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PRIVY COUNCIL.*

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR INDIA IN COUNCIL
(APPELLANT),
8

SRINTVASA CHARIAR anp otnurs (ReseoNpuyrs).

[On Appeal from the High Court of Judicature
at Madras. ]

Ingpm~— Shrotriyam—Construction of grant——Conveyance of minernls— Enfran-
chisement, cffect of—-Royalties on quarried stone-—Madras Act VIIT of 1869,

A village was granted us & shrotriyam inam in 4 D. 1750 by the Nawab of
the Garnatic. The grant, the termd of which appeared {roma trauslation pro-
duced rom o Govornment register, provided that its purposo was that the grantee
having appropriated to his own use the produce of the seasous sach year, might
pray for the prosperity of the Bmpire, and that he should pay a fixed yourly
sum to the 8irkar. The inam wus enfrauchised (n 1865, there being given to the
inamdars title-decds which purported to convert the tenure into a permanent
frechold upon payment of & quit-rent, After the enfranchisement the Madrag
Government requiring stones acquired part of the village from the shrotriyamdars
under the Land Acquisition Act. -Tn or abont 1905 the Madras Governmens
impused and lovied upon tho shrotriyamdars 1oyaltma in respect of stone w)uch
they had quarried in-the village.

Held (1) that upon the true construetion of the grant the full right to the
quarries and minerals did not pass to the grantee ; (2) that the terms of the
grent being in evidence neither the inam titls-deeds nor the land acyuisition
procecdings were evidence as to its effect ; (8) that having regard to Madras Act
VILI of 1869, the inam title-deed oould not vest in the inamdars o subject-
“rmatter not vested in them by the grant; (4) that consequently the Government
was entitled to impoge royalties on stone quarried in the village.

An inam grant may be no more then an assignment of revenue, and cven
where it i ov includes o grant of land, what interest in the land passed muast
depend on the language of the instruniont and the ciremustances of the onse.

1920,
December 16,

Apruan from a judgment and decree of the High Court (Aspun

Ramm, Offg. C.J., Sespacirt Avvar and Purues, JJ.), dated
March 7, 1916, affirming a decree of the District Judge of South
Arcot (August 18, 1910) which affirmed a decree of the District
Munsif of Tirukkoyilir.

The suit was instituted in the Court of the Dmtrmt Mungif
against the appellant by the respondents who were shrotriyamdars

:
# Presemts—Lord Mourron, Lord Pritiinore, Sir Joux Ebag, Me, AMExn
Axy, end Sir LawskNog JERKING.
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rax  of the village of Kulloor. They claimed a declaration of their
OEES'“;EE};(‘,R full rights to the rocks and hills within the village (except as to

Inots 4 portion acquired from them by the Madras Government in

Suvtvass 1887), a refund of Rs. 89 paid by them for royalties levisd by
UHARIAR. 416 Madras Government in respect of stone gquarried from the
village, and for other reliefs.

The respondents’ title was based upon a shrobriyam grant
made in 1750 by the Nawab of Carnatic to their predecessor-in-
title. DBy their plaint, respondents further relied upon title-
deeds grauted by the Inam Commissioner, and upon the fact
that in 1887 the Government being in nead of stone had acguived
part of their land under the Lond Acquisition Act. They also
pleaded that they had a preseriptive right, but upon that issue
there were concurrent findings of fact against them.

The appellant by his written statement denied that theve
was any conveyance of the right of the State in regard to
minerals by the original grant; he denied that there had been
any recognibion hy the Gtovermnent of an exclusive right to the
minerals ; he further snbmitited that it was not competent to the
Inam Commissioner to eoncede tothe shrotriyamdars any rights
in excess of those originally granted,

Of the issues framed the two which were material to the
Appeal appear from the judgment of their Lordships.

The respondents did not pro#tuce the original grant, but the
appellant produced a register from the office of the Collector of
South Arcot, an extract from which formed Exhibit 1. This
Exhibit included a translation of the parwana of A.D. 1750, stated
in the extract to bear the seal of Nawab Anvur-ud-din, and to
have been written at a dabe corresponding to A.D. 1750. The
trauslation was as follows 1 —

“To the uumels present and foture of the purgunna of Tricoloor,
sirkar of Nesscrut Ghur (Gonjec), Be it known:—It has been
represented to ns thab the entire village of Kulloor, in the purguuna
aforesaid, has been estublished and enjoyed for a length of time by
way of ¢ shrotvium,’ for the yearly smm of 110 gory chuekrums,
according to the sununads of former princes, s a sobsistence to
Letchmi Narasumachary, zunardar (1) and that theso sunnads have

(1) Wilson's GHossaxy : “Zannardar, the wearer of the oharacteristio thread
or cord, especially & Brabman
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been lost ; wherefore it is written, that the said village, provided it
has been enjoyed according to the ‘mamool sheedamed” shall be
restored to the ssid zunardar, that, having appropriated to his own
use.the produce of the seasons, each year, he may be assiduoms in
offering up prayers for the lasting prosperity of the Empire, and let
him pay regularly to the Sirkar the established amount of the
* ghrotrinm.’ ”

The Exhibit included s translation of a further document
purporting to be of a date corresponding to A.1. 1798 by which
the village was stated to have been established as a “ perpetual
shrotriyam,” and to be thereby restored. :

The Inam Register under date October 21, 1861 (Exhibit J),
in the column “ Description of inam *’ stated :

““for the personal benefit of the holders. The register of 1813
also states that the grant was made for subsistence. The terms of
the parwana are ¢ darooje maddah maish.’ (1)

The three inam title-deeds (Exhibit A) were all dated July
22,1865, Two of them (which referred to lands which had been
alienated from the family of the original grantee) contain the
following cluuse, inserted in consideration of an increased quit-
rent :—

“ The inam is confirmed to you in freehold. In other words, the
land will be your own absolute property to hold or dispose of as you
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think proper, subject only to the payment of the abovementioned -

quit-rent.”
The third title-deed referred to land still in the possession of
the family of the grantee and contained the following passages :
“(2) This inam ig subject to a jodi or quit-rent of Rs. 203-12-5
per annum and is hereditary, but it is not otherwise transferable;
and in the event of ‘the failure of lineal heirs, it will lapse to the
State. (3) On your agreeing to pay an anual quit-rent of Ras, 360,
three hundred and sixty,inclusive of the jodi already charged on the
land as abovestated, your inam tenmre will bhe converted into a
permauent freshold ; in which case the land will be your own absolute
property to hold or dispose of as you think proper, subject only to
the payment of the abovementioned guit-rent.”
LEach of the title-deeds gave the grantee the option of com-
nuting the quit-rent at 20 years’ purchase and the third title-deed

{1) Le., “for personal subsigtencs.”
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Tue  contained a statement that whereas the tenure had been con-

(g,“:ﬁfg‘;’fm verted into o freehold on the terms offered in clause (3) the inam

Inpia wag thereby confirmed to the holder “as freehold in perpetuity
SeINTYass subject only to the payment of the anuual quit-rent.”
Onniaz. By Madras Act VIII of 1869 it was cnacted that :

“ nothing contained in any title-deed heretofore issued to any
inambolder shall be deemed to define, limit, iufringe, or destroy the
rights of any description of holders ov oveupiers of the lands from
which any inam ig derived or drawn, ov to alfect the interests of any
persons other than the innmholder named in the title-dued; and
nothing contuined in Madras Act IV of 1862 orin Muadras Act IV
of 1866 shall be deemcd to confer on any inamholder any right to
Iand which he would nob obherwise pusscss.”

The respondents or their predecessors-in-title had by the
year 1003 begun to lease for money the right of quarrying.
In or sbout the year 1905, the Government of Madrag insigted
on seigniorage being paid in respect of stone so guarried in
accordance with their rules relating to minerals, and refused to
allow quarrying without permission being obtained from Govern-
ment ; theronpon, the respoudents on March 16, 1908, instituted
the present suit.

The District Munsif passed a decree in favour of the respond-
euts, While inclined to bhold on the first issne that the original
grant by implication carried with it the right to the stone-
gquarries and minerals in the village, he held that there wus
nothing in that grant to prevent the State from claiming its
share of the produce of the minecals by way of revenue.

On the second issue he held thatat the time of the inam settle-
meunt the demands of the State by way of revenue were fixed by
agreament for alltime and could not thereafter be increased, and
that, as the agreement was within the powers of the Inam
Commissioner, it gave the respondents freedom from further
taxation by way of revonue.

An Appeal by the appellant to the District Court of South
Areot was dismissed on the ground that as Government was
estopped by the inam title-dveds from denying the respondents’
title to the lands in question, issnes (1) and (2) must be found
againsb the appellant,

The appellant then appealed to the High Court,"but the two
judges who heard the appeal differed, Srexcex, J., being of opinion
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that the Appeal should be allowed, and Sapasiva Avvaw, J.,
heing of opinion that it should be dismissed. Accordingly under
section 98, subsgection (2), of the Civil Procedure Code, the Appeal
stood dismissed. SPBENCER, J., agreed with the District Munsif’s
finding on the first issue, and pointed out that, having regard to
Madras Act VIII of 1869, all that the Inam Commissioner could
effect by the act of enfranchisemont in 1862 was to exchange the
reversionary right of Government for a quit-rent and to give an
indefeasible right to property, and that his action could nos
affect the rights of Govornment over minerals. Savasiva Avvar,
J., agreed with the judgment under Appeal, holding that the
inam title-deeds gave or vecognizeda freehold title to land
which left Government no right to impose further revenue
bordens on the inam esiate, whether as royalty or assessment.

The appellant appealed to the full Court under clause (15) of
the Letters Patent, but the Appeal was dismissed on August
7, 1916, imsHaiRT Avvar, J., with whose jndgment Aspur
Ramy, Otfg, C.J., and PriLues, J., agreed, held that the effect of
the grant of 1750 was to pass to the grantee all interest that the
grantor had in the soil ; he was, however, of opinion that if the
grant did not convey the whole interest, the enfranchisement
did not enlarge the rights of the holders.

The judgments in the Tigh Couvrt are reported in LL.R.,
40 Mad., 268.
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Dupme, X,0., and E. B. Ruaikes for the appellant.~The

grantof 1750 did mnob convey the minerals, including stonse
quarries, to the grantees, or deprive the Nawab of the right
to levy dues npon stone quarried there, The grant was merely
of the annual produce of the soil for the subsistence of successive
shrobriyamdars; it was inalienable, leaving a reversionary inter-
est in the grantor. The minerals did not pass under the
grant in the absence of express words: Har Narayon Singh
v. Sriram Chakravarii(l), Durgn Prasad Singh v. Brajo Nath
Bose(2), Sashi Bhushan Misra v. Jyoti Prasad Singh Deo(3),
Raghunath Roy Marwuri v. Raju of Jheria(4). The judgment
appealed from erroneously treated the inamdars as being in the

(1) (1016) LR, 37 LA, 188; s.c., LLRK., 37 Cale, 723 (P.0.).
(2) (3912) LR., 39 LA, 188; s.c, LLR., 88 Calo., 896 (P.C.).
(3) (1916) L.B., 44 LA, 46 ; 5,0, LLE., 4 Calo,, 585 (P.0.).
(4) (1018) L.B., 48 LA, 188; 5.0 LLR., 47 Calo, 95 @.C.).
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same pogition as zamindars. It was assumed that zamindars have
the unrestricted right to minerals in their zamindaris, but that
Las never been admibted by the Government. The present case
depends entiroly upon the construction of the grant of 1750, If
the grant did not convey the minevals the inam title-deeds could
not do 0, having regard to Madray Act VIII of 1869. By the
enfranchisement the Government merely gave up ity reversionary
rvights in exchange for the payment of a quit-rent. The
enfranchisewment affected the quality of the inamdars’ title in
the subject-matter conveyed to them by the grant, but did not
add subject-matter not previously conveycd. The acquisition of
stone by the Government cannot affect the veal rights of the
parties, (Reference was also made to Wilson’s Glossary, s.v.
“ ghrotriyam.”)

De Gruyther, K.C., and Kenworthy Brown for the respondents,—
With regard to the ownership of the minerals the inamdars were
in the same position as samindars. They had an absolute here-
ditary and alicnable right, The inam register shows that the
inamdars were registered under scetion 15 of Madras Regulation
XXXI of 1802 ; their rights were those of Lakhiraj proprictors
in Bengal [Referonce was made to Madrus Regulation XXV of
1802, sections &, 12; Field’s DBengal Regulutions, page 86,
section 38 ; Unllector of Trichinopoly v. Lekkamani(1).] The
grant was not merely a grant of the royal revenue, because
there was no person paying revenue; further, under such
a granb there is mo right to possession. The shrotriyamdars
being in the position of zamindars, the four docisions of
the Board referred to for the appellant show that the minerals
passed to them, since the basis of those decisions is that
the zamindars were entitled to the minerals, Those decisions are
not authorities with regard to the construction of the graut
hecanse they were cases of leases. Thoere was in this case a
great preponderance of judicial opinion in India that the grant,
carried the minerals, although according to Tndian decisions
there was a presumption that the grant was merely of the royal
revenue ; under recent decisions of the Board that presumption
does not exist: Swryanarayana v. Patanna(2), Upadrashia

(1) (1874) L.R., 1 T.A., 282.
(2) (1918) LR, 451.4.,209; 8.c., LLR,, 41 Mod,, 1012 (R.C.)
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Venkata Sastrulu v.Divi Seetharamudu(l). TFven ifthe origi-
nal grant did not vest the soil of the village in the shrotriyamdars
the inam title-deeds did so. Having regard to the statute 32 and
33 Vict., c. 29, the deeds gave them a statutory title. The terms
of Madras Act VIII of 1869 do not preclude the title-deeds from
being construed as conveying an estate greater than that pre-
vionsly held. Reference was also made to Vaman Janardan
Joshi v. The Collector of Thana and the Conservator of Forests(2) :
Guunaiyan v. Kamakchi dyyar(3) ; Board of Revenue Standing
Orders, 1890, Schedule 1, Order 15 ; and to the ITnam Commission
Rules, IT of 1859, rules 2, 3, 5, 12, 24, 28,

Dunne, K.C. in reply.—The decisions of the Board which have
been referred to cannot be treated as authorities that zamindars
bave, as against the Government, the right to minerals. The
Government was not a party in any of the cases. The appendix
to the record in Durga Prasad Singh v. Braja Nath Bose(4) shows
that the attitude of the Government then was that it did not
wish to interfere, even if ithad the right te the minerals ; accord-
ingly it was held to be unnecessary to join the Government asa
party. The contention based upon the insmdars being registered
under Madras Regulation XXXI of 1802 was not pleaded or
argued below ; the entries in the inam register do not show that
these lands were revenue free. Reference was made to rule 5
of the Inam Commission Rules.

The JUDGMENT of their Lordships was delivered by

Sir Lawrexor Jungins.—The suit out of which the present
Appeal arises was brought by the shrotriyamdars of the village
Kulloor in the Madras Presidency in order to establish their
unfettered right to quarry stone in the lands of the village with-
out payment of any royalty in respect thereof. Their claim has
succeeded in all the Indian Courts, and the present Appeal has
boen preferred from an appellate decres of the Madras High
Counrt, dated March 7, 1916, by the defendant to the suif, the
Secretary of State for India in Council.

(1) (1919) L.R., 46 1A, 128; 5.0, LLR, 43 Mad., 166 (P.C.).
(2) (1869) 6 Bom, H.O.R. (A.0.0.), 101 (8) (1903) LL.R, 26 Mad., 339,
(4) (1912) LR, 20 LA, 188 ;5., LLR, 80 Calo, 896 (P.C.).

TeR
SECRETARY
OF STATY FOBR
InpIA
0.
SRINIVASA
CHARIAR,

Sir
LawaENGE
JENKINS.



428 THE INDIAN LAW RFEPORTS [VOL, X1V

Thw The titlo alleged by the plaintiffs in their plaint is a grant
rowmany about 160 years ago of the village as inam to their predevessors-
Ixonapetitle by the Governmeut that existed prior to the British
Suwvass Government. The plaint then alleges undisputed enjoyment, an
Cuiriae. admission of their title at the time of the inam settlement of
LAwii‘:Nam the village, the acquisition ’(lf a preseriptive right, and proceed-
Jenxsns,  ings under the Laud Acquisition Act,

On the strength of this grant, and these subsequent  evonts,
phey claimed a decvee “ establishing the fall rights of the plaint-
ilfs, the shrotriyamdars of the said villago ” to the voeks and hills
within its boundaries. The defendaut, by his writben statement
did not dispute that there was a grant of the village, but he
traversed the statemont that thero was any convevance of the.
right of the State to the minerals in the village. IIe also
contested the other matters on which the plaintiffs relied.

Tn these circumstances thoe suit came on for settlement of
igsues, aud it was ovdered that the following issues should be
tried ; '

“ (1) Was thers an oubright arant of Kulloor village as inam to
the plaintifi'a predecessors-in-title by the Government priov to the
British rule as alleged, and did tho grant include the vight in regard
to minerals also in the village ?  And is this grant, if true, binding
on the defondant ¥ (2) Was the exclusive vight to take the minerals
in the village free of taxation conferred expressly or by implieation
ou the plaintiffy’ prodecessors-in-title at the time of the inam
settloment; if this right had been conceded by the Inam
Conumissioner in excess of what had beon allowed by the original
graut, was it within the scope of the anthorisy of the Inam Com-
misgioner to have done so; if neb, whether the action of the Inam
Commigzioner i binding on the defendant "

There were other igsues, but they need not now be eonsidered,

The findings of the Courts on these ls-ues, and theilr decrees,
are in the plaintiff’s favour, and in accordance with them the
appellate decree of March 7, 1916, was passed.

The burden of establishing the grant is ou the pluintiffs,
by whom it iy asserted, and it is for them to show that it
contuined berms apt to vest in their predecessors the quarvies, -
and the full right to work them. Though the grant is not
disputed by the defendant, when it came to proving its terms
at the trial, the plaintiffs were in this difficulty, that the original -
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grémt could not be produced by them. The defendant, however,-

produced a register containing an English translation of a
parwana which purports to be a copy of & parwana written in
1750 (Exhibit I). Its genuineness is conceded and the document
was properly admitted in evidence by the Court of first instance
as evidence of the terms of the original grant. Tu the
circumstances of this case it is the best evidence of those terms,
and it i3 on the true construction of the terms so evidenced that
the rights of the plaintiffs must depend. And in so saying their
Lordships do nob overlook what has been urged as to the effect
of subsequent proceedings and conduct.

The documenb recites (1) that the entire village Kulloor
had been enjoyed for a length of time by way of shrotriyam for
a yearly sum; (2) that it was so enjoyed according to the
sanads of former. princes; (3) that it was granted as a
subsistence to Lietchmi Narasumachary, zannadar ; and (4) that
the original sanads had been lost. It then records that the
village was restored to the said zannadar, and that the purpose
of the restoration was that, having appropriated to his own use
the produce of the seasons each year, the zannadar might be
assiduous in offering np prayers for the lasting prosperity of the
Ewpire. The obligation was then imposed on him of paying
regularly to the sirkar, the established amount of the shrotriyam.

Tt was a condition of this restoration that the village had been

enjoyed according to the mamool sheedamed.
Can then the plaintiffs successfully claim that under these

terms the full right to the guarries and minerals passed to

them ?

Their Lordships think not. The grant was of a village in
inam, and the rules of English law as to real property in
England can afford no gnidance as to what passed. A grant
of this desoription may be no more than an assignment of
revenue, and even where it is or includes a grant of land, what

interest in the land passed- niust depend on the language of the

instrument and the circumstances of each cage, - There iy nothing

here to suggest that the original grant contained words some-

times employed in Indian documents, whers it is the intention

that the inam grant of a village should create such an interest

in land as would vest the miverals iu the grantee. Nor: does
29
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mgz  the language suggest that any further benefit to the grantee was
U?Eé;:‘f;’if‘;zu contemplated or intended than such as wight be de.x'wed from
Inpta  the ordinary use of the land for the purposes of caltivation. It
Saversss  was nob a complete transfer for value of ali that was in the
C”:‘i‘f“' grantor ; the interest bestowed wag merely something carved out
8ic  of his larger interest which still remaived in him as & reversion:
LJ;:;:?;Q;E the grantor was the ruling power, the grauntee a Brahman whose
assiduous prayers were engaged : a jodi was reserved and the
purpose of the grant was to ensure the subsistence of the'grantee
by the appropriation to his use of *the produce of the seasons

oach year. ” '

The interest thus created wag inalienable and heritable only
by lineal heirs, so that on auy occasion of forfeiture or extinetion
of lineal heirs the grantor or someone deriving title under him
would come in by virtue of the reversion which had net been
transferred. It does nob accord with the scheme of such a grant
that any person taking under it should have the power to
consume its subject-matter by quarrying operations, even if an
interest in land was created.

But then itisurged that subsequent events show that the
shrotriyamdars acquired in one way or another an interest in the
land of the village that entitles them to work the quarries
without any obligation to make any payment to the Govern-
ment, In sapport of this argument their Lordshipy’ attention
has hbeen drawn to many matters and in particular fo the title-
deeds of the “ A” series of Exhibits, the extract from the jnum
register {Exhibit J), the regufntions, acts and standing orders
relating to inams and a land acquisition proceeding, Had these
materials stood alone they might well have been urged as
suggesting an inference that the original grant wasin terms-
that supported the plaintiffs’ claim as to what passed under it.
But in'the clearer light alforded by Exhibit I they lose their
evidentiary value and leave the terms as shown by that Bxhibit
in no degree obscured. No doubt words are to be found which
are in & sense appropriate to the plaintiffs’ claim, but they are

_used in a context to which they do not belong. Thus, to speak
of ¢ freehold ” in the connexion in which it appears, iy merely
a piece of inapt drafting, and caunot be regarded as a correct
description of the plaintiffs’ rights in this village.
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Even in this litigation there is the same incorrect tse of  Tus
SRCRETARY
words used, as where the payment demandel by the Govern- o grars rox
ment is spoken of as assessment, whereas the demand is fora  1xpn

payment in the nature of royalty for the use and consumption Srrxivass

of that which belongs to the Governmeat. Inaccuracies of this OraniAz.
class can in no way assist the plaintiffs. » Str
" LAWRENCE

Apart from the contention that thess materials furnish Jevzvs,
evidence of the terms of the grant, it is contended that & title
was thereby created in the shrotriyamdars to the quarries. But
it was rightly decided by the final Appellate Bench of the High
Court that the title-deed of the Inam Commissioners conferred
no higher title than was originally granted. There is language
in the Act of 1862 that might possibly be read as having the
effect for which the plaintiffs contend, but this was corrected by .
Act VIII of 1869, and it is now clear that though a larger
interest was created, nothing done under the Inam Commission
could vest in the inamdars a subject-matter not already belong-
ing to them.

-The land acquisition proceedings do not carry matters .any
farther, for even without any title to the guarries it may well
have been thought expedient, especially in the view then held
to proceed under the Act for the purpose of acquiring such
interest as the shrotriyamdars might have in the surface. And
at most these proceedings can amount to no more than action
taken under a misapprehension of the Govexnment’s legal rights,
and this could not make the law one way or the other, nor could
it affect the Government’s title, As affecting the ¢uarries none
of these matters had any ereative or disentitling force.

It must be conceded that expressions, which are ambiguous
and to some extent compromising, are used, and the reason for .
this is not far to seek. The Government of Madras have not
always adhered to the view they now hold. Thus in the
Standing Orders (Ed, 1890), it is declared that “the State lays
no claim to minerals in enfranchised inam lands”’ But this
view was changed, and in the edition of 1907 it is laid down
that  claims should be made to the State’s share in all mineral
‘produce in lands held on inam tenure” of the deseription- there
given. i - -
Anthorities dealing with the relative rights of a zamindar -
in-Bengal and those holding by subordinate tenure from him.

20-4 '
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Tar wore brought to their Lordships’ notice, and were claimed by
0'3';&%“;&‘ the appellant as conclusive in his favour. They refrain, how-
INB'“ over, from discussing them as this case turns on the true
Srivivasa  construction of the particular grant which is the foundation of
CmARIAT.  4he plaintiffs’ claim in this suit,
L.“‘ff‘im”mm Their Lordships therefore hold that this Appeal should be
Jesxins,  allowed. The ordinary consequence would be that the costs here
and in the Indian Courts should be thrown on the unsucecessful
respondents. Bub there are circumstances in this case which
induce their Lordships to depart from this rule. The value of
the subject-matter in litigation is far below the appealable value
and it was as a matter of favour that the defendant was permit-
ted to appeal, as this apparently was regarded a3 a case of
general importance. Moreover, the respondents’ vesistaunce to
the Government’s demand was not nnreasonable in view of the
latter’s earlior attitude in roference to minerals.
Their Lordships therefore think that there should be no order
as to the costs either here or below. '
Their Lordships accordingly will humbly advise His Majesty
to allow this Appeal, and to dismiés tho suit, There will be no
order as to the costa of this Appeal or of the lower Courts, except
that each side must bear its own,
Solicitor for appellant : Solieitor, India Ofice.
Solicitor for fespondents : Douglas Grant,
AMT.




