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- Proceedings of thé Madras Government, Revenue Department,
. ' "~ 20tA December 1867.

> o

No. 385. Read the follov;ing Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 20th

- Deccmber 1867 :— .
Read letter from the Collector of Salem, dated 12th December 1867, No..305.

1. Resolved that the foregoing letter be submitted to Goverﬂmont; with tho.
Board’s request that iostructions may be issued to the Government Pleader

sccordingly. :

2. The facts of the caso may be stated briefly as follows :—

Two pieces of immernorial waste land, Nos. 20 and 21, were situated contfguonn
to each other in the village of Namgherripett, in Salem talook, and the ) plaintififs
grandfather several years ago obtained in two lots a portion of No. 21.

3. Through a mistake of the Village Curnum these portions of number 2}
wero entered in the Puttah as No. 20 and No. 251, which last number had no
existence. ' '

+ 4. This mistake remained undiscovered until Fusly 1272, when the fourth
defendant applied for No. 20 and the remaining portion of No. 21 which, together
with No. 20, had until then remained wasto.

5. This application having beon ref2rred by the Tahsildar (socond-defondnnt)
to the two Curnums of the village, one of whom is the third defendant in the suit
they reported that the lands could not be granted for cultivation as a jung]e-otream,
by which « tank was fed ran through them. The fourth defendant’s application
was therefore refused. ' *

6. In 1863, the District Munsiff (who afterwards appears as fifth dcfendant)
applicd for tho samo lands, viz., No. 20 and part of 21, and being put in posscssion
of them, commenced agricultural operations, and at considerable cxpenso sunk
a well.

7. The plaintiff hercupon also entered upon No. 20, and cultivated o portion
of it. 1le also addresscd a potition to the Collector, in which he endeavoured to
make out that by the entry in his grandfuther’s Puttal he was entitled to the land.
On cnquiry the Collector discovered the mistake in tho Puttah, and it was algo
clearly shewn that the plaintiff never bad any claim to tho land which have never
been under cultivation. :

8. The result of tho cnquiry was that in Fusly 1273, the land No. 20 was
mado over.to the fourth defendant, who had first applied for it, and a new Puttah
was issued to the plaintiff, in which his holding, viz., the two lots in No, 21, was
corroctly entered. ) ’

9. The District Munsiff (fifth defendant) was of course ousted.

10. Tho plaintiff, in consequence of this decision, filed a suit in the Court
of the Principal Sudder Amecn against the Collector. He maintained that the
land had been in bis possession for twenty-six years, and endcavoured to shew that
new and correct Puttah issued to him in 1273 was for additional assessment on
account of increased cultivation, _

11. The Collector, in the draft answer which he submitted for the Board’s
approval, stated that plaintiff never was in lawful possession of the land, and that
s proper Puttah was issued as s0on as the error in the old one was discovered.

M $



Proceedings of the Madras Govermment, Recenve lepariment,
i 20th Decewber 186T.

12. The Board in their Proc('zcdings, dated 10th ‘Ang\?st 18(;9, I\.o. :,533}; .
sanctioned the defenco of the suit at the public cost. 1 h‘f Buit wa: 1slnns;sc dwi:.d
costs, the fifth defendant (the District Mausiff, whose apphcntun:l :;r tdle ttm od -
been allowed i>y the Tubsildar to supcrsede that of the ﬁ»qrth efendant now in

possession) having to pay his own ct\nts.

13. Both the plaintiff and the fifth defendant appealed against this Judgment -

to the Civil Court of Salcin. Tle latter grounded his compluiut un the fuct that
his Durkhast for the land had been accopted in due forin; and that of the fourth
dofendant cancelled, and he also remarked that bo hﬂ.d gpent moncy on the land
. insinking & well. Both tho Appeals wero dismissed with costs.

14. This Judgment has now been appealed against in the High Court.

No. 386. OnrpeR TREREON, 20th December 1867, No. 3,036.

Miscellaneous.

* vernment Pleader bo instructed to ap-

. ) pear on behalf of Government and de-
fond the Special Appeal Suits in the High Court, Nos. 531 and 531 of 1867,

(True Extract.)
(Signed) W, HUDLESTON,

Secretary to Government.

Yo the Board of Revenue.
»» the Government Pleader,

with daplicate orders and the papets.
»» the Accountant Generql. '

Ed S. T. Augustia. ”

Ordered accordingly that the Go-

A

™~ ®
’ » A ¥
"/?Iﬁl . \\‘o\j
‘v
) 7 1,
w.
| Z
. ' ., B iateasnat gt DI = ot ol RS
. --\.o'v-s~[-r'-_-!"“"w' ”-‘- . L. - .

[

-
VTR SR TV .
Vi, Mo rw I eTL Pm“"" . .-

"/"

LY

-

-

'

. »
o See s, Y
A s P B e o

YR saa . "



. . - A ‘ -
DU TV VPV T XN 7 GV Y VR TN PrEED | " S
‘.

m"“\- ﬁ"f"'




	Copy_of_Image00023
	Copy_of_Image00024
	Copy_of_Image00025
	Copy_of_Image00026

