Revenue (189 ) Department,

ROUTINE SERIES.

G.0., No. /757

DATED <3 %«/%

[Despatch Absﬁ;act.] |

o



A Yo,
. %4,ooo-w~7—97. . P i : "l : * . , | 1
BAOK PAPERS. o | |
_ Il Revenue (189| ) Department.
G.0. No Department. Date. G.0. No. Departrent. Date. ' 4
CURRENT No. § 00 2_
*
-
) — | 3 (‘)w
FURTHER PAPERS. - )./ | From R Qs
G.o. l No.. ’ Department, Date. G.0. No. ;~ Digartment. Date : Fi\-(, 5@/2"7 Sc/p/—ﬁ ”/7 . ;)“ : u | &Ak
: r $ - »—%o&w SR T
- - Z — . ¥ Order R -7/ A % (PN L LA
:{ e for (s No. .
Ll fieed L“uus:
Ao AT c§-1%)
. | j lee R> O . ;i/ { Dated & Yo M&“F‘ \‘ﬁ7
] eeappen T menseea 1]
P Registered { &~ = &7 - .
o _,{: W//” | E:zolo;ures |
: | ‘ Spare copies. .
- |
' ol | suBJ ECT.

_%0\”
.
f ,

-
7
.71-

e .
[N 5 T oy




- T
= il
fana T Sndne.
=

g gm e = T we me T e
~ —— PR,

BACK PAPIRS,

' Go. No. | Department. © Daf,

{

i om e -

3 Ry The humble Petition of MoTHIRULA THEVAN,
Ambalagar of Sembar village, Sivagunga
Pl <M o™ >
HEVCNUE ara . Zemindary, Madura District, throu;:rh
— ; S. Gopalaswamy Iyengar, High Court
Vakil, Mylapore, Madras.

A
.
“rJyosr RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH AS FOLLOWS :—
one Raman Ambalagar was the Ambalagar
f]

age in Fusli 1211, nearly one hundred years
d. (Extract from Fysal account.)

9. TFrom 1837 A.D. petitioner’s grand-father Muthirala Thevan, son of the
was holding the said place as he was appointed by the Collector of ~
bu Thevan was given the place in 1877, o
d office wag conferred on the petitioner
ince 1882. (Vide Exhibit B.

FURTHER PAPERE:
1. Petitioner’s great-grand-father
and Village Munsiff of the aforesaid vill

Vide Exhibit A, herewith annexe
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former holder,
the District and the petitioner’s father Mut

and he was very old and infirm, and the sai
in 1882, and he has been discharging the said duties 8
| order of appointment No. 344, 14th June 1882).

? 3. Thus, the petitioner and his ancestors have peen discharging the duties

to tho entire satisfaction of the superiors, most honestly and faithfully.

4. Some years previous to 1882 a claim was set up by one Arulappa Nadan
to the said office though as far as can be seen, he was not the original holder’s
representative and in 1882 it was ordered by the authorities thab the petitioner
and the said Arulappa Nadan be appointed both Ambalagars and so far as peti-
tioner’s rights were nob intorfered with, petitioner Was content with his office.

(Vide Bxhibit B.)

5. The said Arulappa Nad

his place, and petitioner Was doing duties as $
brother. Sevithi Nadan was Village Munsif of

6. The said Arulappa Nadan’s
the said village from about 1836, and he tho said Sevithi N adan was never Amba-

lagar.

v, Even after the d
lam, Sevithi Nadan was It
and so Sevithi N 2dan was only Village
d with the appointment of Sevithi Nadan as Village
3 Munsiff in or about 1886 when Arulappa Nadan was d_oing duties as an Ambalam
, jointly with petitioner gince 1882 and other papers connected with joint Ambalams
:Lppointmcnt after his death, being unconnected with petitioner’s place, he could not get
copies of the samo to show that Sevitbi Nadan was only Munsiff from 1886 an q
not Ambalam and that Sevithen Nadan or any other was not appointed in Arulappa

891; But the facts will be clearly established if even now a

Nadan’s place in 1 .
report is called for from the local authorities and if necessary petitioner will fle

an aflidavit from the Lessces’ officers.
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an died in 1891, and no body was appointed to
ole Ambalagar since 1891. '

N

cath of his brother Arulappa Nadan, who was an Amba-
ot appointed as an Ambalam in the place of the deceased
Munsift between 1891 and 1893.
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beca:;e oIfnl .1893 tl'le said Sevithi Nadan was dismissed from tho Munsifl’s place
S \is conviction for theft. (Vide Exhibi )
ant Collector.). S (Vide Exhibit C the order of tho Iead Assist-

“Xﬂctllg‘puItntht:tchznililrOr(lc?.(;ll;miSSing ebeen, Nadan from Maunsifl’s placo it is
Ambalam place thm:(rlmlnmL Ji o Munsif s 1”“.’“ (sco last para.) and not from
Ambalam and Aunsiff L the first portion ho is wrongly stylel as an
e N adan in;m. a‘ntl sjome. shps. can.casxly. b.o accounted for by the fact that
Ambalam anld which r:ci.zfxls:a%:;;ltn]‘ bis pett ﬂn't Sevithi Nadan was an
was never Ambalam. al might have fonnd placo in somo PAPEEs But he

11. N Vi ‘ . ..

ghouldlb Now as the :\ illago Munsiff was dismissed, an enquiry was made as to who

‘hmw ; ¢ al’ll";mted Village Munsiff and the petitioner was tio then sole Amba-
1‘83?;" torolrg‘)l 01:1 }?nd had been joint Ambalagar with Arulappa Nadan from
oo , and he was appointed Village Munxiff TR .

tion is necessary. go Munsiff and it is here o littlo esplanas

1o, s orde _— - .

e The order appointing petitioner as ¥ illace Munsiff was worded “appoint-

A(qs. trast xén;{mlam,' and Munsiff, and a copy of the order No. 179 Huzur, Head
ssistant Collector in 1894, has already been applied for and will be sent when

obtained.

: 13.} lTl'xo very reason for his then appointment as Munsift in 1894, was that
ho was ho ding for 12 years previously Ambalam’s plice and the family were hLold
ing it for about 100 ycars. ’ .

14. 'Now Sevithi Nadan ths Munsiff and who was never Ambalam, died in
1804, leaving o son Yahappa Nadan (a major son.) ,

15. Arokia Nadan referred to as appellant in Proccedines of the Reven
Board, dated 3rd November 1896, put in a petition for his aphgintmont as M 1'1;;
an.d Ambalam ignoring (a) tho fact that Sevithi Nadan had left a son (b‘ A tl uns]l
said Sevithi Nadan was only Munsiff and not Ambalam, (c) that th:) sagd .‘Sqet;:t]lltx

Nadan was not the representative of Fysal holder.

IG: The 1lcad-Assistant Collector without notice to the petitioner and acti
on tho ineorrect representations of tho said Arokea Nadan the said a Iac“m;;
: ard appelian

appointed him as an Ambalam, vile Exhibit D order of the Iead Assistant Coll
RAL IS b It olicc-
tors, dated 19th December 1895 in Dis. No. 20 . ‘
/———‘—“-‘—_[I}.~ o ln le. ho. I{CV-JU(I. Of 1800.

17. Tho petitioner represented these facts to the Collector and the Collector

seeing * the mistake” c > sl i
S ake” cancelled the said appointment and the petitioner who hids

ho:'.cn Ambalam since 1832 was continuing as Ambalam and Villazo Munsift since
Filo B ordor of tho Collctor, dated 215t April 18 in Mis. Petiion No. 132
ot ’ e L)

18. The petitioner submits that the “ mistake” referred to, is that ithi was
supposed to have been Ambalam and owing to that misan;”l ;1«'1. ‘ C\xl ! “ d
Arokea Nadan was appointed Ambalam and it is also clc:;x'll I stt ]:r\l;m'n,t; y i:";lq.
that the C()lloct(?r did not consider a sccond Ambalam nvccss'iry :n(({ u:;l ,o]:)it(i);:\:r
was Ambr}l:}m since 1882, and here petitioner again submits ‘ that Arula )Im Nadan
was only joint Ambalam from 1382, and died in 1891 and ;u) one wn‘slzx ) o;ntod
and Arokia Nadan was not his representative, ' PP

3

19. The said Arokea Nadanpnbina petition to the Honorable Board against

the said order of the Collector.
ng that facts might have been mis-

r heard of the sam? and feari
d a copy of the said petition, bub the Board declined to grant
3260

petition, vide eshibit F., dated 30th Novembar 1896, B. P. No. Routine
any motice of the appeal by Arokia Nadan.

an order from the Deputy Tha-
Briga that the order of the Collector, dated 91st April 1896,
d that Arokia Nadan is appointed as Ambalam (vide Exhibit
Thasildar, dated 12th June 1897.

derstand the real meaning of the order, and asked
ot Collector’s order, he has not yet obtaiued the

00, Petitione
represented requeste

copy of the
and petitioncr did not receive
91. DButon the 19th June last, he received

sildar of Sivagangad
N had been cancelled an
9 11.) order of the Deputy

22, Petitioner did not un
for a copy of the [ead Assista

£ame.
uty Thasildar referred to a Board’s Order,

03. DButas the order from the Dep '
Tonorable Board for a copy of the same and obtained the
»d the order of the

Jerstands that the Board has cancell
96, and ordered further proceedings according to

ber 1896, B. P., No. 4928 Mis.
emplate that the petitioner

petitioner appli
samo and now fr
Collector, dated
Jaw (Iixhibit G

om it he ub
o1st April 18
_dated 3rd Novem
94. The IIonorable Doard’s Order secms to cont
din 189410 Qevithi Nadan’s place temporarily as Ambalagar whereas
Ambalam jointly since 1582 with Arulappa Nadan till 1891 and solely
And Sevithi Nadan was never an Ambalam.

o to contend on Arokea Nadan’s behalf that the
2 Ambalam has been now taken away from
L he and his family were holding it for

was appointe
petitioner was
from 1891 to 1894
| 95. Further i
pctitioner’s right ev
him by the Board’s

nearly 100 years:
96. Under

greatly prejudicod )
Collectors and it is likely tha

i i Walam
right to continuc as &7 An ,

o7. The petitioner submits |
(a) thab he and his family were

(®) that he himself has been hol

(0 that there was no fault whatever on
by any body.

. (d) that his right to

nected with an

(¢) that Qevithi Nadan was only V

(f) that the wording of the order m

misapprohcnsion.

() that GSevithi Nadan has Jeft a son, who is superior to appellant.

(k) that it could not have been the intention of thise Honorable

DBoard to remove petitioner for no fault of his and without

notice to him and when he was not @ temporary Ambalan.

t 13 possibl
en to continue asa
Order, even thoug

bmits that he has been
d of the Head Assistant
stion petitioner’s

guch circumstancess the petitioner su
by the present order of the Board an
¢ the said Arokia Nadan may even que
if not the sole Ambalam.

holding the office for 100 years.
ding the same for the last 15 years.
his part—nor i3 it alleged,

Ambalam’s place is independent of and uncon-

y right of Sevithi Nadan.
Village Munsiff and never Ambalam.

ight have given rise to some
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(%) that even granting that the said Arokea Nadan had a right to the
place of an Ambalam as belonging to Arulappa Nadan's family
the petitioner cannot be put, in a worse position than that in
which he was during the life timo of Arulappa Nadan, te,
petitioner’s joint right at least cannot be taken away.

(7) that there is a probability of tho Board’s Proceedings being con-
strued against the petitioner’s joint right also as if it takes
away his right to bo an Ambalagar at least jointly.

(k) Petitioner submits that the Board’s Procecdings having been
passed without any notice to tho petitioner, on an entire mis-
apprchension as to the real facts it ought not to prejudice him.

(1) Further petitioner begs to submit again that the Board might
not have passed the said Procecdings if they had given him
notice and copy of the said Arokia Nadan's petition but they
did not to do tho same.

03. TPetitioner thereforo most humbly prays that1lis Exccllency the Governor
in Council will be pleased to sct aside tho Board’s Proccedings, dated 3rd Novem-
ber 1896, 4928 Mis. Series, or pass such an order that it may not affect peti-

tioner's pre-existing rights.
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