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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
Tth November 1860.

“MMW%¢

No, 95 Read the following letter from CLEMENT DALE, Esq., Government Pleader,
. 9b. Sudder Adalat, to THOMAS PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government,
dated Madras, 17th October 1860, No. 155 :—

Sir

v V\;ith reference to the orders of Government noted in the margin, I have the honor
to report for the information of the Honorable the
Proceedings of Government 13th July 1859, Governorin Council, that th'e Appea.l Suitf Nos. 1.27
No. 933, Revenue Department. and 129 of 1859, came on for hearing this morning
Do. 10tk January 1860, No. 55, before the Court of Sudder Adalat, whe{l their honorg
Revenue Department. the Judges at once, anfl .\vuhout hearing Counsel,
expressed a decided opinion that the Collector of
Masulipatam was not a necessary party to t.he. Original Suit, and had. been improperly m?d.e a
dant. To this the Pleaders for the Plamtlf.f and Ist Defetldant did not offer any opposition,
pae loubt of the propriety of their honor’s opinion, but urged that as the error
or suggest evenl 3 ;}(')vil Judge, it was hard the Plaintiff or Ist Defendant shovld suffer for Ais
¥is tuads E)y tz)e lt 1,;)‘vev:r’stated it was clear that the Collector was entitled to bis costs of
mistakc'a.. The .ou!rd of the Appeal Suit No. 127 of 1859 ; that the Plaintiff was the party
Cil Ouighapp SR 82 ts must be awarded ; and that the Government must be relieved from
against whom t.lxosetlc?ssuits ; however, on the Plaintiff’s application, their honors stated that
e contestllng -rlwthe cas’e on the merits, they would determine whether or not the Ist
- gt I;Bd lldez:coup to the Plaintiff the costs he would have to pay to the Collector. ~The
Defendant s 1;)u Zamindér (Appellant in Appeal Suit No. 129 of 1859) then submitted to the
Elader for L.le l?l. tor had voluntarily and improperly appeared and answered in that Appeal
Court that t.he e 28 he was assisted by the Pleader for the Plaintiff (who claimed to be heard
Suit. In this OITPO-S‘UO::qd: by the Judges as to the party who was ultimately to pay the costs) ;
undell' l}?}::::;:;aer::;etss:ed themselves as clearly of opinion, that owing to the manner in which

but thel

v . d, the Collector had a right. to appear and answer. Tpgy
e Plet:fl:l:‘atofh:::pﬁﬂl l‘)‘ed:n f:zn::error on the pait of the Ministerial Officers of the Court in
remarke

: which notice of the Appeal had been given, but that such error had been co?doned
il llant’s Pleader ; and therefore decided that the Collector was entitled to
o S t'he'A'ptpcle tahat I need no; appear further in the matter. I therefore retived leaving
Aot 3“‘:‘61:2:2“1)1&““&‘ and st Defendant arguing the case on the merits.

% I;leadle;save bespoken copies of the Decree, so soon as received I will do myself the honor of

~e

further communicating with you.

>N 96 : OrpER THEREON, 7th November 1860, No. 2,061.

. ¢ . .

; Ordered to be communicated for information to the Board of Revenue who will communicate
r

it to the Uollector. ‘
’ (Signed) J. D. BOURDILLON,
Secretary to Government.
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