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No. 191;  Read the following letter from the Civil Judze of Coimbatore, to the
Chicf Scerctary to Government, Tort Saint George; dated Coimbatore,

10th December 1865, No. 17.

Adverting to the Proccedings of Governnent, Public Works Department, dated
18th August 1863, and to the Order of Government the‘roop, dated 2ud September
1865, calling upon me ¢ to inquire and report as' to Lieutenant Colonel Walker’s
¢ represcntation, touching the conduct of Vakecl TII‘OOI'Dala Iyengar and the Moonsiff
¢ of Bhowany,” [ have the honor t(? sta’co. that I .consnd.er the latter Officer to have
been guilty of untruthfulness and of illegality and incfficiency, and the Valkeel not to

have Acted rightly in the matter rcferred to,

2 A.s reépects the Moonsiff, the scttlement of Issues in the suit was fixed for

the 31st of August.

3. The Moonsiff asserts* that Mr. Lowry appeared in Court at } past 5 p.
. August 31st. This Colonel Walker de-
s Sce paper A. nicst, and as the train by which he and

) Mr.- Lowry went to “ Erode” on that
day did not reach? that station, which
is eight miles from ¢ Bhowany,” until
3-15 p. 31, I am of opinion that Coloncl Waller has good reason for disputing the
Moonsiff’s statement on this point. ‘

+ Eee paper B.
1 See pupers B. and C.

4, TFrom both Colonel Walker’s and Mx, Lowry’s statement§ it is clear that
thelatter did not present Limself before

§ See pspers B, D, and I the Moonsiff before the 1st of September ;
A this the District. Moonsiff denies). Al-
| See paper A. ~ thoigh Mr. Lowry isnot certain whether.

he ¢ppeared on the 31st of August or the
1st of September, Colonel Walker’s statement gl,ows that he (M, Lowry) must be
in error in saying that it was “ on the day fixsd for the hearing of the case” (. e,
31st of August), as both concur in saying that it was during mid-duy that Mr, Lowry
did so0, so that this must have occurred on the 14t of September, for they only
reached ¢“ Erode” in the afternoon of the 31st of August,

5. Lven if the District Moonsifl®s statement were true respecting Mr. Lowry's
4pplarance in Court on the 31st of Au-
* Seo paper E. gust, his Diary* of that date shows that

he geted illegally in setting down the
case ex-parte.  The Diary records that althougy, the plaintiff’s pleader and the de-

fendant were present when the suit“was caljeids up, the latter was declared ex-parte,

- “ because he had made no answer to the
$8e0 paper 4. e ..+ plagnt.” TInthe Moonsiff’s explanationt
o—"ﬁ\‘ - . Of tllo

_ 28th of October, the reason assign-
e . e .
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ed for having so acted is that the defendant «

Sections 109, 111, 120, 122, and 125 of the Qivil Procedure Code, Act VIII of 1859,
the putting in of such statemont by a party to a suit is only compulsory when
ordered by the Court, and the Moousiff should haye examined the defendant orally ;

and as he(defendant) had made his appea-
rance, the declaring+

I him ex-parte was
illegal,
6. Judging from the proceedings in the ¢
in question was taken up on the 31st of
to send word to Mr, Lowry on the 1st (f

Putin no written statement.” « But Ly

1 Bee Dcerees of the Ifigh Court, vol, 2, P- 2, page 311,

ase, Ldo not believe that the suit
August, but that the Moonsiff having failed
September when to appear (which the Moon-

siff, though not legally obliged to do,
appears from Mr. Lowry’s letter§ to Lave
promised from courtesy that he would,
Wry making no further appearance on that

§ 8ce paper D,

and was therefore bound to do),<an<‘i Mr. Lo
day, the District Moonsiff Lad the case subsequently, and cntered as disposed of

in that manner on the 31st of August.: In reply to my question as to why the
Issucs in this suit had not been fixed on the 31g¢ of August, the Moonsiff states||
that press of other matters prevented him,
I have referred to the Moonsiff ' Diaryq|
of the 81st of August, and do not consid-

er this plea to be sustaineq by the
quantity and quality of the work per.ormed on that day. Mr. Lowry (an Euro.-

pean gentleman) having attended on the day fixed for {hg settlement of Tssyey
(according to the Moonsiff’s account), and having come from a distance (which fact
must have been known to the Moonsif'), I consider that the Moonsiff should Lave
postponed the other matters and taker. up this suit at once; the fixing of Issuos
would not have occupicd many minites. A Very cursory cxamination of the
partics would have shewn that Colond Walker was the r

Mr. Lowry ; thus the latter would have been spared all
which he has suffered owing to the M

i} Ses paper A,
[ See paper F,

16 annoyance and expense
eonsiff ’s incapacity or negligence,

7. Ilook upon the catry in the Diary** of the 31t of August as a’sham—that

being the day originally fixed for the
settlement of Issucs ; hence the supposed

‘ necessity . for recording something on
that date, and the defendant (Mr. Lowry) not having (for good reasons) attended

Court a second time on tlie 1st September, and the sujt having been procecded with
to judgment, the expedient of declaring the defendant cx-parte was resorted to,

8. Taking for granted the Moonsiff’s statement that ho had no time to pro-
ceed with the suit and settle the Issues on the 31t of August, he ought to® Lave
communicated the fact to the parties and fixed another date, but this he did not do.

" 9. The entry in his Diary of 31st August is as folloys_¢¢ that the defendant
“ was declared ex-parte as he hyd mad6Tganswer to the plaint”; and in the Moon-
' <ff's Report* he makes what I look upon
# See paper A, . . .
' *  asq shqﬂf{‘n‘g explanation, stating “that
reply to the suit o et g written statemient,
\

#*¥ See paper B,

¢ the defendant was asked cither to

espousible party and not
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the defendant having failed to do sither, he (the M.oonsifY) declared him

* and that” e that day, the 31st of Augwt). The Moonsiff was called upon to
“ exparte” (on ine f ti:a entry in his Diary of the 31st August of the defendant
expluin the meamng 0 ‘ ndt having made answer, and he statest
t See paper G- ‘“hat as the defendant did not inf:orm

““ he Court cither by means of a written

t or kyfeut (representation ?) he wis declared ex-parte”, ' N ow f}ct VIII

© statoment OF 2 tion only of  written stitements” and ¢ examination” in the
of 1850 makes mcn 'll‘h Moonsiff does not appear to have attempted to “ examine”
case of defendant, o the defendant, and I observe that in his
aper H. order} on Mr., Lowry’s petition for review

B ofjudgment, the Moonsiff docs not de--

3

that he had called upon Mr. Lowry to pit in a written statement. If a party ¢s
- clare that he

i ritten stat:ment, some rcasonable time must bo
required by @ Courtot; Pﬁltlm V;IOODSi&"S satement is that Mr. Lowry app-ca?ed
allowed for the pu;‘ [i . p, M., and that he closcd his Court on Mr. Lowry’s quitting
bufore hh‘n only a(l:)lzcrs .im‘I;l.Y that he had n« time that day (31st August) to.pl‘o—
it; and. his procce ;:eoTOD d setting it ex-parte It does not appear that any written
cecd with the case . c)l(and the Act docs not make it compulsory to put in a state-
statement was 7 {9.“;7” If required, what time was there for putting in that stato-
ment unless refil;lfte 0)£: August ; and how could he suit have been sct ex-parte on that
ment, cn the‘3 bt o ﬁoon,siﬁhs showing, hs had only time on the 31st August to
day ? According ; t ¢ ex-parte,” which is rdiculous. If the suit had really been
declare the defendan ds é:; exipal‘te, it sheuld and would have })oen, no doubt,
taken up on that a?'fth even to decision, ju(ging from the Moonsifi’s iuy§0g150_n_fy
proccod?d fu.rthfi: “;% ~The Moonsiff acte] irregularly in decla/ri’x,ﬁ‘;; -on the 31st
meGCdm%S: H}l tt ecﬁcsx .will e fixed on consideration.” If this proceeding could not
of August “ t 1? ;b:iq 7, a future date should then have been fixed, and the particin- -
;uke P(ia’gfc?:o; 1?11 0;(}1(,3r to ensure their attmidanco, and then the date for fing] hear-

orme ’ o
ing would be sftdlc(sléh of December the Moonsiff records in his Diary§ that «
10. On the : « a';nquiry or issucs appear necessary, and
§ Sco prper E. “ that the passing of Dccr?e will be con-
| “ sidered.”  On the following day (19th
is given; sothat the casy, as I have already remarked, might
ID Cccx«: lze;)d{z;zzza lgfg;: ?ii-:t :)1 a few minu:t;s, instead of being delayed from {],0
1ave bee ‘
: h of December.
31st of A-u:o;‘l;st :I:I ﬂil: y];r?ltiCll this case has been conducted only tends to conﬁxjm
the 01)§I.1i0i’1 tllcjat cthad already entertained of this Ofticer’s inefficiency.

. i it is clear: +hs new]| that steps had Leen

12. - Respecting the Vakecl, it is de?;];gidéyhgoll({m; ‘\lValker tolcomprom'so

b Seo paper 3. ﬂl‘fe case, and he must have been awark,

from the nature of the claim and Colone]

Walker’s statements, that he (Colonel Walk;cr) and not Mr. Lowry “1’)3‘5 ﬂ‘(_’ ‘party
“rasponsible. I consider that the Vakecl ough!t to have brought the above su cu(lin:
stances to the Moonsiff’s notice, when 00103?1 Walker would have been madea de
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foudant in the suit, and Mr. Loy
In a matter in which he prop
honest Vakeel would have subs
ing the settlement of the case,
not been carried out, the priva
pending this reference w
ment; but neither of th

13, The Vakeel also showed
laid the action against Mr,

ry have been saved much ex
erly hal no concern.

cquently communicated with Coloncl Walker regard-
on findiag that Colonel Walker's arrangements had
te adjustuent of the suit having
ould have applicd to the Court (
ese steps were faken.

\aaay

ial Department,

e e

pense and annoyance
Again, I consider that an

been agreed to, and
Moonsiff) for a postpone-

grea: ignorauce in having, in the first instance,
Lowry instaid of Colongl Walker,

——

Translate of an Urzee addréssed
of Bhowany,

I have received the Order of the 23rd inst

Points which the Moonsiff was called upon, on the 2313 Oy
tuber 1865, are ;e

L. Why, when 81.¢ August had been fixed for settlement
Issnes, no Lssues were fixed on that day

2. Why,when defendant appeared on that day, no exami-
ation was held,

8. How the District Moonaiff set the case ex-parte, notwit)-
standing that the defendant duly appeared,

.

up for Issues, :
6. Onwhat suiharity dees the Digtrict Moonsiff asgert th;t

Mr. Lowry appearcd before him on the 315t August 15
at 5% p y,

7. What took pl
and in what language,
Sx_ It Mr. Lowry a

< preared on the 1st September, and what
then ocourred, ™

the 8lst of August fSGS,\.’qu d
reply to the suit, or putina writ

‘it was then time for the Cour
be set down ex-parie,

3. As soon as the suit wag f
scnt to defindant beforel,
might have to be setiled upon the defence ad
down at first for final hearing,
tive order for posting
quiring inquiry, the suit was s¢
This defendant, unlike other
known, and when he appeare
that he came at 51.

4. Whea the defendant 8ppeare
of all that had to be done in the case. {

5. Tne defendant did p
that fixed in the Summons,
ber, the date fixed for passing
during the said interval, infor

6. Asthe defendant, wh
written statement,
remained passive,

suit un'il decree

+

to the Ci'il Court of Coimbator
under date the 28th Oc ober 1865, No, 137,

wt, dirceting me to re

ace between the Moonsiff and the defengay, -

ay fixed in the summons, Hew
ten “stareme1t; but as he went a
t to rise, 1to examination could be held, and

led, the plaiatifs Vakec) having re
and, irrespective of the ar
duced by the defendant, the suit could no
When the sujb was take
them for final hearing, ‘he pleadin
t apart for cgjnsideration, w
ordinsry suitors, :being a Luropean, so th
d in Court it h;&ing been time for the C
]

|
d, I convers:

ot come to Court on.the Ist of S.
nor did he appear 4t any subsequent time,

Deeree in the s}xit, there wasg ample time.
m the Court what he had to say,”
o received the summons, had not
or answer the plaint and} cause the statem
without getting the ex-parte declared against
was passed, judgment wag é)assed in the suit.

A,

e by the District Moonsiff

port upc;n certain proceedings
conducted in Original Suit, No. 187 of 1863, ou
the file of this Court, and to forward the Re-

cords of Miscellaneous Petition No. 252 of 1863»
connected therewith,

2. On the 31t August 1863, thedate fixed

for settling Issues in the said suit, prior suits
having had to be heard, and there baving been
no leisure in congequence of oth

&e., the issues in the suit in question could not
be setiled on that date. The defendant, whe
received copy of the English summons issued to
him, appeared before this Court at 53 », M. op
a3 asked that he should ejiher
way without so doing, and as
the suic had to

er inquiries,

quested that summong may ba
der of the suit, and as | thought that issucs

t be sct
n up along with others in their respec-

gs not having contained any matter re-
ith & view to decree being passed,
at he might be distinetly
ourf to rise, I recollect well

ed with him in Hindustanee, and informed him

ptember 1863, the day Jollowing
Until the 18th of Decem.
He did not, at any time

at the time fixed, either put in a
ent to be reduced to writling, but
him cancclled and defending the

[

————
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- ey vere sent for being
1 certificate und other papers were _
-ree Was passed, the decree an . X dant resided.
7. After dp‘l‘:ejx\ni'dli)clion ,nf the ()oduma)pc‘-ttah Moonsiff, “he'eﬂthecd"f“tnin Tane 1865
ithin the S Lo . id Moonsiff’s Cour s
exceuted within ice of objection issued by the said .
ed i notice of objee Y Ty tice was sent
On the day fixed by (:de before this Court and ma‘g_gmred in ITindustanee why the no
o lant appear
the defendan o
to him. . ) to the exzscution of the Decree.--Then t}le defﬂ% an
ieht have done so with reference R d went away saying thatin the notice
pettab might b of the notice he had with him, and wen dy N etrt)ah and that while
thowed to mo tho c:p):l before the District Moonsiti®s Cuurt of 001 -le: ?n {}in’dus[anee for an
bo fa requiret & :t i fake. Thedefendant spoke to me on the s“d":ec 8 directed, sent here-
: ymis . . has 1 assed, and have, a , 86
8o, he came bere oht 10 your notice whas has p ’ .
of the Miscel-
Lour. T have, tl.ereforf, bl“;l;apldmﬁﬂ"s Vakeel Tiroomala lyengar and the Records
. ition given y )
with the deposm:ndgthe separate diary sent for my 'perusal

(Signed) SOOBRAMIATL,
) District Moonsiff.

laneous petiiion,

’ ".:1 te.
« (True Trax.’ ate.) (Signed) G.A. HARRIS,
° . Civil Judge.

'

: i i gineer, Tth Division, to
TR Ei., Superintending Engineer, ]
3. W. WALKER, R. E,, 85. Xo. 100,
From LicutenanF Co)(;)nel f(‘Coimbatore; dated Coitnbatore, 8th September 1853, No )
the Civil Judge o No. 196, of 6th Sept:mber, I have the }g)lr:or to stz:‘t;,t;se f;)faz:v:i
. " s s g i a
In reply to )fou.r (;z::f:’ \:hereof I consider the District Moonsiff of Bhowany
i Y . 18 o N . B
the specific acte of m ectivelv, to have been guxhyl. ' - .
Tiroomala Iyengar, respectively, 1863, copy and. translation whereof are herewith submitted,
2. Tnbis Decieo of 25rd June ’ thé Moonsiff asserts that Mr. Lowry presented
) himself in his Court at 51 p.m, on the 3ist
in 3 imself on the forenoon of the
. 'ty baving presented himse
tirely ignores Mr, Lowry g Mr. Lowry san
August 1863, and en l:rtc_)'ase was in reality taken up, I very much doube »;ztuether 1;‘ - 5‘yP i
following day, when t el Slst Aulmst., still more that he could have scen 'um sofea.r)l: : fic .u].(;
the Moonsifl at all on t;,eruby the :f(;erno"“ train of that day, and, to the best o my belief, e
e went down togethe

Paper No. I,

for w

v his ; ¢ setils p reference to a Train
d at BI!OWﬂny 50 edrly. Thisisa pmnt that cun be set.did b)

) gl a

not Liave arrive

.

. > .. 1
: t was simply to state his preser.ce anc
 suw the Moons [T at all, 1
Table of that date, If Mr. Lowry si“”rh t morning (1st September), aflter breakfast, Mr. Lowry
@ a [ .

i ial the next day. S0 ; -k shortly afier to inform
readiness for the 'mxi lv‘ Bungalow to appear in Court, and came ;“Li{ost;ke{: the case, and
left me in the lmrcuir s\loonoxiﬂ' who toid him he was not qmtfi 1‘0’:1 ! lite noti ; of the‘\;oon-

at 1. d seen the ! s, This we thooghta civil and polite notion )
me that Le La anted,  This we thooyg :
iim when he was w? s and i 7enient Court [House.
would send for h”nl“ h:ri unnecessary attendance in 2 hot and inconvenlen . i,
Herm ’ - : cgutiatio
sill’s to save a genllc ich was the objeet of iy presence at Bhowany) 1 h-ﬁkd :ypeux)ncat:‘« :0'1 pay
. . “h w i d . g . ; .
3. Mcg‘“wm!eh(“-h“t'c of whose claim I fully admitted, to CO‘“P;O“:;]OMihe statod my in.
vt ustice R . s s, O 3 i
with the Plainiifl, ¢ fetille sums due to him, without mtuf‘;’\t os co.stlg s an object to him to avcid,
: him direct 0 i 1 hich 1 knew it was 2 . .
ment to paying the amount into Court, W]e 4 ereditors of his in Browany might brzfxg
d;t uners against it. My original decision, ‘fvfl}t-
. g
.. is Vakeel, by the Accountant of the
. for ‘communication to the Plaintilf and Lis 'Va:]\z:‘”.s s paragraph. 1ho
ten at the hnl(;’mcuc is hereby submitted, in support of the s.ta,e \ to the plaintid, from the
Erode Range : .d : oy wriiin" orders for payment of certain sum
negotiations ended in St imbatore. ' .
: Treasury and Range Office at Coimba k . ing been made cognizant by
Hoozcor Ir ” Moonsiff admits having bee
1 oe above referred to, the 1 oons) ;e it appear that the transe

#. Dy his Docroe ings for a compromise, but he would make it app beeauent

Plaintifi’s Vukedl of 1>roceeldltn‘gs 0 ¢; that Mr. Lowry showed himsel€ in Court at a subseq
: c the Slst Avgust; shdle
actions took place on

v

tention of only

: rapei‘ XO. 1I1.

: is & i Oodun]ﬂlm
t S y it b tt ( i !
bad not 188 ued an nOthe, ut th;l‘(, 'l e I)]b“'”:t " ti f -
! lOld h“n tha l oons f's]
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- Were stopped,

~ the Moonsiff to deci
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|
hour, viz,, 5P m.; and that the case not being defended

r1863. 1 consider, therefore,
akeel in hoodwinkihg Mr,
on that the compr

by him, he gave judement €X-patte
that the Moousiff has de facto sided
Lowry and myself, by allowing uy
ofmise held good, and that further legal proce

*nd abetted the Plaintify v 0 quit
howany under the impressi edings

8. Copy and Translation of the Vakeel's deposition of 16th June 1865

! mitteq in proot, on his o

‘ : " client agrecd to the compromise, and that he
accepted certain Papers from me on hig behg £ But on pretence that payment, through the
Bhowany Treasury, within one week was the eondition which remained unfu'filled, he induced
de the case ex-parte; and such de:

carefully kept from Mr. Lowry

Paper No. I11, wn admission, that his

From the Traffc Manager, Madras Railway, to the Civi] Judwe of Cui
November 1863, No, 9453 f o

b

mbatore ; dateq Madras, 611
I have the hono

r toinform you, with reﬁ;rence to your lets
1665, that the 12.5 e

P. M, Goods’ train arrived at Erode at 3-15p, .

[«

}

i
{

i D,

No. 238, of 1he 21th October
on the 315t August 1863,

- From R J. Lowry, g,

a to the Civil Jud. , ,
vember 1365, 1" -° the Civi Tudge of Coimbatore ; greq Waterfall Eutate, 14, 17,

In reply 1o your lecter,
at'ended the Bhowany M
the case brought against

No. 237, dated
00nsif’s Coypg abo cko

me by Anumharo,\ 0. But, whether
3, I cannot at this date say.

23rd October 1865,
ut 12 or 1 o'clo

Judicial Department, .

=

s

L] A d ‘ t
. ‘nment, Judicial Depariment,
; the Madras Gover: ,
Proceedings of

-

7
26¢h March 18¢5. )
E. . "
f the Proceedings held in Suit, No. 187 of 1863, on the file of the District X o-onsu .
nslate of the Pr 3 e | s
Trans ; of phow AT} Defendant,
Plaintif- Mke. R.J. Lowry.
ANNATTOORYEN.
b3 i g rith a list) pre-
18035, - al ‘0 plain paper documents (toaeth(ir wi
17th J ul)y ..... Read tif]d:«nlftl? :tha“k(:ligtc:\langhI by 3Iaintiﬁ'['; Vakeeﬂl"l)lrlcanémiﬁc]l gisga&,.
8CH ] 52.10- s
4 om the defendant of Rupees ,
fo: ;i:(:tretcxz‘cicerrytfv:grgucuxnents, lated respectively, the 7th and 23:rd
Nierest,
May 1565 Plaintiff’s Vakalatnamah ...| 1
Plainteiiernineinns sevnee vonnns 2
) 5} E 3
Document...... veeers ceerns oae 4
Docunent,..,... ...... N 3

intiff's ¥ 3 hat a summons be
laintiff"s Vakeel, ordered t
At the aegouiiteofié}ft\endgnltl, requiing him to appear to answer the
issue ! _ |
Pluint on the 31st August next Defondnt's sumrﬁons.._.é;. 6
; ‘as trinsmitted to the DlStFle. oonsiff's
Summons t%t}lgu(zrfjle;i;?}ﬁ !‘q)r' being served on bim, with 25 labe!is‘ oof
Court of :r)ulue each, ns also eizht labels for return postalxge. co‘:ﬁ
{mf‘flA?:::he value of' 3 Annas weire aflixed on the eave ope
ahels M ]
taining the said summonz. of tle Oodumalpeitah Moonsiff, stating
Read Yadast (Me(ﬁgr}?:gll}:ee)n served on the defendant and returned. .
that the Summo Memomndurln............... v
; laintiff’s Vakeel,

Is were returned jo the p .
‘[q’llnp]t‘??f'gmgallfgsl Samd the dcfenéantd present. s\f?re tgifl‘f:(iglggntwhz
1R8I B ap t having made any an ] t,

ma‘ilc ]h]:egpz‘rlpir:::,?x;d it is crdered that Issues will be fixed on
is (48 ) { o . N
consideraiion, t, and the defendant not present ;—the record
Plaint(l’s Va’l“il(:gld’;:e;n:;r;taﬁled in thiz suit appearing to have be(zez‘?
prrused. he defendant in his efficial capacity, it does not ; ;
given by tt:)e fix Issues regarding it and make mquiry, Ordere
necess:;sy"iderat‘ion will ba made about Decree. .
tl_mt_ e Vakoel present, and the defendant.not pregef .d b to on
Plainifl’s ft Judgment and Decree, directing the de endan g pay
Read the dr'at'ﬁ‘ the Piincipal and Iuterest, amounting to Rupees
to the plain f ther with subsequent Interest nnd Costs, .
262-12-9, toge Draft Judgment........s vos| 8
4 Decree.........(.l................. ‘9
i which were prepared,
Read the fuir Judgment and Decree Fair Judgment...... ... ......| 10
Decree.........l..i.‘...... f 11
ahy g o
Filed Yadast (application) presented by p}.unnﬂ"s Vakeel for copy
1:e(
Decree.

24th July... ...

11th August ...
31st August ...

18th December..

19th December..

23rd December,

9th January ...

Yadﬂst.uon-ulu.--...u....... 12

Copy of decree granted. - "

|
‘ jor SOOBRAMIAH, )
: (Signed) District Moonsiff.

ione . A, TARRIS,
(Signed) G. A Civil Judge.

(True Transiat;.e).

: 1863.
: the District Moonsiff's Court of Iix’lm'wang/, dalf:d 31st August |
Diary of Present—Sovbaramiah, District Moonsnﬁ'.v —
- ‘The Plaint presented by the plai

cover from the defendant Rupees 57, inclu.
No, 260 of 1863, re ‘

PLAIKTIPF.

i . ! o . ’ y) ith
: ' ; e .
: - ) ()Olh 2 une 1b()3, ( S h l\u ' Rﬂdto gd
Mopiem Pe(tuooundcn. :l l n d r W

the (1{;)cumcnt and listare filed.

e

g
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As requested by the plaintiff, ordered 11at a sunimons be issued to the defendant, requiring
bim to attend the Court on the 22nd Septemter, to answer the Plaint.

The Plaint presented with a Vakalutmamah ducument, its copy and list by pluintifl's

. , Vakeel Tiroomala lyengar, to recover from
© No. 261 of 1863,

FLAINTIPE. the defendant Rupees 5G-1-0, inclusive of pro-
Lutchoome Chetty, ot in cadi:
- Dsmxmm‘t.y ' fits, due on a Bond (on pluin cadjan) executed

Veerabudra Chettys for Rupees 374, dated the 2nd March 1860,

{(Mausy of Siddarly) are read.
The Plaint presented by plainiff's Vakeel

1

Ko.262 of 1863,

Praixtive, Subbaroyer, with a Vakalutvamah for obtaining
R . - .
Aoen. | . possession of, and Putta for 1 & Bullah ot

1 Coomara Chinnia Gonnden, :
2 Varagoosauttao Palanyvailaps Gouuden,

garden land, yiclding aunually Rupees 100, and
~ half a well valued at Rupecs 200, biing a shate
of family property, are filcd.
and his Vukeel not present. Read draftjudz-
. ment and decree awarding to plaintiff Rupees
No. 344 of 1862, 294-4-0, being the sum claimed, with costs, and
disallowing iuterest.

Plaintiff's,Vakeel present. The defencant

S0 Read Memorandum presented by defend-
No. 346 of 1362, : ant’s Vakeel for copy of Decree. Ordered that
copy be prepared and given,
Read Memorandum presented by plainfl’s
Vakeel for copies of Deerees. Ordered that the
copies be prepared and given.
Read Memoranda presented by plaint.q's
Vakeel for copies of Razeenamahs. Ordercd that
thecopies be prepared and given,
Read Memoranda presented by defendant’s
. Vakeelfor copies ¢f D ereesand Judgments.
Ordered that the copies be prepared and given.
" No. 400 of 1862, Both parties or their Vakeels uct present.
Read draft Judgment and Degree directing the defendant 10 pay to plaiutiff Rupees 51-12-0,

being p.rincipal sum and balance of prefits, st 8 Rupees per Podi, and subsequent interestat 1 per
cent. with costs.

The plaintiff and &

Nos. 354, 874 and 377 of 1862,
Nos, 43, 81 and 101 of 1863,

Nos. 377 and 380 of 1862,

is witnesses Terunalay Kristnien 1, Thovar Subbien 2, Aravacooricky
Moiotton Chetty 3, Narrainien 4, and Venca-
taramanien S—and the delendent’s witnesses
Vencataramana, Sastry 1, Anuntanarrsisien @,
preseut.  Read depositions given by the plaintifl's witareses on

s?lemn aflirmation, as well as (he receipts granted by them for Laving received butta, Plaiusifl
dispensed with the remaining witness,

Ordered that defendant’s wituesses be prod

No. 440 of 1862,

and Erode Vencataramanien 3,

uccd on the Ist Septen.ber,

i Vakeels fur both parties, and Narshary Iyen
witness for boih parties, present. The abovo
witness was exvamined on solemn affirmation
and depositicn taken from him,

d plaintiffs witness Yegaia Dectcliton' 1, defen-
dant’s withesses Varadanulloor Aranta lyen
2, Pudmanabien 3, Moottumbee Josyen 4,

Monigar Sovbbaroyen G, present. The depositions

aflmation are read. '

akeel dispersed with the remalning witnesses, lst defendant dispensed with bis

0d requested the Court to iissue a warrant to his Oth witness, Ordered that

ed to the bth witness, ﬁxingT; the 20th September,

No. 459 of 1869.

Plaintiff's Vakeel, the st defendant ay
Ko, 461 of 182,

Anantanarraina Josien 5, and Darastanam
taken from the above witnesces on solemn
+ Tlaintiffs v :
10th witness, a
warrant be issu

Ty
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e v spnty g

Planyappa Mudelly 1, Ramasawmy Iyengar 2»
Meenatchy Chetty (joint witess for plaintiff
L s s lefendant’s witnesses Nar-

iati it Chinnee Chetty 4; 2nd d
and 2nd defendant) > phmtrlgisnawé}zz:?y 6, are present, The depositions taken from the above
ena (]

. utchoome ; aintiff’ : ested that
yainien 5, an};l L - oxamined on solemn &firmation, ere read. Plaintifl's Vakeel requeste

. ‘ho wer 5
witnesses, W

intiff" i d that remaining witnesses may be dis-
i he plaintiff's 6th witness, an '
Tstyar m?y be lS;“‘;‘:;‘::deeﬁd defendant’s Vakeel requested that he will produce thede}d (;efe::_
pensed with. T ent,he 1st September, end that warrant may be issued to the Ist defendant’s
dant's witnesses 0

No. 463 of 1862,

witnesses. .

Ordered, accordingly,
tember for attendance, and t
production of batta for warrant.

hat orders will be passed regarding the 1st defendant’s witnesses on

Read written statement presented by Mut-
6 of 1803 teeamy Mudelliar, Vakeel, for supplemental
‘. 6 © .
v defendant.
d.
d on a reference to the recor '

Ordered that ordefs'b" [{?:iielopresemed a written statemeut with Vakalutnamah on behalf
Muttusamy Mudellior, ' " of the 2nd defendant’s heirs. On a reference,
No. 10 of 1363o R f
. a written statement, Ordered therefore that

V. : itten statement be returned to the said Vakeel.
be filed, and that the writ ‘
the «kalotnamah

Read return made by Peon Shaik Hoos-
sain of having served summonses on the de- -
No.27 of 1363 fendants,
Read Vakalutnamah presented by Vencatasiengar, Vakeel for the dcfendants,

.2d Goomastah, stating that plaintifi's 1st, and defen.dam's 1st
and 2ud witnesses are absent from their vi'lages,
and that summonses were eerved on the re-
maining witnesses.

Read withdrawal presented by plaintifl's

Read return made by the IL

Xo. 35 of 1863,

*  Vakeel, stating that the defendants had paid

No. 40 of 1863, the sum claimed to the plaintiff with costs,

Ordered that the suit be dismissed. Read petiiion presented by plaintiff’s Va-
No. 41 of 1843, keel Vencatasiengar, praying to allow him

Miscellaneoas Petition, ¥o. 545 to cite the 1Ist Defendant as a witness on

behalf of the plaintiff.

. dant, fixing the I5th September for
be issued to the Ist defen . g
Ordered that a gummons

attendance. - Read return made by the Hea: Goom}a;stah,
Xo. 51 of 1663. stating that summons was sorved on the Ist
defendant.

ah (which was filed in this Court on the 19th
December 1862), with a list put in by»lhe 1st
defendant’s Vakeel. .

the return of the Plaintif®s Vakeel, who is absent on

m
Read list of witnesses and copy of razeena
No- 57 of 1863,

Ordered that orders will be passed on

i
le“ei{ead the list of witnesses put in by the plaintiff’s Vakeel.

Ordercd that summons be issued to the*above -

73 of 1863 witlflesses requiring them to bein attendance
No- Q . ' .

on the 19:th September. .
iPlaintiﬂ?’s Vakeel present.
Defendants not being present, they are declared ex-parte, Ordered that points will be recorded
on the lst Septcmt.);r of the current ycar. {

No. 82 f 1863.

v L Is for plaintiff and 1st defendant, the 2nd defendant, plaintill’s witnesses, viz., Vakeel
akeels

that Istyac be issued to the plaintifl’s 6th witness, fixing the 20th Sep- . |

it eppears that the said defendant already filed .

e \

e 4 e wfrmd
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Read list of witnesses putin by the plaintiff’s Vakeel,

ordered that summons be issued to the wit-
nesses for both parties fixing the 27th Sep-
témber for attendance.

Vakeel and the defendant, stati
sum claimed, the Defendant is

Plaintiff Rupecs 21-8-0 within thr
he Temaining sum and the costs,

Read the list of w
defendant,

. Ho. 87 of 1863, -

; Read Razeen:_xmah‘ Presented by plaintigrg ng that of the
No. 90 of 1363 to pay to the

. ¢e months from
this date, and that the Plaiatiff hag re|

ingquished ¢
No. 95 of 1863, '

e list of witnesses put in by
Plaintiff having represented
uce his Sth witness wit, the

ered that summong be 185ucd
“lst September,

ah, Stating that summons w
deftndant.

Plaintiff is reqq,
Yo, 113 of-1863. that he wonlyg prod
) : other witnesses ord
to the other Witnesses Tequiring them to pe in attendance on the’
Tead return made by the Heggq Goomast
No. 144 of 153, '

Read return mage by the Heaq Goomas;ayy,

e e e eae

as served on tle 2nd

. : and 4tk defendants, and that
No. 146 of 1863, : ‘ :

Read retyrn made by P Nunja Ngi oy from b o
€0 ; i
made by n 1\“9.)*& 1\‘mkw, stating thag the Summons was served o the
No. 153 of 1843, ] - defendant '
Asg Tequested by the gy Petitioner,

opy of the petition wag g-anted to him. The list of
' Witnesses pyt ; [
No. 178 of 1563, Putin by the 1st, 2ud

moinners are filed, Orde

red that summcng Le
1ssued to (}

witnesses for the 2nd wotioner,
September, he other mutioncrs etated that

date. Drdered accord.ngly.

+ The saig defendant, who appeared, not having
. made any apsyep to the plaint, he is declared
No. 187 of 1833,

éX-parte, and crdered that the Issues will be
fized op cousideration,

- directing them to b in attendance on the 13t
they wili Produce the)py witnes

S¢S 00 the gapy,
\ Plaintifr s Vakeel ang defendapt Present

No. 240 of 1563,

As requested by the 1st defendant, copy

of the Plaint was furnished to bim,

stah, stating that Summons was served on the defen

dant, and producing a list of hig tdefendants)
Read ot - Property to the valya of Rupees 12 attacheq.
cturns made by the Head G_oomastah to the summons 2,4 precept, stating that (he
SIMmonses were served on the defendants, anq
that the whole of the hedge was rensved ag

L dirccted in the precept.
Read application Presented by gt defendant’

Mo, 251, of 1363,

No. 257 ¢ 1863

8 Vakeel,requcsting to furnish Lim with a cer-
tificate to enable him (o obtain a copy of the
written statement putin by the supplemental de.
. y fendant in suit No, 8922 of 1839, thie same bei

_essential to bo fileq in this sujt. y ons

Ordered tl:xat a certificate be jssued tohim., Vakeel
_Mudelly, Present.  Ordereq ghy, he may aggeng to Lis duties,

M. P, No. 546 of 155, o

No, 413 of 189, ;
P. - . ¥
» 948 of 1803, 2

Mutiusamy

Read petition presentcd._by Plaintif's Vakecl,

: 0. S. Nipig of1sc, requesting that orderg Way be issued for the
- TN e e o “.)B_'dlﬁ Ofl,ﬂ}(? &Eﬁacth Property :

oy

1 nesses presented by the

s ord, and 4th -

e

mmm e
.

m

inzs of the Madras Governmenit, Judicial Depariment,
‘ ’r LA )
Proceeding 28¢h March 186lb-

11

PPN

‘ ill be
M., P.No. 749 of 1863 restored to the file, and that orders wi

passed on reference to the record.

i d was made over,
laintiff’s Vakeel, stating that the land decree
Read motion presented by p 1

that the costs mentioned in the Decree should

!

nt alone, and
M. P. No. 517 of 1862. 1t tho vsts mendioned fn the D .
0. 8. No, 391 of 1860. s

. . A
’ f residence is not known.
fendanu’s place o |
that the st de

dered that a notice be issued to the 5th defexfdanc,
Ordere

M . t'ﬁ
Read application presented by plainti
1863.
M. P. No. 549 of

: f
0. § No. 119 of 1860, 10185, being the balauce of the amount o

“h C i ]Je cUllec
]l ()bta‘“ed a”ﬂ“ls‘ the defenddnt ir Omao : N ma e

gcree w 1 he t -]

1 o Oll“den

. fendant, -
e be issued to the defe ead motion presented by Plalnuﬁ'L‘;‘tgooma
j i upees
0 of 1863 ' * Chictty, praying for the ctolle‘ct.lzz ;em flebt
o. 55 3 - ) g
oS No il o 1801, 1841-0, being the amoun s

hede :
e Ordered that notic

i . <
d:ihsou, ‘

by defendants Mungany e Rlzlngis ' .
costs due by tice be issued to the dufendan by Tircomala Iyengar, Vakeel for
Ordered that no . of Raziriamah, by aying for the collec.

ition presented, with 3 copy plai'inti(f Balarama Chetty, prdylﬂgh L of
Read petiti , ! 46-5-0, being the amoun of
wop No Lo e e S, Ohet. the Dt
0.’ 8. No. 29 of 1859. Ragmama ‘ _

an

and

k. ' -
. ssed on consideragion. ‘ Chetty,
Ordered that orders will be P:,’SLeel Vcncataraémanier for 2nd defendant Matton y
d by Vak
presente

i tvine for the collection from the plaintiﬂ's
Read petition pratying

Ordered that the Petition rejected be

Sombramonia Chetty, praying that Rupees

Megpnatchy Ammal and Vencatakristoien of -
ennd
M. P. Na, 552 of 1863.

ing ount of costs
0. 8. No. 286 uf 1862, ) Ralpees 8-14-5, being the a-m |
T ) . .
: to the plaimtiffs. .
arrant be isued ition No. 827 of 1861, which was
d. Ordered that warr intiff, praying that the petition No. 3 o} 1800 which mas
decreed. ‘tion presented by plaintiff, p disthissed, may be re-placed on ‘ d,fend
'Rkad ek £ 1663 | ordi:rs passed for the attachment of the de
M, P No. 833 o L

0. 8. No. 702 of 1535 antls property.

ey the record. -
; assed on a reflerence to . ied by a copy of
. ders will be pas Read petillon accompan
dered that or ¥
o I{al

inamah presented by Tiroomala Iyengar,
‘o, 554 Of 1853. 0

- olaint] ajeegounden, praying for
xg. : No. 1359 of 1861, Vel ecl for Pl.;xgt:ﬂoAgg:g ie amount of Razi-
L8, A . 5 18-7-2
fendant Nagasara Nunjon Otf ,Rupe.Cb ’ '
. rrom_the de en . f
the collection [ ndafgt- .
namab. rant be issued to th4e dete itamah. by Vakeel Tiroomala Iyengar, for
J that a war . of Razifamah, y raying for the collec-
Ordere sented, with @ copy lajotiff Appajecgounden, pray! f Rupees
Read petition prc~€' C P énf om the defendant Szm'xmnaden.oR Dees
T p N 555 of 1863, oy I{; beinz the amount of the said Ra
g'sp'io. 1393 of 18614 - o 18-7.2, being '
. De /*\ . ma!"l.

issued to the defendanty

t be
Ordered that warran d, with a copy of

ctition presente dants Chinnan and Nunjon of
Read P 1563 tion from the def"“_ ? he amount of the said
- B so'f”;gs%rr 161, " TRupees 18-7-2, being the
No. .
s Razinamah.
e[endani\.s.

R Vakeel for :
i Iyengar, Vakee
i h, by Tiroomala Iy¢ | for
1::?£;Tppajeegounden,praymg for the collec
)¢ 1
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Both panies‘and the petitioners not presant, Ona reference to the record it is proved from

the evidence of the witnesses that the attached
M. P. No. 187 of 1863, PR
0.'5. No. 847 of 1861, house belonged to Rungadasagounden, petitioner
1

in Miscellaneous Petition No. 302 of 1863 by
virtue of a decree ; that the defendant subsequently paid the money and obtained posses-
sion of the said house ; that he (the said e

. . fendant) then mortzaged it fo Mutton Chetty,
(petitioner's st witness) on the 8lst May 1860 under the document A, for Rupees 170 ;

and that Mutton Chetty subsequently sub—}morfgaged it to this petitioner on the 4¢h July
1860, for Rupees 50, If Rungadasagnunder{», petitioner n Miscellaneous Petition No. 302, had

any claims there was no reason why he di‘ii not start any objections notwithstanding the
said two mortgages, Morveover,

: as itappc?ars from the defendant and witnesses, that the
defendant paid the decree amount and sutisfied jts demands, there seems no doubt that
the house of five ankanoms un

i . . « .
der attachiment is Lig own, Moreover, the said 1st wit-

ness Mutton Chetty (the 1st mortgagee) %tates that the attached house may be sold in
auction, and out of the gale proce:ds the sub-mort

gage amount be paid first, and the surplus,
if any, be then paid in sati-faction of the de{cree, and that he would realize the sum in some
other way. It is therefore ordered that the }’hlouse of five ankanoms, under attachment, be sold
by auction and the sale proceeds produced. The interest mentioned in the sub-mortgzage
being too heavy, it does not appear reasonnb{ie to make the defendant pay that interest. Hence,
under Section 216, Act VI of 1859, it #s ordered that the principal sum alone should be
paid, and that the interest should be realized from Mutton Chetty, the sub-mortgager. As it
appears from these proceedin e proceedings in Miscellaneons Petition 305, that

rénent, had belonged to the petitioner, and that sub-
and obtained it

$ nd irom the defendant’s
elongs to petitioner, it is ordered to be released.

2

€

grain under attachmegt b%
read in Court,

" These decisions are
Read return to 4 precept made by Ame

o Chinna Rungon, stating that in selling by publio

M. P, No, 320 of 1803 ©auction 13, bullah of poonjah land, valued at
2 0. 8. No. 40 of 1861, ’ Rupees 5, enjoyed by the defendant as his por-
tion

called Muttantur Poonjay,

' in land No. 236, consisting of 21 builahs
. which is situate i the vill
Puttah for which runs int

age of Teroovachy Talug, Bhowany, and the
he names of one | Chinnamarackon and. defendant's husband Anga.
on of Lutchoome {Chetty of Semboolichawpolliem, being the highest

, the sale w } : .
four Annas hire of b ale was ccnﬁrrted to him, and out of the sale proceeds, deducting

. ting tom-tom tl ce, Rupe -12-0, i d 1
with the sale account 5 g » the balance, pees 19-12-0, is produced in Court together

ud attachee for having transfeired i f
' . : possession of the land., Read also
the recex.pt‘passed by the plaintif for having received the said sum. '
Plaintifr represente %

o d that he would levy balance afterwards,
rdered that the number be dismisscd.

Potition Nog, 325

Plaintifls not being present when ealled,
ordered that the petitions be struck off the file.
Plaintif’s Vakeol produced batta for war-
rant. Ordered that warrant be isgued.
Ordered that the
i the petitioners having
' forcement.
Petition No, 453 of 1363, 2 . Read 'the list
duce the o : defendant’s heir.
€ 28 witnesses on the 10ty September. 'Ordered accordingly,
VPgﬁﬁon No. 458 of 1363, . ’ Thil’d defendant st
. duce batta for issuing
) on the Ist September,

Potition No, 400 of 18¢3.

Peiition Nos. 442, 445

» 826, 363,: 379, and 390 of 1363, }
i

i

\

s and 529 of 15¢3, |

petitions be dismissed,
made no efforts for en.

of witnesses put in by the
He stated that he will pro.

ated that he wij] pro-
Precept for attachment
Ordered accordingly,

i i

i 8 I

s
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Petitioner’s Vakecl stated that the d]:.
fondants are under concealment, anq that he
. PN 65 oL ) will pay batta if the peon should watch for cne
ingl
1gonth, Ordered according - . '
Ordered that precept be ISSU.ed for produc-
BB Non 455, 4981 T80 1.51011 of plaintiff for granting receipts.
B . d -
t made by the Head Gogmastah producing the dcfe.ndant a.nd t:llxet t;ﬂ
' ' hositions given by both partics, sta:ni tl,a ;
: ) : i d eight day’s time
M. P.No. 523 of 1803. : (jefendant paid Rupees 10, q}n bglance.
| i&; given for the payment of the ba
A -] g
danti stody be issued. .
the defenda'ng in custody Rupecs 23.6.5, being the
d costs levied from the

Read rcturn to warran

ot for keeping ; .
Ordered that pYECf-} de by Peon Subba I\raﬂien’ producing
cturn to warrant ma tmounv i’ decree an

Read ¥

R ) : Lie plaintiff for .
) . recel tof t
M. P. No,431 of 1863. Gefendant, %ind the P

. 1 oum, and for full
0. 5. No. 1814 of 180L b,ying received the said ’

decree. .’
: o heen made of the .
8 \(isfaction having T O 28170,
: .ndant has paidhin Rupe
inif, stating Uyt the dofor b and costs, that
ipt granted by the plaintifl, e amount of the decree ’
sl vt £ 1863 ‘ h iu«::., relinquished the interest, and that decree
4 1863, e ¢ .
}32\1?134730 of 1311, was satisfied. e
- . Pillai ing Rupees 3833-11-5 being
t made by Peon Carupp?: Pillai, producing Rup
rn to warran '
feadret® Xo, 389 of 1863 ﬁilom the defendant and the receipt passed by the
. P No. 4 : * by
}6{' 8 Na 1ot & 15.“’2- f the said sun, and stating that the decree was satisfied
ecelpt © ;

intiff acknowledging the r de by the Head Ghomastah, producing the defendant and the
) ant made by :

d eposition given by the defendant, requesting 8
dv’ays' time for payment of jl}dgment debt.
i

pla
Read retarn to warr

M. P. No. 524 of 1863.

' . . M 1 t t.me-
‘esued for the defendant being kept n.: cUStOdY}‘" tha lt eroonted
Ordered that precept be : made by the Ameen Socbia, stating that it was no

\ le precep
Read return to a £a

in, consequence of the defendant having pai(‘ll
Rupees 125-10-8, being the decfee ?.Lmount nnd
costs, and that the sum in question is producc .
. Ordered that the sum be sent with' a Memo-
randum, the plaintiff not being preseut. .

Fetition No. 2 12 of 1863.

0.8. No, 70 of 1861,

Read return to warrant made by Peon
G uruvon, producing attachee that the defenda
ant was absent from his village.

Ordered that Istiyars, notifying the ial.t:
oi11 the 30th September, be sent tc? tlze Civi
rt and Collector’s office for publlc'at.xon.
o Read return made by Peon l\‘nst;nzx:
Naick, stating that summons was scrved on

tﬁe defendant.

M. P. No. 455 of 1863,

M. P. No. 483 of 1863, P

1863,”
.P. No, 25.0f
b v

Tead return made by Nunja Naicken,

3 don
' mons was not serve
ting that the sunEx o
:imeldffendant, he having been absent from
d to the défendant’s house.
Naick, stating that the sal

AL, P. No. 503 of 1863.

a copy thereof was affixe

e Istiyar was published and
de by Kristnama

village, and that
Read return ™3

. i at eﬂ'ect.
Petition No. 423 of 1863, o sttachee fo (b .

judgment debt, batta, and interest realized -.

[5xed to the defendant’s house, and producing |
af® ‘
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Vencatasamy, Producing R
amount of Razinamg} |

Read return to a warrant made by Peon upees 19-5.2,

, evied from the defendant,
Petition No. 526 of 1363,

and the receipy given by the Plaintiff, stating

that he recciveq the said sum, aud that the
demand of the Razinamah was s -

atisfed, NoO. 4,°
Read return i

ade to a warrant by Peon Kothundargm, Jetty, Producing an attachee given
: - by the Plaintiff, stating that the defendang Was
Petition No. 517 of 1363, absent from hig village.

Ordf:red that the petiflon be dismissed,

Petiton Ko. 163 of 16 : Ny On a reference to the records of the two
ettion No. 163 of N y : : ' .
0. 5 o Nare S ok . PWls 1tappears that they wore fully disposed of,
0.8, No. 62 of 1861, . ;
Petiigom. ;; osfbxlsca. . .1 endthey are therefore ordereq to be entered
. ‘ under the heag « fully disposed of »
' . .
Ordersd that the Urzee, sta

ting the pr’asons for having ccllecteq stamp penalty on the do.
! cument filed in ‘the saig suit, be sent to the
Blowany Village Moonsi, Xo, %01 of 1862,

Civil Court. Ordered gl that
should, in future,
er and the particulars of

the Goomastahg

enter in the 3rd column of
its sale,

g (Signeq) SO0BRAMIA H, °

the Register of stam

p penalty tht? Stamp pay.
31st dugust 1863, :

(True Tra,ns]ation.) District Moonsif.
(Signed) G, A ITARRIS,
f\ o Civil Juzlge,
G.

. ‘ . Tramlalfion of an Uy
No. 164, addressed to the Civil Court of.':Coimbatore

dated the 6th December 18G5,
I beg to acknowled

zee.
by the Distyet

Moonsiff of Bhswany,
ge the receipt this d.a A the 4th {nstgny
explain what is meant by the entry in t X ings recorded in Orixinal Sui
on the file of this Court on the 31st Augusl, 1863, ¢ °

** peared, not having answ

! y y‘K&feut, (representariom), i
That no ‘

ces, either by mearg of a
: ‘ . »Itisstuted there that he wag declared exparte
auswer was given to the plaint, iheany the aboye,
The seporate diary which aceom

parucq the said order, ig herewity returned.

(Signed) SOOBRAMI.\U.

(True Trau;‘ation). . Hoonsig.
Sk, . g, IIARRIS,
] © il Judge,
. —— \\
‘ . : H, .
Moonsif"s order yo. In the District Moonsifs ¢ : i
oons . strict ) ourt of Bhow; 7, Zilla i
Jecking the applz.-} Miscellaneyg Petition’ No. :?15[.? of 118(3&}31- Coimbatore,
calion, RIGINAL Syip

o v, 187 oF 1863, N
Plaintiy, . Defendant.
. Iyathoray Iyen. Mr. R.J. Lowry,
* The suit is for Tecovery of Rupecs 25

‘ ' 2-10-8, being amount deposited on account of security
and interest, ’

Read Petitiop No.

252, Presented for the cancelment of the Decree Passed in this syjg,
Decisi'on of the Court,
honsissued to him

e 3lst Auguyt 1863,

The defondy
thi; Court at 5}

Dt perused the sugy

‘ to answer to this suit, and appeared before
P. M, on th

the day fixed in the summons, Written state.

on the day foillowing t

e e e et e it s et e bt sme e

n' Judicial Department,

the Madras Governme |
96th March 1¢46. ey

ey Hh i e gt e . i e -
e v s 40 a2
PSPPI

e e o

15
Proceedings o

vt oy atoee

; afterw he
¢ same date; alterwards, t
), the suit was declar epertc o8 ‘h' favor of plaintiff cn thel9th
ing been presente( ’ i judenent was passed in tavo P bt
t not having marle any representations, ju ao and romain in the bungalow, nor th 1
'@ ma’ . 1d to a o " e
Dlle dofendant was not t°_t forathe Court tosay so. On t‘he pl-a.nnﬁ"s v alhat
jeve B nec;sal {he al egation wmade in the petmo?, 11t ?pt[?;x;sen-.; it
] 2] )
+d regz.fm::la“t was declared exparte, he arlm p;mvxvm ent 10
1 the deten 1d plaintifT that he
golow; thit the sid £emlemarl‘'1:10fror‘;1 the Bhowany Tuluq, and
Colonel Waiker at the bunz the ’amount sued for may hemnt o s b e
0 s within a week, 50 tha uit: that the plaintif said tha e e ot i
e i snd ’that as this was mt’dom’ ght to have represented to the
~K& al o a l o .
?f e o he weredpd;d;ho attended at the prop” t]rrl'lsetbal;c,t,lu.a\provisions of Section 119, of
.or. the defendant v "1 not. | 1t sppears th
Moreover, ! say, but he did
. he bad to say, ‘
Court wlaterer

i ¢
i i judgment when it appears the
e s t setling aside a judg ‘ o
1859, apply ouly £0 cm}mdem}nogf;::,‘sgnt, or that he was prevented from defending
Act VI of 169,71 duly served upon the

; eof a
-3 thing for the cas
ionce s but it do?s not provide :mj('1 ‘cr(t),re e Court in due
her inconvenience; mon3, ard who appeared b o
served with a sum tion is rejected, there appearing
C -

men '
difendant not llav::’l
December 186G3. -
would be sent for, nor

. min
2 Tvengar being exa .
Tiroomala Iyeng hat on whicl

order

s not
1hie summons wvasn

ot
(he suit through any

wlo has becn duly

. the m
defendant ofend the suit, therefore

N 1
time, but did not ¢

— RAMIAL,
it 1t . (Signed) SOODB Moonsiff.
:C‘;ul‘to Cnferl" . .
to the = ' laiion) IARRIS
.- v ansios ' . N 3. A Ao,
93rd June 1865, (Teve Tran (Signed, G. A

Civil Judge,

pamsa—-

A ; M.ous'fl's
! id esented to Bhuowany )
. iscellanenus Petition pr i o Dhwary ALovsll's
* Trauslation of a “glsceng of Act VIII of 1839, :i I\;I;SIGB (:u e fr
n .

}Courl’, undf:l‘ SCf wMiscellauenus Peml(in.No.‘é ‘toNo o e e o

J. Lowry, Dcfcnnméh mt T il Originel S .

. o r ‘ !
Mconsift’s Court,

Court file. ' :
° Phlintlﬂ‘ Aunna

issued to L.

Mr. Lowry’s Potition
:fur revicw.
Mr. I
Oodmulpettah Me
Lhowany Moousifl's

. by
. ) rought
aid suith
In the aboves in the summons

card : : Lich
wards. ) s ameunt for wiich
11 be sent for aﬁf r t the suit, on the greund that the
niee 4
ab()ut to co

= ‘nginter’s ONce (Rupees
‘posited by him (plnmuff, in the Lingin e’; ; et}ifse sims
f e sum d“p“'\hef" is pay (Rupees 62-12-0), and t ]; a“I 4
amount of b 4 him (defendant). In the mean
ave sue )
Lit not to bas "alker, sent for Tiroo-
-roment he oug . : ‘olonel Walker, s
due to pleintift from Gch.rnm the Superintendit g Engineer, ‘EOO on the Deputy Co lector, anl
ue ¢ aring . ees 2 ]
wele n the date fixed for ll:ed; ;:d gave him (,.-ders,f;)r R‘fped the orders and vent away, assuring
. 1 &) T, o€y r k ¢l recely . " . \ h
atifl's Va Trail. The Vake linguished the custs of the
\ rengar, plaﬂ tamtenant Tratl . e has Te guls
x:_ala,I) o 62-12-9 on Luuunlte Jaingifl in the suit that ih ¢ remained in Blo vany the whols
: ~ \ . s 3 [+
for I\UIvCl ad full powers frcm the] ‘hdrawal. The «;cf(n( uﬂd fendaut) is ignornt what took
; w . ’ '
that hel 1at he would present ?'l sot gend for him, aud he (de . '
suit, and L8 the Court ¢ - diLn, it appears
ced, but 1] Miscellaneous Petiti.n, 7
[ the day fis ards. i the said Mise i
Omce in the Court nllef“ar_ce issued to dcﬁ:nd:;ﬂ lln h,.ar has concealed the afuresaid fucts and
P Yow from the no% Tiroomala 1yengar,
3. Now fr d 1

i i he defendant. It was
1 resal o e azainst t :
oul, Whe a'fo nd managed to obtiin a decree 2ag
ult, 8t

« . equest
f d t was U‘ﬂ‘\ble to de d ‘he su"' ‘ t}lEIE(Ol‘e T q S
he d(‘ gnGan d fe“

thatt

ireinto the case,
| ) e, enquire into
oo ndant’s defence, enqu o
the suit, adx‘;\: dre)f:e':ry order of thé 9th instant, vbtained
;( (-] 1

ihorien, the defendunt appeared btjfor.e this
thot T’he Court tuld Lim to 1emain in the
Court un the day fi.\]\'i-d \
Lat e w
alow and t '
e g" The celendunt “lds
Tuinti .| cousisied v
> ,(muff s o 3 )
”)C:O} 10‘" account of security an
a6

time, ©

't.‘.a.i plaintil’'s Va e
fraudulently conducte

lely for the above reasons e
o will cancel the decree P e opy of
the Cont lecision. 1 present herew
and pas>s & ¢eC

| | ] N
] [ |
f

s

Vakeel.

"' . : RIS,
(Truo Transla w?? (Signed) G.A. umcmt Judge.

A



Proceedings of the Magyqg Government, Judicial Department,
0 | | 28k March 1866.

J.

Vakeel's deposition, | Translation ofa Depesition given by Tircomala | yengfu:, Vakeel f:)(r) plfm;xéf,

in Original Suit No, 57 of 1863, Miscellaneous Petition No, 252 o 18(;2,

on the file of the District Moonsiffof Bhuwmy, Zillah Coimbatore,’cn the 16th d'ay of‘Juned :

T have beard the motion given Ly the defendant’s Vakeel in the‘afure?axd suit .rea foud,

but nothing took place as therein stated. Bit on the day following that on which the said defend-
ant was declared exparte, plaintiff came tnd asked me if the fu

1l value of the primary stamp
could be got back, as Engineer Colonel Wilker said that he would settle about the amount sued
for, and told him to o

btain a certificate fror, the Court for refund of the full stamp duty, I told
him that as the suit b

ad been proceeded will exparte, the full stamp duty could not be obtained.
Thereupon plaiutiff called me to come over

to the said gentleman, and I accomp'anie(.l the plaintiﬁ'
‘ accordingly with copy of the plaint and other papers comnected with the .sald SUXt.' The sal(i
gentleman told plaintiff that he would obtain orders, so that ho may obtain the plamtamc:lelr]x
within a week at the Bhowany Talug, and that he should relinquish the amouni'; of co:tsl. . he
' plaintiff told the gentleman that he had irsiructed the Vakeel to present a withdrawal in ‘-Z
case on his getting the amount withiy & wek. Thereupon I and plaintiff came away. The z','aln
gentleman did not give me any orders, rar did I admit to him that I would Pl‘eﬁe“t"‘ with-
drawal, On the 2ng May 1865, 1 receiveg from the defendant in this suit by post a V gka]&t-
namah to present a motion on his behalf, agq an Eoglish Memorandum, dated ll}h Apn.l I?St.
drawn out by the aforesaid Colonel Walke:, and its Tamil translation. As I was thg plalntxﬁ”;
Vakeel I informed him by post of the reag,y of my not having accepted the Vakalatnamah, an
on the 5th of this month of § une, when the said defendant appeared before this Court, I returned
to him the Vakalatnamal and the

English Memorandum, and kept with me the letter addressed

to me, and the translate of the Memorandup,

. In the said trauslation it ig mentione
ember 1863, the amount was not the
settle in the same manner,

d that, according to the settlement made on the st of
Sept

" paid, and that the said gentleman is now prepared to

When plaiotiff and p

yself went to the gajd My, W
I heard the depositio

alker, I did not see the defendant there,
bread. Itis correct,

(Signed) TIROOMALA IYENGAR,

Vakeel.
(Signed) SOOBRAMIATI,
Moonsiff,
’ (True Translation), A
| (Signed) G. A. HARRIS,
- Civil Judge.

No. 1992, To the ITono

rable the bllief Justice of the Iigh Court of Judicat
Madras, dated F

ort Saint ('}rcorge, 26th March 1866, No. 437. ‘
T'am directeq by the Governor ﬁn Couneil to transmit, for the consideration of
the Honorahle the J udges of t}

re Iligh Court, and for such notice as they may decm
proper, the annexed copies of g correspondence relating to the conduct of the Dis-
trict Moonsiff of Bhowany, and of ane of the Vakeels of that Court, in connection
with a guit instituted in it, :

ure,

NG

(Signed) A, J. ARBUTIINOT,
: Chicf Secretary. -
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