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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
215t November 1861.

No. 227. Read the following Proceedidgs of the Board of Revenue, dated 1st November
1861, No. 5,994 : —

Read the following letter from B. CUNLIFFE, Esq., Collector of Madras, to W. HUDLE-
STON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Chepauk, dated Sydapet, 25th

October 1861, No. 361.

Sir,
1. I have the honor to forward copy of a plaint preferred by one Muttu Gurukal in the

- Tripassoor Moonsiff's Court, against (1) Maddukistnamah Nayudu, the Magistrate of the Sydapet T
Tilug; (2) his Javabneviss Ranghier; (3) his Guméshta Rama R4u, for the recovery of 300 N .
‘Rupees, as damages in haying commirtted him to the Criminal Court on the charge of having
made a false and malicious con‘xplqim; the 20d and 3rd Defendants having, as alleged, persuaded

. ~ him to do so.
; 9. The 1st Defendant referred the case for my orders, and I, as Magistrate, directed its gt
¥ " committal. I therefore request sanction for defending the Suitat the public cost. The Criminal ig
: Coutt acquitted the prisoner. ,;5
' 3. Tt will be sufficient, T think, if the 20d and 3rd Defendants deny that they influenced =,

¥

_..A
T

the 1st Defendant in any manner, having been merely his ministerial servants; and if the Ist
Defendant pleads that he committed the Plaintiff to the Criminal Court in obedience to my
orders, as his superior, and the Magistrate of the District, the Court will then probably either
nade a Supplem:ntal Defendant, or reject the plaint with costs.
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direct that I shall be 1

———

"To the Taluq Moonsiff of Tripassoor.

The Plaint filed by Court Vakil Venkata Réu, on behalf of Moothoogoorookal, son of
one. Shanmooga Gurukal of Madambakam, a Bramin residing at Trisoolam in Sydapet Talug,
and living by means of agriculture and by performing Devastanam Poojahs, against Muddu-

kistnamah Néyudu, Tahsilddr of Sydapet Téluq ; (1) Ranghier, Javabneviss of Sydapet T4lug;

(2) Rama Réu, Rayasam of Sydapet T4luq ; (3) for the recovery from the Defendants of Rupees

300 for damage.
" Ist The Plaintiff possesses cultivation and landed property worth about 1,000 Rupees
and leads a respec-

in the villages of Madambakam, Kottoor, Tiroomoollavoil and Vayaloor,

table life.
= 2nd. In 1860, the Plaintiff filed certain complaints in the Madlras Collector’s Office, one
- of which wasagainst Vadiar Soobraya Mudali, and others, of Madambakam, on account of the
e ~ Melwaram share of the Maniems attached to the Tenupooriswaraf Devastanam of that village.
O  Whenthe st Defendant was conducting inquires on those complaints, the Plaintiff gave out what
he had to say. But the 2nd and the 3rd Defendants having persuaded the 1st Defendant so as to
- bias him in favor of the opponents, the Ist Defendant unreasonably grew angry upon the Plaintiff,
and with a cruel heart ereated a eriminal but of an innocent case, disgraced the Plaintiffin an open
ssembly, made hima prisoner, and committed him to the Court under severe restrictions. The
~ latter, investigating the proceedings connected with this case, released the Plaintiff on the 14th
~ August 1860, remarking that the Plaintiff was not guilty, and that he was committed without
- any reasonab'e cause. The Session Judge approved of the.Diary on the 22nd idem.
© 3cdly.  As the 1st Defendant committed the Plaintiff, who is a respectable party, to the

- Courtin wqyof disgracing him, and wrote Urzees to the Collector in certain cases, and obtained
S of&an to the injury of the Plaintiff, he requests the Court to pass decision for the payment to
i huﬁ of Rupees 300 by the Defendants for damage. RN, ok '

(True Translation.) -

15¢th August 1861. :  (Signed) B. CUNLIFFE, Collector.
: _ A I
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£ Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depar ment,
- ' - 2lst November 1861.

- 1. Ordered to besubmitted to Government, with the Board’s recommendation that the Suif
o be defended at the public cost, and that the T4luq Magistrate be instructed to plead that he

acted in the case in good faith believing himself to have jurisdiction as he cannot undo the orders
SN of his superior the Magistrate, and that consequently the Suit is barred by Act No. XVIIL of
5l 1850. '

,;‘ iy 2. The Collector should have named the date for putting in the defence.

;:f?g.»; Nenwe (True Copies and Extract.) 4
BT, B 5 (Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Secretarys
TSR U OrpER THEREON, 21st November 1861, No. 2,201, '
T - ~In the absence of all infoﬂ&tion on the merits of this case, the Government are unable ta

undertake the defence of this suit. The Sub-Magistrate can himself plead Act XVIII of

‘ 1850, which is a bar to the action, and Government will decide about the cost when the result of
fse the suit is known,
]

= : (Signed) J. D. SIM,
O ' Secretary to Government,
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Secretary.

To J. D. Sim, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D.
Copy to B. Cunliffe, Esq., Collector of Madras.

Exd. J. Wright,
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