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some joint possession on behalf of tho plaintiff, on the grounds 
1st, that he lived in the family house, though not fin the same 
apartments with his cousin; f 2ndly, that he obtained an allow
ance of some Es. 9Of either per monscm or per annum,—it does 
not clearly appear which. The first of these grounds does not 
appear to thoir Lordships to establish joint possession; the 
second goes some way to negative it.

The plaintiff has been excluded from hia share, if he had 
one, of the family property, for more than twelve years, and he 
must have known »f this exclusion. If so, the Statute of 
Limitations has run against him.

Their Lordships will humbly advise Her Majesty that the 
appeal should be dismissed, and the appellant must pay the costs.

Appeal dismissed.
Solicitors for the appellant: Messrs. Young, Jao/cson, & Beard.
Solicitors for the respondent: Messrs. Wtttldns <& Lattey.

APPELLATE CIVIL.

Before Mr. Justice Wilson and Mr. Justice Beverley.
SARAT SUNDARI DABI a n d  o t iib h s  ( P l a i n t i f f s )  «. Tub SECRETARY 

oir STATE f o b  INDIA in  COUNCIL' ( D e f e n d a u t . ) *  '

Assessment of accreted lands—Act IX  of 1847, as. 6 ,0 —Order of Board of 
Jlevenue when final under s. Q of Act IX of 1$47.

The effect of the words “ whoso order thereupon shall bo final" ias, 6 
of Aot IX o£ 1847, is, tliat whore ail assessment has been made under b. 6, 
•which hag been approved by tho Board of llovonuo, such assessment is 
final and cannot bo oallotl in quostion in a oivil Bait; but tho f»ot of on 
BBsesflinont haring bean mado is no bur to a suit raising tho question, 
■whether tho Board of Rovonua had jurisdiction under s. 0 of tho Act to 
sHBess.

Aot IX of 1847 applies to land re-formed on tlie site of a permanently 
.settled estate.

T h is  was a  suit for a declaration that certain lands were a 
re-formation on the* original site of the plaintiffs permanently- 
settled village of mouzah Boyrampore, and as such, not subject to 
Government assessment. „

*  Appeal, from Original D«sree No. 106 of 1881, against the deoree of 
Baboo Pramatha Nath Jfelterji, Eai Bahadur, Subordinate Judge of Ilaj- 
shahye, dnted tho 18th of February 1884.
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Tlie plaintiffs stated that they were jointly in possession as 1886 
zemindaTS of certain mehals in Pergunnah Luskurpore, in which the s asa.t
mouzah in dispute was situate ; tfrat at the time when their prede- Ŝ ^ HI 
cessors were in possession of these mehals, a portion of the land Thb ®gEOK0 
of Mouzah Boyrampore had been submerged in the bed of the taby ob- 
river Mohanunda; and that subsequently this land re-formed on is*
its original site ; that in 1849, at the time of the Government Council. 
survey, this land was again partly submerged, and as a conse
quence the survey and thak measurements made in 1849 included 
only such portions of this mouzah as had \e-formed ; that subse
quently to this survey the portion which had re-formed was again 
submerged, and did not comnfence to re-form till the year 1865 
when a portion only of the mouzah re-formed. That at about the 
time whilst the lahd re-formed was in possession of the plaintiffs, 
Government made a dearah survey, and in 1871 settled in ijarak

■ such of the land as had re-formed on its original site as excess 
land for a term of ten years under Act, IX  of 1847 with the 
plaintiff No. 1, and one Coomar GojSalendro, reserving to the 
other co-sharers, who refused to take settlement, malihana, as 
persons entitled to take settlement; that no remission of rent was 
allowed by Government for the land which had not re-formed, and 
that after the expiration of this settlement, they had held posses
sion of this re-formed portion as mtdilcs in zemindari right, ancfon 
the 10th February 1882 served, notices on the Collector, under 
s. 424 of Act X  of 1877, signifying their intention to bring a 
suit to enforce their rights to the land, the Government having

. attempted to exercise hhas rights thereon.
The defendant contended that the land in question waa not 

a re-formation on the original site of Mouzah Boyrampore; that 
•at a dearah settlement in 1867-68, the disputed land was found 
to be excess land accreted to the plaintiffs’ estate, and that it 
had been assessed with revenue under the sanction of the Board 
of Revenue, and that therefore under s. 9 of Act IX  of 1847 the

■ suit would not lie, and that under s. 6 of- that .Act the assess
ment was final, and not liable to be ŝet aside' by a Givil Court; 
it was further contended that the ■ plqjntiffs not having been in 
possession of these l̂ nds as zemindars within twelve years before 
suit, the suit was barred.
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Tho Subordinate Judgo decided in favor of the defendant ‘ 
deciding tlie contention as to tho offoot of s. 6 of Acl IX, of 1847 
in his favor, oa tho authority of tho following cases: Dewan 
Ramjewcm Singh v. The Oolleoto-r of Shahabad (1); The Collec
tor of Moorahadcobacl v. Dhunpub Singh (2 ); Narain Chv/nder 
v. Taylor (3); and also holding s. 9 to bo a bar to tho suit.

The plaintiffs appealed to the High Court.
Baboo Srinath Das and Baboo Kiahorilal Sarkar for the 

appellants.
The Senior' Government Pleader, Baboo Annoda Pershad 

Em erji, for tho respondent.
The judgment of tho Oourt (W i ls o n  and B e v e r le y ,  JJ.) 

was as follows:—
This was a suit brought by the plaintiffs to establish their 

zemindari right to certain lands as having ro-forraod on the origi
nal site of Mouzah Boyrampore or Boyamari within the plaintiffs' 
permanently sottled inehals of Porgmmah Luskurporo, and. to 
have it declared that the Government had no khas right ia the 
said lauds, and that they were not liable to a fresh assessment 
of land revenna

The plaint alleges that Mouzah Boyrampore iormerly comprised - 
sĉ ne 7,284 bighas, but tliat tho greater part of those lands had 
diluviated at the time of the Revenue survey in 1849 ; that after 
that survey the whol’e of the lands disappeared, but that from 1865 
portions began to be re-formed ou the original site ; that in 1868 
tho Government made a doarah survey of the lands thus formed, 
and on May 6th, 1871, settled them ■with two of the zemindars 
for a term of ten years “ after maintaining the right of the pro
prietors;” and r that since the expiry of that settlement tlie 
plaintiffs had been in possession as owners.

Tho plaint is inconsistent and indistinct. In one place . it 
asserts that tho Government was itself claiming the zemindari 
title to the lands in dispute, and in another that the 
Government had recognised the zemindari rights of the

(1) 14 B. L. P-. 221 notes 18 W. It., 64,
<2) .15 B.'-L. Tt 49 5 23 W. R., 38,
(8) I. L. It., 4 Oalo., 103.
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plaintiffs an d  h ad  m e re ly  im p o se d  a n  additional assessm ent on. 1885

the lands?. , Saras

T he defence? w as v ir tu a lly  th ^ t th e  lands in  su it h av ing  b een  S™abiEI
found at th e  tim e  o f  th e  dearah  su rvey  ’  to  bS excess lands »■
gained b y  a llu vion  s in ce  th e  d a te  o f  th e  previous survey, h ad  ta ih t  o f  

been settled u n der th e  p rov is ion s  o f  s. 6  o f  A c t  I X  o f  1847 , 
and th at u n der ss. 6  a n d  9  o f  th e  A c t  that assessm ent w as Oowroiii.
final and n o t liab le  to  b e  so t aside in  a  C ou rt o f  Ju stice . I t  
was further con ten d ed  th a t  th o  p la in tiffs  n ot h av in g  b een  in  
possession o f  th e  lands in  d isp u te  as zerftjndars w ith in  tw elve  
years before suit, th e ir  c la im  w as ba rred  b y  lim itation.

Several issues w ere  fra m e d  in  th e  case, o f  w h ich  th e  second  
and th ird  w ere as f o l lo w :—

2 n d — W h e th e r ’"the su it  is  barred  b y  lim itation  ?
3rd.— W h eth er  p la in tiffs  are b a rred  from  b r in g in g  th is suit> 

the lands in  d ispu te  h a v in g  on ce  b e e n  assessed as excess lands 
under th e  sa n ction  o f  th e  B oa rd  o f  R ev en u e  ?

The low er C o u rt h as fo u n d  b o th  t’hese issu es against th e  
plaintiffs.

A s regards th o  q u e st io n  o f  lim ita tion , w e are unable  to  See 
how it  can arise in  th e" p resen t suit. T h e  case fo r  G overnm ent 
is  (see p a m  7 o f  th e  w ritten  statem en t) that a t  th e  tim e  o f  th e  
dearah su rvey  th e  la n ds in  su it w ere fou n d  to  b e  excess lanSTs, 
which b a d  accre ted  to  th e  estates o f  the pla intiffs and th eir  
co-sharers, and th a t  th e y  w ere  m e re ly  assessed w ith  additional 
revenue as su ch  accre tion s . I t  is  n o  p a rt o f  th e  defence th at 
the lands w ere  e v er  c la im ed  b y  G overnm ent as th e  p rop erty  o f  
the S tate , T h e  se ttlem en t-p roceed in g s  show' th a t th e  proprietors 
o f  ftall th e  n in e  m eh als to  w h ich  th e  lands w ere fou n d  to  have 
accreted w ere in v ite d  t o  a coep t th e  settlement), an d  th e  settlem ent 
was m ade w ith  th e  ow ners o f  tw o' m ehals only,', b ecau se  $he others 
either re fu sed  t o  ta k e  i t  or o m itte d  to  appear. Malihana was, 
however, reserved  fo r  t h e m ; and a lth ou gh !, those ow ners w h o  
took  th e  se ttlem en t are sty led ' ijaradarŝ  the m ean ing  o f  th a t  
phra’se ap paren tly  w as th a t  th e  settlem ent waa a  tem pora ry  one.
Only, and, i t  can n ot b e  co n ten d ed "f# m  its use th a t  $he G overn* 
m en t e ith er  h a d  o r  in ten d ed  to  se t  .up* a  proprietary  in terest 
adverse to  th e  p la in tiflk  O n  th e  contrary, th e  possession  o f  th e
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1886 settlem en t h old ers m u st b o  taken* to  b e  th e  p ossession  o f  th& 
SAItAT zem indars, an d  th e  q u estion  o f  l im ita t io n  d o e s  n o t  th ere fore  arise;.

O n  th e  secon d  p o in t  w o  th in k  th a t  s. 9  o f  A c t  I X  0f  
«. 1847  does n o t  ap p ly ' 'to th e  p resen t su it . T h is ' is  n o t  a  suit

T^ a r y  Eo "E against G overn m en t o r  a n y  o f  its o fficers  o n  a c c o u n t  o f  anything 
n f  done in  g o o d  fa ith  in  th e  ex erc ise  o f  a n y  o f  th e  p ow ers  conferred ' 

C o u b c il . b y  th at A c t . O n  th e  con tra ry , i t  is  a  s u it  fo r  a  doclaration  that 
th e  provision s o f  th a t  A c t  are  in ap p licab le . W e  a g ree  -with the 
rem arks o f  Phear, J., in  th e  case o f  Collector of Moorshedabad v, 
Dhunpat Singh (1 )  th a t  “ th o  w ords o f  th is  se c t io n  Beetn to 
b e  lim ited  t o  fo rb id d in g  a  su it  w herein  t h e  p la in t if f  socles to  make 
G overn m en t or an y  o f  it s  officer^ resp on sib le  in damages on 
accoun t o f  an y th in g  d o n e  in  g o o d  fa ith  in  th e  cx e r c ise  o f  the 
pow ers con ferred  b y  th e  A c t .”

T h e  n e x t  qu estion  is , w h eth er  th e  S u b o rd in a te  J u d g e  was 
r ig h t in  h o ld in g  th a t  th e  s u it  w as barred  b y  th e  provisions of 
b. 6 o f  A c t  I X  o f  1847 .

T h a t acotion  runs as fo l lo w s :—
“  W h en ever on  in sp ection  o f  any  su ch  n o w  m a p  i t  sh a ll a 

to  th e  loca l reven u e  au th orities  th a t  la n d  h as  b e e n  a d d e d  to  any 
estate p a y in g  reven u e d ire c tly  to  G overn m en t, th e y  sh a ll without, 
delay  assess th e  sam e w ith  a  reven ue p a y a b le  t o  G overnm ent 
accord in g  t o  th e  ru les in  force  for assessing a llu v ia l increm ents! 
and shall rep ort th o ir  p roceed ings, forth w ith  to  th o  S u d d e r  Board 
o f  B ov en u e , whose orders thereupon shall be final.”

W h a t w e h ave t o  con sider is  w hat in te rp re ta tio n  is  t o  b e  put 
on  th ese  w ords, th a t  th e  orders o f  th e  B oa rd  o f  R e v e n u e  o n  thq. 
proceed in gs o f  th e  loca l rev en u e  a u th or ities  sh a ll b e  f in a l?  Is. 
i t  in ten ded  th a t  th e  O iv il C ou rts  shall b e  p re c lu d e d  altogethgjg  
from  en qu irin g  -- in to  th e  le g a lity  o f  th e  p ro ce e d in g s  o f  the 
reven u e  a u th o r it ie s ; o r  are th e  orders o f  th e  B o a rd  fin a l on ly  
as regards th e  co n d u ct  o f  th e  p roceed in g s  a n d  th o  a m o u n t  o f  
th e  assessm ent ?

B y  s. 11  o f  th e  O o d e  o f  C iv il  P ro co d u ro  th o  C i t i l  C o u rts  h ave  
ju risd ict ion  t o  t r y  a ll su its o f  a  c iv il nature, e x ce p t in g  su its  o f  w h ich  
th e ir  cogn izance  is  b a rred  b ^  a n y  e n a ctm en t fo r  t h e  t im e  b e in g  
in, force ,
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' T h e  p resen t su it is  n o t  b r o u g h t  t o  co n te s t  tb e  a m o u n t o f '  th e  1885 
revenue assessed u p o n  th e  la n d s in  d ispu te , b u t  t o  con test th e  bisI t 
right o f  th e  re v e n u e  a u th o r it ie s  .to* assess th ose  l^ n d s w ith  a n y  So^ ^ iM

additional rev en u e  a t  all. ^ sbobb"
T h e r ig h t  t o  assess a llu v ia l in crem en ts  w ith  G o v e rn m e n t ^ ta b ^ o *  " 

r e v e n u e  is  con ferred  b y  R e g u la t io n  I I  o f  1819 , s. 3, c l , 2 ;  a n d  
bs, 24  an d  2 0  o f  th a t  R e g u la t io n  p ro v id e  fo r  th e  in stitu tion  o f  C o u n c i l .  

civil su its in  certa in  cases t o  c o n te s t  th e  aw ards o f  th e  reven u e  
authorities.

S im ilarly , cl. 3  o f  s . 1 4  o f  th e  S e ttle m e n t R e g u la t io n  ( V I I  
of 1822 ) ru n s as fo llo w s  : “  Th,e d ec is ion s  passed  b y  th e  C o lle c 
tors, u n der  th e  a b o v e  p ow ers , i f  n o t  a ltered  o r  an n u lled  b y  th e  
Board o r  b y  G o v e rn m e n t, sh a ll b e  m a in ta in ed  b y  th e  C ou rts, 
unless on  a n  in v e s tig a t io n  in  'a  re g u la r  su it i t  sh a ll ap p ear  
thatj th e  p ossession  h e ld  u n d e r  su ch  a  d ec is ion  is  w ron g fu l 
and n o th in g  h e re in  c o n ta in e d  sh a ll b e  u n d erstood  to, au th orise  
any C ou rt t o  in te r fe re  w ith  th e  d e c is io n  o f  th e  . rev en u e  ■ a u th o 
rities re la tive  to  the fama t o  b e  assessed on  a n y  m eh a l o r  p o r tio n  
o f a  m eh al, o r  t o  th e  e x te n t  a n d  d escr ip tion  o f  lands b e lo n g in g  
to any m eh a l th a t  m a y  b e  a ssign ed  on  th e  p a rt it io n  o f  th e  sam e 
to  th e  severa l p a rce n e rs  con c& m ed .”
, In  th e  case  o f  Dewan Ram, Jewan Singh v .  Oolleotor q£
Bhahabad (1 ), i t  w aa fo u n d  as a  fa ct  th a t  th e  lands in  
dispute w ere  lands a d d e d  t o  th e  esta te  w ith in  th e  m e a n in g ,o f 
s, 6 o f  th e  A c t ,  a n d  i t  w as a cco rd in g ly  h e ld  th a t  th e  , A c t  ap p lied ,
.and th a t  th e  orders o f . th e  B o a rd  o f  R e y e n u e  in  rega rd  to  th e  

assessm ent w ere  fin a l. .
i . S o  in  th e  case o f  Oolleotor of.Moorshedabad v. Dhunput 

rh' {%), th e  o rd ers  o f  th e  rev en u e  au th orities  w ere  held, t o  b e  
final, b u t  o n ly  “  a a  re g a rd s  th e , p e r s o n , w h om  th e y  m a y  d ire c t ly  
.affect, viz. th e  ze in in d ar.”  ,
. W e  th in k , th ere fore , th a t  th e  w ord s  o f  the. ,A.ct a n d  th e  rep ort?
,ed cases g o  t o  th is  e x te n t, th a t  w h en  act assessm ent has b e e n  
m ade u n d er  s . 6  o f  th e  A c t  a.nd a p p ro v e d  b y  th e  B o a rd  o f  
R evenue, th a t  assessm en t i s  fin a l an d  can n ot b e  c a lle d  in  q u e st io n  
in  a  c iv il su it . , B r it  th e  fa c ts 'o f  a n ’ assessm ent h a v in g  b e e n

( I )  14 5 .  L ."r m 221 n ote : 18 W . R., 94.
. (2) 15 B. L . K., 49 j £3 W- B., 38.

- .53;



m s  m ade is  h o  b a r  t o  an  e n q u iry  as t o  w h e th e r  thq- ’ Ac*, applied)- to®
.SAKiT w heth er th e  rev en u e  a u th o r itie s  h a d  a n y  r ig h t  t o  m ake th^ 

assessm ent— i^  oth eiM vorda ,w h oth er t h e y  h a d  ju r isd ic t io n  unde|
v. s. 6 o f  th e  A c t .  T h a t  is  a  q u e st io n  ■which w e  th in k  i t  is  ottettirf 

a’sm Shorts- . . .  .. . ,, .. . , 7  '
tary on th e  C ou rts  t o  try , a n d  th a t  is p ro c iso ly  th o  q u e s t io n 1 r& sed ; in jiw

BITNDiAFra p resen t s u i t . .
.Coowoiii, ■ j s  c o n te n d e d  b e fo re  us th a t  A c t  I X  o f  3 8 4 7  .w as interned 

on ly ' t o  a p p ly  t o  la n ds g a in e d  b y  a llu v io n  o r  d e r e lic t io n  from  the sea 
o r  r iv e ra in  w h ich  n o  p rop rie tary  t i t lo  e x is te d , a n d  th a t  i t  does 'Hot 

a p p ly  :to 'la n d  re -fa rm e d  o n  t l ie s ita  o f  ni pem m ixGiitly^scttled'eatste.
W e  th in k ,.h o w e v e r , th a t  on  .tho fa c e  o f  th o  A c t  it s e l f  and 3 %  

decisions of Dewan Bam Javan Singh v. Collector• of Skaihtti 
bad (1 ) ,  Bam Jewan Singh v. Collado)' o f Shahabad, (2 ) 
Collector of Moortfiedabad v. hUimpwt Binrjh (3 )  th is  contention 
can n ot b e  a llow ed  to .: p reva il. T h o  o b j c c t  o f  th o  Act,, i$,. f o  
p rov id e  fo r . 'th e ,  assessm ent o f  r ip a r ia n  e s ta te s  fr o m  1 titnel to, 
tim e, in  a ccord a n ce  'w ith  th o  ch a n g es  w h ic h  p o r io d ica l aiireep 
m a y  .show  t o  h ave ta k e n  p la ce  in  th e ir  arm  a n d  . bound.a4s&?! 
S ection  .3 : o f  th e , A o t  refers to  a  r e v e n u e  su rv e y  w hich  1M 
to  b e  .a p p r o v e d ._ Tby G overn m en t as f ix in g  th e  bpiundfu^es. gf 
estates, an d  p rov id es  th a t  a t  in terv a ls  " o f  n o t  le s s  than, ’.teg 

■jeors fresh  su rveys o f^ u ch -e sta te s  m a y  b e  m ade., S e c t io n  5- .then 
provides for  a, re d u ctio n  in  -jjha; su d d er  jw$Mt’ w h o n  on. ^  compari^ 
son  o f  tw o, (Successive t survoyo i t  appear^ , t h a t  t h e  .area o f  afo 
.estate h as b e e n , d im in ish ed , and s . 6  p r o v id e s  f o r , ,&n acjditiqp 
t o , th e ' jama w h en  o n  in sp ection  a n d  c o m p a r is o n  o f ;;th §  neijj 

m a p  la n d  ap pears t o  h a v o  b e e n  a d d o d  t o  th o  e s ta te  - since- thg 
la st su rv e y . I n  e v e ry  case th o  s ta r t in g  p o in t  ia  t o .  b e  ^he 
rev en u e  su rvey  w h ich , i t  w ou ld  a p p ear , , .i s  t o .  bertfik^B i 
rep resen tin g  'the bou n d a ries  q f  th o , e s ta te  a s  th e y  e x is te d ,a t 
t im e  oft th e  p e rm a n e n t se ttlem en t, a n d  i t  is  a p p a re n tly  npt?>pg|j 
to  th e  rev en u e  a u th o r itie s  t o  g o  b e h in d  th a£  s u r v e y  a n d ' 
w h eth er  in  fa c t  th e  .boundaries ^ t  th e  t im o  o f  -aettlep ipnt .were.i^ij 
oth er: . than-, .therein^ r e p re s e n te d .,

, I n /b b e ,  p re se n t, case  Jfcb.6 re v e n u e  s u r v e y  a d m it te d ly  to o & .p ] ,^  
in  1 ^ 4 9 ,;-a n d  i f ,  a s  co .iw & red  w ith , th e ,  s ta te  o f  th in g s  ̂ i '

(l).14 B. L. B,,221 .note : ,18 W. R., 64. . (2) 19)wVb., 127.:
(3) S3 "Vy, It,,- 88.
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tained at t h a t 's u r v e y ,  att. -accretion : waa f o u n d ; t o  -.haVe ta k en  1885
place' a t th q  su b s e q u e n t dearth , su rv ey  o f  18 67 -68 , w e  /th in k  sarat^' 
the reven ue a u th o r it ie s  w e re  b o u n d  b y  th e  provision s o f  s. 6 'o f  S™ ^ BI 
the A c t  to  assess su ch  a cc re t io n , » • - « .  •
■ N ow  i t  ap pears fr o m  th e  e v id e n ce  th a t  in  '1868 th ere w as Tf £ x j r e o ^  
an accretion  to  th e  e s ta te  m ou za h  B o y ra m p o r e , as com p a red  :
with th e  su rv e y  o f  1 8 4 9  ; and , th a t  b e in g  so, w e-m u st h o ld  th a t  Odvsaa. 

.the A c t  a p p lied , a n d  th a t  th e  a ccre tio n  w as lia b le  to, assess? 
ment. I t  is  tru e  th a t  ( i f  w e  u n d e rsta n d  th e  settlem en t p roceed in gs 
aright) th e  e n tire  area  fo u n d  in  1 8 6 8  w as assessed ' w ith b u t an y  
deduction  fo r  th o  a re a  e x is t in g  in  1 8 4 9 , ap paren tly  on  th e  g rou n d  
that in  th e  m e a n tim e  th o  w h o le  o f  ‘ th e  lands h ad  -been  d ilu - 
viated. B u t  th is  o b je c t io n  t o  th e  se ttlem en t p roceed in g s  has n o t 
been ta k en  in  th e  p re se n t su it, a n d  ev en  if. i t  h a d  b een  taken , 
it  is' o p en  to  q u e s t io n  w h e th e r  w e  cou ld  ljave in terfered . T h o  
taatter w as o n e  a ffe c t in g  th e  se ttle m e n t p roceed in g s  in  respoct 
t)f w hich  th e  ord ers  o f  th e  B o a rd  o f  R e v e n u e  are declared to  
he final. „

T h at th e  ex cess  la n d s , h o w ev er , w ere lia b le  .to  -assessm ent,
, seems, to  a d m it  o f  n o  d o u b t , a n d  w e  th ink , th erefore , th a t  th e  .su it 
was r ig h tly  d ism issed .

T h e  a p p ea l is  a c c o rd in g ly  d ism issed  w ith  costs.

Appeal dismissed,.
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1 Before Sir Richard Garth, Knight, Chl&f Justice, awl Mr. Justice G k a se .

KOKILUQNI DASSIA (one op th e Defendants) ». tfANEOS CHANDRA 188®
JOADDAB and another (P lain tiffs)*  • — — — 1

Limitation Act, 1877, Soh. II, ole. 140, 14:1—Adverse posgesaion—Hindu
mother—Eevertioner. 

t Smile, that, ia Hindu Law, whore a motlier succeeds to property as heir 
of her son, and'her right thereto becomes hawed by adverse possession, tho 
nest heirs of .her eon on her death will have twelve years therefrom in. which 
to sue for possession of the property.m

.Appeal from Appellate .Decree No. 241'6 of 4883, against the1,decree of 
Q-:&. D3y, E0q., Officiating: Judge of . JSfudieâ  dated tho . lBt, of - -August- 
1883, ravesamg the deoree of Baboo AinritcLall Ohatevji, Subordinate 
of that District, dated tho 31st of March 1882,


