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Proceeding$ of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
Ath February 1862 .

SRS N, o

s of the Board of Reve :
ek nue, dated 29th January 1862,

Read the following Jetter from B. CUNLIFFE Esq., C
s Au5qcy ollector of Madra A
STON, Esq., Seeretary to the Board of Revenue, Ghepauk diir(‘i‘s":’ a‘gp HUDLE-
St nNag uram, 23rd

January 1862, No. 23.

No. 70 Read the following Proceeding

SIR,
1' 2 kW . g -
.Tmnglationcuclosed. i tg p!amt has been filed in the District Muunsif's
i gra T Siim ;l fml).everamby ong Kolanda Velu Chetty against me
, s il : agistrate of the District, and other Defend )
e ;:ayudu, Daffadér. margmally,f for the recovery of a Pheeton \anris e
iy : valued at 200
pees and of 600 Rupees, the alleged loss to Plaintiff b
s ) y

«.own businesss and attending the Magistrate’s Court and the Court of F
of Foujdari

- 5 yeversal of the previous judgments against him.
1858, the Magistrate, Mr. Shubrick, fined the Plaintiff i
95 Rupees commutable to tWO month’s jmprisonment for having forcibly s 1d in the sum of
from the possession of the 5th Defendant, with whom it had isiad dub ;Er awdy a bandy
assaulting e . the execution of his duty. He directe Tl ;‘ years, and for‘
een recoyered from Plaintiff, should be rest‘oartedthti) ?ﬁiysﬁt
1

Defendant.
3. Plaintiﬁ' appealed to the Sessions Court, which confirmed the sentence of the M i
Magistrate.

He then appealed to the Foujdari A
ander date 14th May 1859.

allowed for the answer, which T have proposed is the 20th proxi I
P 2 roximo. have

4 The LG
ble for the acts of my predecessor, and I think that it will y
e

1eade-.ﬂ that 1 am ot responsi
sufficient for the 2nd Defendant to urge that he acted judicially in the matter on th I
e complaint

of the 5th Defendant 10 the effect that Plaindiff had entered her :

3 premise : A
off the bandy, and that Act XVIII of 1850 barsthe it e st hismand' [‘f]:m::blly carried
PDefendants may answer {hat their proceedings were in the execution of their dub e,a; .and‘ 4.t'h
ence to the orders of {heir superior the 2od Defendant. 1f these pleas are app’fo"’,‘;d “"foxk}"dx-

~ of; ithey

will be put in:
To the Principal Sudder Amin of Chingleput.
filed by Court Vakil Kistna Réu, on behalf of Kolanda Velu Chetty amerchant
son of Narasappa Chettysy residing at Tiruvallur Pereapollum T4luq against (1) the’CoHectotn E
the District 5 @), ddin Saib, Tahsildér of the above Talug, residing at Tiruvallur; (g)
Subba Réu, the Télug Roy: : (4), Munisami Naick, the Daffadar of the Téluq and’ (;)’
lias Muniamtnai, wife of Tanikachella Mudali residing at Tiruvallur, p;‘ayintr fm’
{rom the Defenda.nts to the Plaintiff, of a four-wheeled Pheaton, or its :alue
d by the Plaintiff in his merchandize.

es 600, the loss gustaine
1.. The 2nd Defendant, with the view of appropriatiug a four-wheeled Pheton valued at
/ 3 . g " g L] ,
which was 10 Plainuiff’s house, received a complaint from the 5th Defendant

Rupees 250, and
the Plaintiff, and entering his house by means of the 3rd and 4th Defendants on the
d to his Katcheri the several component parts of the said

against
20th Punguni of the year P‘ingala remove
of the four wheels and a0 axle tree valued at Rupees 200 The 2nd

Pheeton with the exception ©
Defexxdarlt further i.ssued a warrant against the Plaintifl, and apprehending him on the 2nd
Vaiyast of the- yeat hnlayu\_atx, f:orrespondx.ng to the 14th May 1858, sent him to the lst Defen-
dant, who, without proper ingquirys fined him 25 Rupees:
g, The plaintiff having appealed against this up to the
cancelled as M2y pe seen from the enclosed Diary, dated 14th May 1859-
g, On Plaintiff’s showing this Diary to the 1st Defendant; he refunded the fine on the 8th
, and jssued 8 Takid, copy of which is hereln enclosed, on the same date tothe 2nd
irecting him t0 regtore to the Plaintff the abov which was in the

délat, where the judgment of the Jower Courts was revexrsed
’

The Plaint

Ratnammal @
the recoverys
Rupees 900 and of Bup®

I-‘nujduri Court, gob the sentence

o

June 185¢
e conveyance,

Defendant, d
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