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Proceedings of the Madras Governmenty Judicial Department,
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Read the following papers :—
i

FOB. Riols 3. W. CHERRY, Esg,, Civil Judge @ Salem; %o C. F. CHAMIER, Esq.,
Registrdr of the Sudder Udalut, Mated 21st February 1862, No. 10.

I have the honor to furnish the explanation called for by you under date 19th February
1862, received by me this day, agreeable 1o the Ordets of Government, 17th February 1862,
No. 248, on paragraphs 13 to 25 of Mr., Adrocate General’s letter to Government, 15th
I'ebruary 1862.

2. On 'Phursday evening the 19th December 1861 at the close of a long day in Court, the
Vakeel for the Plaintiff in an original suit subsequently filed In whis Court, made a verbal appﬁ-
cation to me to write at once 10 the Collector to retain in his possession certain property alleged
to have been zufted by him, and about to be made over lo one Appoo Row the next morning ;
the Collector being at that time ol circuit,

3. The Vakeel represented that it was a matier of the greatest moment® that the Col-
lector should be at once addressed, and that he wished to send him the communication by
a special messenger. '

4.  Accordingly bhe was {urnished by me with an official letter ‘the copy of which I
eunclose.

5, 1 was under the impression at the time that [ wrote to the Collector, that he was
merely making over certain lands and property in dispute, which had been under his attach-
ment, and the course thus pursued by me is one that is usvally adopted between Judge and
Collector, and has been more than once followed by my predecessors.

6. The Advocate General in the 23¢d paragraph says, « this disposal of legal business
by :p;‘ivagevtl!ei't‘e-rm &e.,” and again ©a private letter is no authority, &c.”

7. I beg to submit that mine was not a private but an official letter, directing the Collector

- to do nothing until he received formal orders from the Court, and which letter 1 think 1 was

bt

* justified in sending upon the urgent representation made to me at the time.

8. Had I been aware that the Collector had been made a parly to the snit as Sth Defen-
dant, it would have no doubt been more regular to have issued the same directions in the form
of an order, tantamount to an injumction.

9. Au injanction to the st Defendant and the appoiniment of a receiver were formally
moved for, evidence tendered and the ivjunction granted under this Court’s signature, on the
8th February and communicated to the Collector through the Government Pleader upon his
application on the 15th February.

10. The appointment of a receiver which would have relieved the Collector of the charge
of the property, the Court finds some dificulty in making, and though that officer has begged
to be relieved, it seems not improbable that I shall be unable from force of circumstances to

comply with his request, and that he will continue in charge of the certain lands other than
the Poliem.

11. 1 may in conclusion as well mention that I have received no intimation that there

was an action in the Supreme Court against the Secretary of State for a part of the same
property sued for in this_Court.

From J. W, CHERRY, Esq., Civil Judge of Sulem; to H. A. BRETT, Esq., Collector of Salem,
dated 19th December 1861. : : '

Adverting to an application verbally made this day to me, by Soobramunya Iya, Pleader on
behalf of Pethamoothooveerammanee, I have the the honor to request you will be so good as to
retain possession of the properby alleged to have been zufted by you and about to be made over
by you to Appoo Row until you hear again from this Court.

(True Copy)
(Signed) J. W. CHERRY,
Civil Judge.
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Proceedmgs of the Madras Government Judicial Department,
4th J‘Iaﬁh 1862.

No. 30.

Forwarded to Government with reference to their Order dated 17th instant. Thé Judges
{bstain from making any remarks upon the Civil Judge's explanatory qommﬁnication. as it
\ffects matters under judicial cognizance. '

‘..

By Order,
‘Svnbmngog:%w \ (Signed) C. F. anmEB, PROCEEDINGS oF rym :lifm:s Gw’:lgh;ih
LEGISTRA FICE, - = - b Ave verue, da
o 1868, L A ek *ﬁ*’-h, T Read the following I Proeeedmgs of zheNBm g
R = ey R i

No. 38. Read the following Proceedings of Government in the Revenue Department, dated
25th February 1862, No. 412, :

‘ (In 0 ¥ i
Communicating certain papers relative to the) i
duputed succession to the Poliput of Ankusa- ‘ Foma‘rdeﬂ to tho Goﬂec&or §
f:,’; ‘:Z‘itth:hf Z”:&?Z’Z’?fmoidfeﬁi’fiﬁ'_i,"’ ‘;;:;’z; \,.(V‘d" Proceedings Revenue Department, dated will, W‘“"“““‘! for the ‘“‘&mﬁ‘m of Q" _ s
Rau as the Poligar to the Estate should b 25ih February 1862, Nos. 501 and 502.) 3 “W t%quﬁ'eﬁ. : ¥ RS SR LUt Dol STRL Pl el B 3 £
defended on the ground that it is an aot of g, The Gollectoxs nepott on t.l\e Salem Snm! before Governw ;, . 1 ¥ g
State. . : e b o ISR SRS SR R T 8
Eath L W il R ’(A trne meet.i : 1‘

. No. 89.  Read the following Proceedings of Government in the Revenue Department, dated, o ST b (¢ 7

26th February 1862, No. 423.

Commumcatmg with reference 1o Proceedings of |

Gopernment, No. 248, dated 17¢h instant, |
copy of @ letter from the Collector of Salem be
reporting 0% the private property and lands
of the deceased Poligar of Aunkusagird,

(Vide Proceedings Revenue Department dated :
96th February 1862, Nos. 5.4 and 525.)

—
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(SIM) C. G‘ Wﬂ&
SHARL: DaputySmcwyio Gwmﬂi

No. 40. DeDER THERLOR, Btk Biarch 1862, No. 366.

Copies of the above papers, and the enclosures in original received with the Proceedings of

Government in the Revenue Department, will be forwarded to the Advocate General, in reference
to paragraphs 13 to 25 of his letter of the 5tk February,

e

(Slgned) T, PYCROFT >
CIazej Sacrctary. b

To the Board of Revenue.
,» Judicial Department with original enclosure.

Exd. F. Cartledge,
Exd. S. T. Augustin.
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PROCEEEDINGS OF THE mwms aorﬂﬂﬁmm'_ e

Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Baeveﬁue dated 2lst'ﬂebmary ISGQ,NO 1.266%-‘- ‘ A 1
Read the following letter srom the Collector of Salem, dated 18th Fe'bmuy 1862, No. 31. ey

(In Cons. 5’20th February 1862, No. 991} fon o
; 1. Ordered to be mbmtwﬁ to Gﬁemmggﬁvith
' ﬁ}fﬁ;"mwzﬂ dxted 20th Pebruary 1861, yeference 10 the ennespondence nowd m the-m rgin,
: omummu,mmamusm, Neos. and with the Board's recomme’ fation that th e
ek s of the Suit at tﬁeix‘iwblﬁe':'péﬁse'. ,'", anctioned. . - _
9. The Plaintiff Pedda Mudu Vira Ummani of Ankusagiri is the widow of ﬁw&‘%ﬂﬁ;' B In
who as eldest son succeeded his father Kunpu Gowda ul’ﬂm&“‘lﬂd was himself ana:eede"dz W W
his second half brother Timmaraza Gowda, alter whose death withont issue @heimm,e yassed Lt 0,
his (Timmaraza’s) widows, the junior. of whom VtrsUmmam died on 15th Fébmqu lw eaving 3 2
a Will ins favor of her oW sister Akkachi Ummam, widow of Careynmﬂf wda, wh e
youngest half brother of Timmaraza Gowda, and‘ died during his’ ife-time. j A
LR 3. The snccession to the Poliam on Vira’ Mmum's deceasew Awmié&by Gu',' gment 0 7
* 'Dlhwoy Appa | R6u, as the eldest grandson of Poligar Kunpt Gowda through bis eﬁatdmiﬁie*?“ PP
TR s the Government are aware an action of Ejectment and abill of cotﬁpﬁﬂﬂt@h Eq,m‘} | ;
: hm Been brought against Government in the Supreme Couxt by Akkacht U f nani ( 3
lﬂéhgth of her sister’s Wlll

5. "The Plaintiff in the present Suit in the Satem Com-t clmms ho mhentrq't‘
: "'j'lﬁ‘h'-t property under the &‘fmﬂu Liaw as senior widow.

) ﬁ“ “The Board ubmthh: the y!'eswt Boh
‘the Mitacshara 0

.' AVl :*ﬁthgom' : s s Puading::
- gﬂha Sudder Court’ ‘ﬁee\an that the sumvmg m&ows in :.he Anknmgm famtly were ennﬁed' :
_only to maintenance, “But be the right as heir to the persona\ property of the last Pohgar with

i, l”\’hoﬁ it may, Weta ct‘mbe no question ¥ whatever that under the Decrees. of the Court of Sudder! Wl
Y Adalat, poted in the margin, the Estate being of the pature A5
otk 8 i .: ¥ 'g{;‘ of a Zaminddri not held under an Istimrari Sanad the
' ,:o ki U 1.317: decision as to the succession to the. Poliput rested with B
Uy N g Government, and that in nominating Dalavoy Appa Réu g

‘ w be Pohgar, the G‘overmﬁent acted in the fall exercise of theu' nghu 'mth whu:h the Courts
 have o power to intexfere. :
7. The Draft answer submmed by the Collector declares that he holds the personal
property merely as interim custodian for the rightful owner, to whom he is ready to deliver ib
on production of evidence of right, and s0 far appears to the Board to be. Wmlble ; but
it goes on to declare that the Poliput i held on Infm tenure, and that eomegwmly t.hejms&m.
tion of the Court is barred by Regulation IV of 1831, and Act XXXI af AR, - 7

8. The Board consider thut the defence is here placed on antlre\ym gtmmﬂl. There
is nothing whatever to ghow that the Estate is of the nature of an Iném, 1t pays?a Peskash of
e IV PEEE 7.940-]3-4 and although this amovnt 28 compared with the computed reyenues at the :
present time, Vize Rupees 20, (00, n ay apjear? favorable rent, yet it isto be remembered that
the family is of great antiquity, that according 10
Soe Bosrl's Proccedings sbove quoted. Mr. Cockburn’s information, the Ankusagiri Poliam had in
1822 been some 450 years in their possessions and that the
dlSpropomon of revenue to Peshkash was probably far less when tba State charge oo tha Estate
was first fixed, than it now is. i R
9. The Board would, therefore, modify the conclusion of thc Oolliemrigdn& nmwer in
the following manner, ¢ and that the Poliput of Anlmlagu:l being of the ture pi mZ;mindﬁn -
~“not pemanent\y cettled, succession 10 it depends upon " the will of the TalmEROWED Lo
“fully declared in the decrees of the Court of Sndde’bAdﬂnx in S"_v Nos. 6 of 1807, ;

.
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