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Fort Saint George, Revenue Consultation of 12th April 1859.

No. 59.  Read the following Extract from the Proceedmgs of the Board of Revenue, dated
e 14th March 1859, No. 868. o, :

Read the following letter from the Collector of Cuddapah, dated 8th January 1859, No. 5.

(In Con. 13th February 1859, No. 1 59:) . § b

Resolved that the foregoing letter and its accompaniments be submitted for the. miormatlon
of the Right Honorable the Governor

S M C. 19th in Con. 224 Apri? 1852, Ne. 346, B. D. in Council, with reference to the cor~
' 14¢h »  22d Dec. 1855, 1855% 5 respondence noted in the margin.

£
95 'The Collector forwards the decrees of the Civil Court of Cuddapah in the undermen-

A. S. No. 90 of 1853.

"3, This Suit was orlgmally brought in the Sub Court for the recovery of 10 Goontahs of
d with certain Tamarvind trees thereon, valued altogether at about Rupees 150.
4. The Judgment of the lower Court was in favor of the Collector, the Plaintiff paying costs.
, 5. Anappeal was preferred to the Civil Court, but the Civil J udge has confirmed the de-
cree of the lower Court with costs.
A. S. No. 25 of 1853.

6. In this case the suit was originally instituted in the Sub Court to recover a sum of
money lent to two Poligar Peunsioners. The Collector was included as a defendant, because he is-
sued an order to the Cashkeeper to pay the pension of one of the defendants, as it became due
to the creditor, until the debt was cleared ; and it was sought to construe this order into a.
guara.ntee. ' .

7. The Sub Judge gave judgment in favor of the Plaintiff, but held the Collector person-

y responsxblem defanlt of payment by the other defendants.

8. Against this decision Mr. Murray preferred an appeal to the Civil Court. It will be
seen that the higher tribunal has modified so much of the de..ree of the Sub Court as held the
CoIlector liable for the debt.

9. The Civil Judge proposes that the permission of Government be obtained for transfer-
ring the arrears of pension now in déposit, in liquidation of the debt, and that the balance be de-

X frayed by further stoppages, not exceeding one half, from the monthly allowance of the second
defendant until the whole is liquidated.

10. The Board consider this proper under the peculiar circumstances of the case, and if
Government approve they will issue the necessary instructions to the local authorities on the sub-
jects  In the event of second defendant dying before the debt is liquidated, the stoppages will
- not be continued without express orders from Government.

(A true Extract.) : -
(Signed) J. D.’SIM, Secretary.
N

OrpER THEREON, No. 506 ; dated 12th April 1859.
{ vernment approve and sanction the course propgsedato be followed in ’%bas. 9 nng_\_‘
' xtract, and direct accordingly that the arrears oﬁensmn in depos e anplie?i LR
n of the debt referred to in A. S. No, 25 of 1853, and that the balance be dis
er stoppages not exceeding one half of the monthly allowal_. af the second‘ de-
f<whole a ount is hqmdated subject to the reservatmn in pp.r‘ ) ! A
' : 1 e to point out% the Boa.rd that it is not tearlily apparent from he
instituted against the Collector..
_'" matter should be clearly and correctly set forth. S
(Signed) J. D. BOURDI’LLOE :
" Secretary to Government.
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No. 159. From M. MURRAY, Esq., Collector of CUDDAPAH, )
dated Doovoor, 8th January 1859, No. 5.

1. T have the honor to forward herewith copies of two Appeal Decisions passed by the Civil Judge
of Cuddapah for the information of the Board of Revenue and Government.

2. In the first, appeal suit No. 90. of 1853, the late Sub Collector Mr..\f\_’eddurbum was Defendant
and the decision was passed in his favor, no further remarks are therefore requisite.

3. 1n the original suit No. 55. of 1854, the Collector of Cuddapah was made the 3rd Defendant and
was Appellant in appeal suit No. 25. of 1856. This decision "ok also passed in favqr of the.APpt‘Hmlt.

4. The Board are aware that when the appeal suit was instituted, one h.a]f of the' P%II.SIOI'I of the 2nd
Defendant, who upon the death of his brother a Tavajeedar, f9r1nerly PClO]lgl?lg to this Plstrlct bx}t no.w
attached to Kurnool, was permitted by Government to be kept in deposit pending the decision of this suit.
This was accord-inglj done from 8rd September 1855, up to l\t J “I'Y 1858, whe‘n the Talook of Cumbum
was transferred to Kurnool and the amount lying in deposit m‘tlus Treasury is Rupees 1,068—14—5.
The Board will perceive from Para 10 of the Decision tl.m.t the (.fwil J Uflge recommends that the ?mount
decreed be liquidated from the stoppages from the Pension now in deposit and the remainder be paid {rom
the Pension disbursed monthly to the 2nd Defendant by the Co}lector of Kurnool. This suggestion of the
Civil Judge is fair and just and 1 therefore request the Board will authorize me to disburse the amount now
in deposit in this Treasury to the Civil Judge as part payment of the amount of the decree and for the re-

mainder the Collector of Kurnool be directed to transmit either to me or to the Civil Judge of Cuddapah

in lignidation of the balance of the amount decreed by Civil Judge. _

5. The Plaintiff in the original suit, or Respondent in the appeal suit, G. Soobramaniem, has appli-
ed to me for the amount held in deposit and states that as he is a Sowcar, the money is much required—

I therefore request the Board will be so good as favor me with their instructions as to the disbursement

" of this amount as early as convenient.

Exc. 1.
Decree of the Civil Court in the Zillih of Cuddapah, Original Suit No. 228, of 1851, on the file of the

2 ra th of October 1853,
sourt decided by A. Hathaway, Fsq., on the 4t
B 5o Appeal Suit No. 90 of 1853,

ant (Plaintif); ( Respondents (Defendants.)
i&bprpa‘ill‘:{“;n(]g;l&neg : s 1 Hyatkhan Bittaney alias Badaykhan.
Vakeel. 2 Pedda H,oqssmn Khan,
Shashacharloo. 3 Oomer Khan.

) 4 Curnum Chenchiah.
5 R. Nurrasannah.
6 C. Chittambarum.
7 R. Soobbiah, and
8 A. Wedderburn, Esq., Sub Collector,
Vakeel Anunthacharloo for the 1st Respondent,
L Do. Ramachendrarow for  8th do.

peal for the reversal of the Sub Judge’s decree, dismissing the Plaintiff’s claim to a

1. This is an ap
Puttah land valued at Rupees 150.

2. The grounds for the appeal were.
That the land in dispute with trees &c., thereon had been sold and made over to the Plain-

First. . |
tiff by th:‘s’d and 8d Defendants in satisfaction of a decree which had been passed against them. That he
t; ]glaintiﬁ' had expended 150 Rupees on improvements and that the then Sub Collector Mr. Murray had

1€ t

given a Puttah in his name. : o . |
: Secondly. That the 5th Defendant’s father mixed up Plaintiff’s land with that occupied by Moh-

deen Saib and Ally Saib, close to the disputed land and enjoyed the same, but those parcels do not consist
of 1} acres although that quantity is men_tioned in the Puttah.

Thirdly. That the Ist Defendant’s plea that the Plaintiff had clandestinely obtained a Puttah for
lands during the absence of the real owners is not to be trusted.

Fourthly. That although the 2d Defendant had through fear denied before the Tahsildar the exe
cution of the deed of sale, he acknowledged it in his answer to the present suit, that the writer of the said

deed interpolated the name of 3d Defendant at the time of writing it and the witnesses proved his, Plain-

tiff’s, enjoyment.















11.  The Civil J udge, being further of opinion that the 3r

i d Defendant, has been improperly included
as Defendant, directs that Plaint
in Original and Appeal,

30th September 1858,

iff, Respondent, do pay all costs inc

urred by him, the said 3rd Defendant,

(Signed) W, ELLIOT,

Civil Judge,
(True Copy) H
(Sigued) M. MURRAY, |11
) Collector, ‘
i
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