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. Proceedings f the M“d"a"GOv;’rn;néntl Judicial_Department,
Do for the'month of May 1860.7 |
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 No. #4. - Road the following: Pr¥¢cedings of the Bosrd of Revenue, dated 1st My 1860,

No. 2,110, | |

Read lotter from T. J. KNOX, Esq., Officiating Collector of Salem, to the Secretary to the
1. 7 - Board of Revenue, dated Royacotts, 3lst March 1860, No, 90. _
, With reference to an Extract from the Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated the 21s
April 1858, No. 1,412, and the Minutes of Consultation, dated the 8rd May 1858, No. 576,

 permitting Mr. Brett as Magistrato to filo an Appeal against the Decree of the Moofty Sudr

Ameen of Salem, in Original Suit No. 238 of 1856, I have the honor to forward herewith copies
of two decisions passed by the Civil Judge of Salem in Original Suit Nos. 64 and 65 of 1838, :

2. 'The Board will observe that both these decisions are in favor of the Appellants. Origi-

- pal Suit No. 64 was filed by the @nd, 8rd, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 10th and 12th, and the

other Suit No. 84 was filed by the Government in favor of the lst and 11th defendants, village
Moonsiffs and the Civil Judge has decreed the Respondents to pay to the Appellants all coats of

Suit both in Original and Appeal.
The Decres of the Civil Court in the Zillsh of Salem. Moofty Sudr Ameen's Court, Original

Suit No. 23 of 1856. -
Plaint{ffs. - Defendants.
1. Soobba Reddy. 1. Colunday. . =
2, Coolay Counden. 2 Maurun.
8. Sinnana Counden. 8. Mooken.
- 4, Aundy Counden. 4, Nienan.
. " . 5. Annamallay Counden. 5. Raumen.
= - 6, Anoomun. 6. Samoody.
7. Conary Oodian. 7. Vagoothandy. N
8. Soobban.
9. Malayalee Cawly.
10. Caryen.
‘ 11. Mauren.
) ‘ 12, Mothien: . .

Civil Judge's Court, Appeal Suit No. 64 of 1858,

Appollants [#nd, 8rd, 4tb, Bth, 6th, 7th, 8th,
9th, 10th and 13th Defendants].
' 1., Maurun.
2, Mooken.
: 3. Nienan.
. 4. Raumen.
+ 5, Samoody.
6. Vagoothaidy.
7. Socbben.
8. Malayalee Cawly.
9, Qaryen.
10. Moothlen;
By Vakeel Rungacharry.

Respondents [1st, #nd, Srd, 4th and 7th
Plaintiffs]. .
1. Soobba Reddy.
2. Coolay Counden.
8. Sinnana Counden.
_ 4 Aundy Counden.
5. Conary Oodisa.

s

" Plaintiffs sue to recover from Defendants Rupees 800 due on account of personal damages,
and Rupees 567 for the loss of produce, &c. sustained during their (Plaintifls) incarceration in

the Jails.

Total sum sued for being Rupees 1,567.

. Plaint sets forth that owing to s0m® grudge described in the Plaint, the Defendants-conspired

against the

Plaintiffs, and the 6th and 7th Defendants as Prosecutors, in Criminal case No. 85 of

1856, on.the file of the Sub Court, brought a false charge of gang robbery aguinst them, through
the assistance of the other Defendants on the 18th June 1856, which baving been found by the

Sub Judgo as false, be

roleased the Plaintiffs on the 15th July 1856. The Plaintiffs add that
owing to the Defendants’ acts as they have suffered, during their incarceration, loss of caste, loss
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of their professional income, and loss of the public regard onbthém

they sue as above. for the atonement of which,

- MT;; ;.rce ;gfu 1 1;12 Dtefix;]dalx;.u.mwer, that they being the village Moonsiffs, did their duties
. the charge. The}" adt'i' t(;mt :halglh;i;i“:-lg'omy mhen the comle‘nu gave their information of
Ma.giatr‘acy, and the 5th Plaintiff for :[llo;g' o s g ons hiva been B i Lable
work;:thﬁ;.rcéi;bor in irons, and that the persons of such characters are not entitled to damages.
he 4th, 5th, 8th, 9th and 10th Defendants answer, that they have been unjustly included in

the mit, while they are no parties in the Criminal case alluded to e
The 2nd and 8rd Defendants answer, that as the .
dhe complainants [s. ».,, 6th and 7th Defendants]
(Plaintiff's) field during the search, they have be;
The 6th and 7th Defendants answer,
in the search, the Plaintiffs were commi
false, they would have been punished for
The 12th Defendant answers that h

if the Criminal case,
Plaintiffs filed a reply,
also filed rejoinders;. but th

Y as witnesses have proved the ownership of
to tlfe property discovered in the prisoners's
0 unjustly included.

that the property robbed of them baving been discovered

tted to the Criminal Court and that i
, t if th e
false complaint, ¥ e charge wer

© has been unjustly included, while he was not a party

.nd t:]e 1).efend.nt‘.'ith the exception Ofthe 8th, gth’ loth md lgthb
Plaintifis’ filod eso pleadings contain matter of no information
i 8 copy of th .
question. Py of e sentence passed by the Sub Judge in the Criminal coe in

No documents were filed by the Defondants,

Fifteen witnesses . : . )
for 6th and 7th Defenc;zr;,eﬁ?ru}if ::; tb; , 2indifs; five for 1at and 1lith Defendants, three
12th Defendant, » th, 8th, 9th and 10th Defeudants and two for the

The Moofty observes that the sentence and the

witnesses clearly prove that the Def
accused them of the charge. vy

evidence of the Plaintiff"s 4th, 5th, and Gth

» with & view of insulti . . .

Alth L ing the Plaintiffs, wilfully

5th, 8th, 9th, 10th and 12;h witneu::gh 1t 1s evident from the testimony of the Plaintifi's 4th
» that they have suffered damages of produce yet it coulci

not be ascertained to what amount
. . ; unde ;
the Plaintiffs [with the exception of (b r these Circumstances, the Moofty awards to each of

5th, who
and then released on th s ' appears to have been ; iai
g Tee on-the expiration of term, and the 6th Plaint; once confined in th.,].ul
thdrawing his claim, subse an 6t intiff to have presented & petition

quent to the instityt; .
and a loss of produce, with interest md;:”::t::sﬁ of the suit,] 6o Rupees for personal damages

the grounds. (with the exception of the lst and 11th Defendants) appeal on
bm:::,ﬂ'fhe release of the Plaintiff by the Sub Co

ey were committed .
found in them. And 2ndly, the Plains; . lice authority, as the stolen property were
A}')pe]lants, therefore Pray for the reverss no loss of produce, nor is this proved. They,

The Respondents were declared oz parte o

The original sentence
passed by th

allude to the charge against the Plﬂ.inytiﬁ': >

fI‘h‘e case was dimissed, merely beca
conviction ; under thess circum
are village officers, and the others

. R who w Dease

sued for doing what they considered the; Qury.” Protecutors Rad it *inthe cuse, can bo

+ The mere dismissal of a crimi
nal charge, cannot ent; i
whom they have been prosecuted. Therefore theolo:net:dCOoE::’“c;
s

reversed. Respondents paying all the costs ig both Suits,

uborc'h'nato Judge does not, in the
» a8 having been a fabricated one.

use the evidence was

to get damages from those by

time has been confined in the Jail, employed in publis -

slightest degree,

ecision appears unjust and is  °

caae 8
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Costs incurred by the Appellant in the appeal— :
Value of Stamp papers under Section XIIT, XIX and XX,'Regulation X111 of 1816. 21 0 0
Batta for Summons’ peon........coeeueennnes rasrenrenne Creereerentanaetistesastsins seaasracotns 240
Pleader’s fees under Act No. I of 1846............ evevenreaee cnrerestrie e saaseasranante

Total Costs... 38 4 0

Costs to be paid by the Respondents to Appellants......ccooeeeene vatenerenianeaeeres 3840

Decroed on the 30th September 1859. , ,
Sealed, signed and delivered on the 7th March 1860, The period for making a special will,

expire on the 7th June 1860.
: (Signed) A. W. PHILLIPS,

Acting Civil Judge.

The Décree of the Civil Court in the Zillah of Salem. Moofty Sudr Ameen’s Court, Ori-

ginal Suit No. 23 of 1856. R :
Plaintiffs. . Defendants,

1. Soobba Reddy 1. Colunday.
£. Coolay Counden. - 2, Mauram.
8. Sinnana Counden, 3. Mooken.
4, Aundy Counden. ) 4. Nienan,
5. Annamally Counden. 5. Raumen.
6. Anoomun. "~ 6. Samoody.
7, Conary Oodian. 7. Vagoothandy.
l , 8. Soobban.
9. Malayalee Cawly. -
10. Caryen.
11, Mauren.
12. Mothien.

. Civil Judge's Court, Appeal Suit No. 84 of 1858. : _
Appellants [1st and 2nd Defendants, Respondents [1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 7th Plaintifa].
Village Moounsiffs]. ' 1. Soobba Reddy. 7 :
1. Colunday. 2. Cf)olay Counden. )
2. Mauren. 3. Sinnana Counden,
By vakeel Goolamoosain Saib. | ; é::i; Cotll(lil;g:f].

The object of this Appeal is to set aside the decision passed by the Moofty Sadr Amfn in
the above Original Suit No. 28 of 1856, against which a l.epnrnte-éppenl, I’.Io. 64 of 1858, has
alao been freferred by other Defendants from 2 to 12,  In this a-decmon by this Court was passed
reversing the Original Decree under the reasons assigned therein. Therefore the Court charges

the Respondents with tho costs in both Original and Appeal Suita.
Costs incurred by the Appellants and other Defendants in the Lower Court. Rs, 183 11 4

.Do. do. Reapondenu and other Plaintifis  do. do...... vreererans s 140 12 8
Do. dc;. - Appellant in the appeal..c.cs v S s 324 8 O
" - Value of Stamp papers under Section XIIT and XX, Regula- . , s

tion XIIT of 1816....cvveeveennnns ferersrenenrainrees rrerranenaerarerens .. 21 0 O
Batta for SUmMONE’ PEODE..ccviriiirisreantriteiienneinnesirees - 812 0

Pleader’s fees under Act No. 1 of 1846...ccciiivinriiinnn. cererees 15 0 0 , 38912 @

S Total Costs... 364 4 0

Costs already paid by the Respondents and other Plaintiffs......cco.cooeniiinniiie, 1833 11 4

Do. to be paid by the Respondents to Appellants and other Defendants...... 180 8 8

. St

Decreed on the S0th September 1859,
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Sealed and signed onsthe 7th March 1860. The period for making a special will exp
the 7th June 1860.

o | (Sigued) A. W. PHILLIPS, : -
| . 4cting Civil Judge,
.. (True Copies.) ' .
SRV ~ (Signed) T.J. KNOX,
N . Officiating Collector.

Trom Governmert, 8th, in Coosultation, 21st April 1858.
Board's Proceedings, 21st April 1358,

ment with reference to the correspondence noted
Prom Governmg 3rd 1a Consaltation, 20th May 1848,

in the margin.

2, The Officiating Collector forwards for
information copies of the Decrees in Appeal
Suits Nos. 64 and 84 of 1858, on the file of the
Civil Court of Salem.

8. The original Suits were instituted in
the Balem Mufty Sadr Amfn's Court by seven
Rayats of Yegoor and Audyur against the
Munsifs of thoso villages and ten others, for
an alleged conspiracy to prefer against Plaintiffs
a false charge of Robbery. The charge was
not sustained before the Sub Court, and Plaintiffs consequently sued for damages, and loss said
to have been sustained during their incarceration. The Mufty Sadr Amin gave judgment against

the Defendants, and adjudged them to pay to five of the Plaintiffs 60 Rupees each, or 300
Rupees in all and costs.

4. Aguinst this decision Appeals were preferred to the Civil Court by the Munsifs at the
expense, and under the sanction of Government, and by the other Defendants of their own accord.
The decisions of te Civil Judge now forwarded, reverse the original Decreo of the Mufty Sadr
Amfo, and direct the Respondents to pay all costs both in the Original and Appeal Suits.

(True Extract.)

+

-, Murry Sapr Awie's Courr, SiLmn.
L. QOriginal Bait No. 23 of 1¢56.

. Soobbe Reddey and 6 others, Plaint:fs,

 Oulunday and 11 others, Defendents.

oo
Lo,

In Tas Crvin Court or Rarax.

Appea! Bait No, 64 of 18 58.
Mauren and 9 others, Pleinti

Boobba Reddy and 4 others,

Ix THE sadm Covurmr.
Colanday and HAPMVHM%M of 1858
onday and Mauren unsiffe, Plotniiffs,
Boobba Eoddy and 4 others, Defondants.

(Signed) J. D, SIM,
Secretary.

-,

-

No. 45. : Oxprr TEERION, 18th May 1860, No. 614. b 1
To be recorded.

o

(Signed) T. PYCROFT, “
Chisf Secrelary.

Exd. 8. T, Augustio.

ire on |

Submitted for the information bf Go.vernm

i
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2

Soobbs Beddy and 6 others, Plainiifs. - and 84 of 1858, on the file of the Civil Court of Salenf.
iy sod 11 others, Defendants. L A
Ol wd / ‘a . 8. The original Suits were instituted in the
’ IrAm 8uit No. 64 3('1858- . Salem Mufty Sadr Amin’s Court by seven Rayats of -

No. 2,110.
Ppocgepmes or TAS Boamp or Ravewur, dated 1st May 1860.
Read the following letter from the Officiating Collector of Salem, dated 31st March 1860;

[
No, 80 :— .
. .. (In Con., 8rd April 1860, No. 1,508.)
b ) . » Submitted for the information of Government,
From Government, 8th, in Oon, g1st Apxil 1888. with r1eference to the correspondence noted in the
Board P ﬁ;n..li%}%sl'nq 1358, margin, ~ . . . v
~ From Governmeat, 3rd, in 0% > The Offciting Collestor formards for "

: Gaony, SALL i .
: lm(')f? ,Smlsfhﬂ}l"; 3 of 1856 mation copies of the Decreés in Appeal Suits Nos. 64

Maar. Yand § others, Plai Yesoor and Audynr against the Munsifs of those villages
Boobb Boddy and 4 others, Defendni Vo nnedgten others, foyrfhllloged conspiracy to prefer against
App rms s Qovae. - Pliintifis @ false chirgoe of Robbery. The chargs was
Odundaﬁnﬁmwﬁml Plaintifs. 1ot syustainedt before the Sub Court, aod Pldntﬁ
Soobbe y wnd 4 m Dy cansequently sued for damages, snd loss said to have
' boen m ined during thelr incarceration. The Muftyi' Badr Amin gave judgment against tl.m
Defendants, and adjudged them to pay to five of the Plaintifts 60 Rupees each, or 300 Rupees in
mmd‘sm! t rred to the Civil Court by the Munsifs at th
g . . .. ()3 { } o
b i shis decmor.l Appee e prove db tljee thtar' Defzzdnnti of ethai‘:nown accord.
experse, and under the sanction of Government, and by the othier -
The *scisions of the Civil Judge now forwarded, reverse the original Decree of the Mufty Sadr

Amin, and direct the Respondents to pay all costs both in the Original and Appeal Suits.
: : (A true Extract.)

To 3. D. Bourdillon, Esq., Secretary to Govemmeﬁt, R. D.

Copy to T. J. Knox, Esq;, Officiating Collector of Salom.

e e e
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