


Proceedings of the Madras Govern_mnt, J udscml Department,
]

: 4tk January 1864. : '
Read the following letter from P, GRANT, Esq., Magistrate of Coimbatore; to the

Honorable A. J. ARBUTHNOT, Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Sajnt George,
dated Coimbatore, 21st December 1863, No. 89. 5 & :

[ have the honor to forward copy of a letter from my Joint Ma.g_iatrate‘, dated l6fh iustant
No. 42, and to request the sanction of Government to defend the suit therein alluded to at tb; :
public cost.

+ 2. The particulars of the case are fully explained in Mr. Sullivan’s letter, and T neeq hardly
add anything beyond stating that, under the provisions of Act XVIIJ of 1850, the District Mdon-
siff has no jurisdiction, so far as the Sub and Joint Magis_trates areé concerned, and that his pro-
ceeding in admitting a suit, for the recovery of a fine imposed and confirmed on ‘appeal by the
above Officers under the Indian Penal Code, is irregular. ‘ , :

3. Translated copies of the Tamil ‘pépers, alluded to in Mr., Sullivan’s communication, gs
well as a copy of Mr. Roberts’ order confirming the Sub-Magistrate’s decision, are herewith
forwarded for the information of Government. " '

4. The date appointed for auswering the plaint is 22nd January 1864, and [ request that
the sanction solicited may be granted at an early date,

5. Asthe Board of Revenue have no jurisdiction in Magisterial matters, [ have thought

it proper to submit this application direct to Government, *

From H. E. SULLIVAN, Esq., Joint Magistrate of Coimbatore ; to P. GRANT, Esq., Magis-
trate of Coimbatore, dated Coimbatoref 16th December 1863, No. 42, 4

I have the honorto inform you that the Sub-Magistrate of Oodoomulpettah and myself
have been included as defendants in Q. S. No. 398 of 1863, on the file of the District Moonsiff of
Oodoomulpettah, and have been served with notices to appear before his Court on the 22nd
proximo.

2. The plaintiff in the suit is one Chinna Ramien, the Ist defendant one Eggy lyen, the
Sub-Magistrate of Qodoomulpettah and myself being included as 2nd and 3rd defendants,

3. The facts of the case are these:—On the complaint of Eggy Iyen, Chinna Ramien was
indicted before the Sub-Magistrate for mischief, and sentenced by that Officer in Calendar
No. 89 0f 1863 to pay a fine of 10 Rupees, or in default to undergo seven day's rigorous imprison.
ment under the provisions of Section 426 of the Indian Penal Code. On appeal Mr, Roi)erts
who was then Joint Magistrate, confirmed the decision of the lower Court, recording his reaaon;
for so doing.

4. Chinna Ramien sues Eggy Iyen, the 1st defendant, for damages, and the Sub-Magistrate
and myself to recover the 10 Rupées fine. The Moonsiff has clearly no Jurisdiction, so far as
we are concerned, but as the suit hag been taken on the file of his Court, T have the e i
request that you will obtain sanction for me to defend it, on behalf of the Sub-Magistrate and
myself, at the public expense. -

5. An extract from the Calendar of the Sub-Magistrate, and copies of the notice, and Mr,
Roberts’ order confirming the Sub-Magistrate’s decision, are herewith forwarded.

(True Copy.) e
(Signed) P. GRANT,
Magistrate.

——

No. 4. ORDER THERFON, 4th January 1864, No. 3,

The defence of the suit in question is authorized to be carriel on at the public expense
in the first instance; but it will be detsrmined hereafter, when a copy of the decroe is farnished,
whether the costs, if any, are to be borne by the Government or not.

(Signed) A, J. ARBUTHNOT, ;
Chief Secrelary.

Exd: J. ‘Tullech,
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