

3
LN

"oy
J

h

{

, /.‘!- b !,.7 3
LI
v 3 oatd

-
™



e e e -

J e . L

IR
g
e v—— B Y i Lo

S o ey —mam e e

PR s Ll

T

ey Y e

. . ~ i
7 ]
' R

¢ .

ey o - o O P o
URCERTY W _— N i ]
L, i - . - 9
3 te R )§
4 L ]
R ) N B . 3 3
. i . X -
;' ' ‘ ¥ . v g
. ‘ - - !
Sev= 1869 &
* 4
- 3
) E
2

: u....-«—-yi-&ﬂﬂﬂ" £ .
E@%&gﬁ% b
I .'j ) C h,}ﬁ.ﬂg; (X | s

- Boury of Belenne, |

'MADRAS. " |

L 'Pnocmvmcs. 26TH APRIL 1869, No. 2,813.
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Special Appeil Suit—Na, 553 of 1868, on fila} . °

of High Court, from decree of Civil Court of Tal-
lich

in Malabar District,in_Appeal Suit No.} -

341 of 1866 regarding Jomn of certain lands,— ¢
" Letter from Government Pleader, roporting dis-f
. ygissal of, submitted for-information of Govern- § -
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