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redbar s L o i Su1te—ﬁBu11d:mgs (Chingleput) occiusl ;ih:yoz—i:”o?:;elxeigueglw’5 shect.c

2w E P "@,\, W AL .'*Mﬁ que, at, Madilrantakan rent not paid to S

‘ul@r iled in ’rhe ‘District Munsif? court, Ch:mgrleput—-defence of Sult‘-”eque“ted“ i '4'

4 Otatian Nadras at < Dat ed 97_6_1950

-~ ." thr

-t s

Sri AF, afascav'enhas =
decretarv, Beard o;f' Revcnue .

- .-

" Sps W, i .S, oattlanathan, PR A _ Q{\) i el
s < tey 'Comu%s:Lmer of “and Hdevenue " S
; ’ o A S Read. lelcctor of Chlngrleput Re, 9817—-—50 A7 Uated To—-(>-1950, with a cony o
| " A letter from the Government Pleader Chingleput 196 duted 5-6- -195 g
amdi letter from Lhe Yiractor of Public Instruction, Hadras8tG—ms
dated 8-(»-50 _ S . ﬁ’) v
Heference:—— s

¥ .

~>ubr1t‘r ed to the Government . " i '

ST e O The Roar-d rec ormengs ’rhat r‘a.nctlon nar be accorded for the
defecne of the )111{’ in' 3,8 Vo, 1;73/50 on the file of the District Munl 5if7 conrt,
Chinglenut and that the draft wrl_jf_eq qtaf e-"icnt 1&11(:,}1 :L, 5 .n QT“(lgr mv be
appmved i AP T e e

':/’ ot S it For ﬂeC""(‘tdry -

+ Te the bccretamr to 'Gove‘vnmcnt h1evcnue Jcpartnent w:.th a copy of | the dvaﬁ;
{W ‘wrltten stdter:ent. g5l 0 . A0

ey *
. ! ok fumy t

<..‘ ——, ¢ »
o Capy °f lettcr o 9817/50 AT dated 16th June 1950 fron the Collector of
i ‘-'Ll ‘gleput B tO x,hc‘ Beard @f Re\ren e.

&

ks 481 49 i : “aia
--Bwuﬁ‘dmgs occupled by the Oi‘i‘ ce of the Deputy Insmctor of

51‘10018'!11: Hadurantakan rent not paid to the owner fropn 3
Agz;ust 45 suit filed in ’rhe DlStr-lct Mma’iff Cou_'nt Chlngleput
b 1‘73 e d’f‘em' of’ tfle suit ~'3amt¢m—-v~e-cmested

fmn THe Du-ect@r of Publlc Instruct;.@n, Madras 866—1\-2 l,.8 dated

. _/..
: 8 ¥ 50 ol Vo Ry Bl ) ! dOPAN A . '
br:l. M. ftliralkssgu Harasimhigh riar ”j&i{r‘mg}‘tp, Chln{ﬂeput Hent Aiobiealiar
8 e nt. I.‘ ;.;11 e :f‘::.r-st week of Janlmrwy 1950 threatening to file
g (i : »;VL.. i R v.s %l dillmd t.Ll t }[: 81.11‘1 Qf P.s.392/" bﬁlng h.’ rent (11.9 to hlI] fo’,‘
1.8 J ' A mgaa rantalan i = o ol GEE e i e
} M .Pect"r 'of_ -'2"” hlfcrg ug:st ASPms Het paid tel 1iim This notice spL1 7
L o the 17!«3 or Qf Ubllc ‘ ®, S Wa
tien as the collector had. rwt d In }“_N 1on, Madras for necessary
| , g~ 20 8s tg; amm:;tl*fue to ’t, : ; o ' ' t‘
. NN (B0, L T3del 5 hict 12 hag filed a sui
; v g i Lor ; “ ng th? -state of Mm Iras ag Chmgl.l.emt A impleading
N | Rs,392/= due to him, t ey th'e;“h.ﬂuse rent nenty Praying for a decree

'I?s'i!‘a 1 abmpe with

{ i tes that t ount” ‘1 b;Y & pl t 3 .,m,sn’ct"” 91‘ uchoelq concerned,

by el LR gt » i\ RN tat vhat the plaintiff.ig t wills % Instmotlnn, Madms

! Y ren B an full, oHe'd S ¥ the suit, thxeugh the

2 SN T | and a written statenemt, pyya, iy N B RS  the suit may be

S A A C-,é(vernment. A copy of the letten 45 afte
= L. : 1 ' o 5, Gopies ef_the plaint, and
-6-1950 are also enclosed, F T e r's

15 6, The summons with g copy of A | r's letter dated

SRR R (825250 and ”IPPM“' S0 BeiE ke e g i "‘Pcemd In this office o

ke .Ths Govemment, Fleader hag proys £0 take N8 the writhen stot enent,

@f npxt hEaY'ing. | & "’héﬂl : Lk : j O Mne e
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Cepy of letter Rc.lo. 866 A2/4L8 dated 8-B-50.
SHEEEEE \
From the Di."*'ect‘or of Public Instruction, Madras to the collector of Chingleput
Saidapet. 1 3 '
Ao Sub: Suit--Building--Office of the Deputy Tnspector of
scheels, Madurantakam lange~regarling payment of rent
fef: Your letter Rd.No. 9817/50 A7 dated 18-5-50,
The arrears of rent due from the office of the Deputy Inspector of Schools,
Madurant akam l”"ang,e from 1-8-45 to 31-3-1950 has been paid on 3-6-50
te Sri M.B. Lakhsminarasimhachariar. But, the Deputy Inspecter of Schools,
reperts that the party is net’ willing te withdraw the suit. I therefore request
yoeu te advise the Government Pleader, Chingleput, to prepare the draft weitten
%Latfemen-tﬁChing-%ggg;t;i;g:mpam,.ftllﬁg,;(ﬁ;’?aft»,..whittm statenent in consultatiean with
vhe Deputy Inspector of Scheols » tadurantakan fange and to defend thesuit. ile
may also be requésted to get the case posted to a distant date S0 as to get the
Droft Written Statenent approved by Government. It is presumed that the
appreval of Gevernment will be obtained by yeu.
Copy ef letter dated 196 dated 5-6-1950 from the Govt. pleader,. Chingleput, to the
collector of Chingleput “aidavet. e
BaB: ltoc,0, 9817/50 A7 dated 18-5-50. |
Sub: S.C.No. 463 of, 1950 Chingleput Dt. Munsiff¥s Court. - A
The Deputy Inspector of Schoels, Madurantakam met me vesterday(/,-6-50)
and informed me that the entire amount claimed i.e., Rs392/- was paid to
plaintiff under a receipt dated 3-56-50 in pursuance of the proceedings of the
Director of Public Instructiond ated 25-,-59.  The plaintiff would not withdraw
the suit ani waive his clainm fer costs of suit., Hence I have sent through him
a draft written statement confirming the same to the nen-liability for costs of
suits, In case the defence of the s it for costs isd ecided upen by Gover'nment,
JOU may have the written statement signed and sen€ to me, . L an applying for and
obtaining adjournment an 15-6-1950 for filing writen statement pending yeur reply
he files shown to me by the Deputy Inspector of Schoels were taken back by him. 7
' ' /True Copies/- ' '

.......

i —————

o Versus Ik .
State of Madras represented by the Collector of Chingleput Dt. Uefendant.,
-— v
Written staterent of the defendant under ‘Opder VIIT Rule J.C,P.C,
1. The address of the defendant is the same as that given in the plaint and
that of the Gevt Pleader, Chingle put . ! - 2
2. The Syit is vexatieus and unsustainable in law, The entire atount
claimed was paid to plaintiff en 3-6-50. and a Stumped receipt was obtained
therefar. Thus the claim was satisfied in full, and this defendenat "is iz
net liable for cests of this suit as the arrears of rent remained unpaid ohly
under the circumstances following:. gl oo 1 % i . '
3, M.B, Raghavacham‘.ar s the former of the house in question died in “ugust 1945,
Another rortiem of the sarie heuse was occupied by the Health Officer for which
fer abcut a year the widew of the said Raghavachariar was receiving rent, lWhen
the plaintiff asked for rent for this portion, he was required on 18=9=45 to
obtain a certificate frem the village runsiff er the Tahsildar te have 'a
verification of his claim. He weuld not furnish either but wrote on 10-12-45
: - AR liiel B
te say that he was net in a hurry for the rent and ‘it may paid when he produced
the certigicate, He lefaulted to do do inspite of several reninders from tine
to time in 1946 and 1947,
he It was ascertained that tle late faghavacharia¥ had left a son and widow.
The ‘sen had died leaving widow and a miner sen., Thus the possible claimants to :
rent were (1)the plaintiff (2) widew of Raghavachari and (3) Miner sen ef! Hanghachari
(Raghawachari 's sen), In view of there being several claimants, plaintiff was
dsked to bq pass a receipt as manager of his family er te give in indemnity, i
and plaintiff agreed to furnish an indemnity bend by his letser d"affl‘{1 ”"’!-ng
but he did net de se in Spite of repeated requests tof, e, Plaintiff did ne
agree to pass ag receipt as manager of his joint family. lNer weuld he o
agree to pass a jeint, receipt aleng with the other pessible clajﬂ{na{lts' i otice
; 5. Under all the circunstances aforesaid, the rent remsined upaid w?d : ;62 Sk
of suit was given and the ratter was being ivestix[;ated, plaint Pf hastenec ~01
file this suit, Preceedings directing payment of vent to plaintiff was PABRGE
on 25,450, and this spite® was filed en 27-4-50, This defendant is not liable

‘‘‘‘‘ S 3 '}] e
£ but, Bravs that thel s & may be dismised with costs of ;
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In the caurt of the District Munsi £f, Uh.ﬂ’_ng'l_e-.put, Sc.lNe. 473 of 1950,

———F e

Between: - n
M.E, Lakshminarasimhasichariar Plaintifs
and
State of Hadras represented by the Collector, Chingleput
District.
- Plaint under Urder ViI Ryle I, and Act IX of 1887,
1. ML, Lakshmarasimhazachriar, aged Ll, adopted sen of Srintvasachariar
Brahrin, Vaishanavite, Advecate, Chingleput--Plaintife, -

The address for service is the same as above.

2. State of Malras, reprasented by the Collector of 9}1111g1e}n1t
office at Saidpeat., Usfendant ,
2. The plaintiff is the landlord of the prenises o, 22, Chunarpet, High

Read, lMawurantakam, 5 -
L. The upstair premises Door Mo, 22, a’eresaid is being occupied b e

d-fice of the Deputy Inspector of Schoels, Madurantakam at Ps.7-0-0 X

per mensemn,

5. The plaintiff is entitled to recesive the rent of the pPremises as the
landlerd of the premises. ‘he rent of the premises has not been paid frem
August 1945, Mp, N.B. Raghavachariar was drawing the rant of the Office of
the Deputy Inspector of Schools t3ill he died. M,B, Haghav chari A S”illi":raqa
Achari were undivided brethers, The plaintiff is the natural sen of S;‘iniva;a
chariar who died long age. There had been ne partitien between them m;d i
Raghavachariar was the the manager of the jeint fanily consisting of himself, his
sen Ranghachari and the plaintiff. At the time of the death of Haghavaéhl{vfi the
surviving male mqm%igers of the family were the plaintiff and the sons of Rapel, R
(whe died subseqméhj y)_ The sons of R: {;h}ﬁ]’lari abe minara. The - ain‘r?_%féﬁ ari
is the manager of the joint, family. As the plaintiff is the landlerd of ‘the
premises occupied by the office, he is entitled to receive rent.

6, The plaintire applied for payment of the rent to hin as the man
Jeint family but the rent has been withheld en sone pretext or other t373 now
.7. * sum ef Bs 392~0-0 is mew due te plaintiff from the defendant f;:—the :
office occupied by the Deputy Inspector of Schoexlg, - :
8. The plaintiff issued netice of suit dated 5-1-1950 ror Payment of tp
rent due., The notice was enly}a cknowledged by the defendant ol 9-1-1950 'ed
there has been ne reply and the arrears of rent have net been pdld 317 noan
Hence the suit, A
9. The cause of action fer the suit arose on the date . :
premises by the Deputy Inspecter of cheols in Aupust 1Qz§ Ocaggpgile?lof e
dates when the rent accrued and fell due and op 10-12-46, 22 e g-'—? subsequent
7-5=47 and 20-5-47, When the defendants' officers have,ackm;w]t ; d‘h-l{]’
ligbility te pay the arrears of rent and subge Tently when pems edged the '
~in-dium at Madurantakam village where the Prenises is sifu;l't:ed a(.:cr_‘.led de—die-
jurisdictien ef this ceurt, : within the
10s The plaintiff values the relief sought. fer at Ps,309_ 1
of Rs.%O—O—-O 3.392-0-0 an.
11, the plaintiff prays for a decree against the . ) .
subsequentix interest aml costs, tefendant. for P~‘3?2—0-0 with
Details of valuatien,
Rent from 1st August 1945 te 31-3-1950
Court fee theron A R0

» having his

ager of

l pays a caurt fee

R30392"‘0-0
30-0-0

List of decuments.
1. Suit netice cepy
2 Acknewledgement receipt of defendant
3eVakil for plaintiff: I declare that the facts stated abev

best of my knewledge, infermatien and belief and sifded this
Chingleput on 27 -4-50, lfbe 1ie

e are true to the
verificatien at
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recelved from the Government Pleader;ﬁhinglepug are submitte
4} :
[geiuaﬁ

%
) .
| g 7 A% 11, 10, 50
it : or'g letter No., 9817-50-A « 11,10,
igp{hgfsggi2§éigutoG%i%iikgénf, Edu;atioﬁ\Depart@ent, through the
Secregary to Board of Revenue, Land Revenue, Madras,

ETIT L

il

; nect : hoolsg- Madurantakap defe
ffice of the Devuty Insvector of Sc_ : o
E?? 2he gtage of Madras sanctioned-result of tlhe Sult repomrte
Ref: ngbﬁitﬁid.lgﬁo Educatjon.Denartment dated 8-7-50 ana letter
f;oé ﬁﬁe.éovernment Pleader, Chingleput 358 dateq 30-9-50_

Sub: Suit - D.M,.C-Chingleput 8.C. 473 of '50 - Bullding occupleq by i
: . o o Py c :‘

N
|

J

T ! : : smlsges 4~8-50 wi g 4
the sult mentioned above was dismlssed on 14 With conte
of the vlaintiff, 1, e. R, 52/- coples of the Judgement ang decree;mﬁtnngf

d herewity,

2/- In his letter 310 dated 20-83-80 the Government Ple&dep
Chingleput/has stated that no apneal lies in this case apg that the
only way of questlioning the decree for coate 1s by fil{ng 2 revision
petition in the High Court, He lhas further stgted that there Lalne
use filing a revision netition as the chance of having the decras
Peverced ara very remote since tlie Revisional Jurisdictlon will be
exerclsedegnly In caces whare the Judgement sought to be TeVergeg 1a
agalnst #lw, A copy of the Governmant Pleader! e letter 34 encloseg
If deemed Tit, the ovinion of tha Government pleader Madn, may
obtained and further action taken 1f necescary, RY be

Conv of the letter No.L, 300 from the Government Pleager ol ;
t. to the Collector of Chinglevutd t, Saidapet, dateq go_é_50-ng1enut

Ref, 9817.80-A7 Sc.No. 473 or 1950 Chingleput-Distriey Munsy oy

Coupt.

The case was heard on 31,7.1950 and Judgement; Was pngp
decreeling coete agalnat tie defendant (Government).. The cop 4o 2Unced
related only to costs clalmed by plalntif, as the digtpyn. 3

Officer had pald the amount claimed after the Institutigy o§°%ﬁa§i§na1
» u t %
ET I have apnlied for a copy of the decree any Judgement

@ppeal lies against the decree in a gmall cause suit, The o < No
Quest¥ning the decree fonr costs ig by filing a Revisiop pet
High Court. I do not think thers 1g any ugse filing 5 revi
as the chances of havlng the decrea reverged are Very ra
Revigional Jurisdlction wil) be exermcigeq only in Casey
SOught to be reversed jig agalnst law, Howsver T shall
the copy of the decres’ gpg Judgement as soon ae they ane &b

1 request you to havae g Tee of pe. 20 /- -
for having conteste the sujt, e 20/ Sanctioneqg 1%

/true copy/

r 0~
h " : For Sec;neta/y/‘ c[/
yru.7/11/p., |
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