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-k 1. Resolved that one copy

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
2nd May 1862. £
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No. 33.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 3rd April 1862,
' No. 2,195 :— '

‘Read the following letter from CLEMENT DALE, Esq., Government Pleader, Sudder

Adilat, to W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated
. Madras, 26th March 1862, No. 48.
e SirR,
In continuation of the letter I had the honor of addressing
to you under the date and number noted in the margin, I do
Relts myself the honor of enclosing five copies of the Decree passed by
the Court of Sudder Adlat in Regular Appeal Suit No. 21 of 1861.

e »

of the Decree receifed with the above letter be submitted to

continuation of the Board’s Proceedings No. 1,952, dated 24th March 1862.

overnment in
k 2 ‘.O‘rde;ed also that tywo copies be forwarded to the Collector of the Godavery District,
“ ‘ (A true Copy and Estract.) -
. (Signed) R. A, DALYELL, Sub-Secretary.
* ‘
ORDER THEREON, 2nd May 1862, No. 948.

Ordered to be recorded.

{Sigred) C. G. MASTER,
Deputy Secretary to Government.

.
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IN THE SUDDER COURT AT MADRAS.

Before the Civil Court of Rajahmundry, Original Suit No. 2 of 1859,
Before the Sudder Court at Madras, Appeal No. 21 of 1861,
Under Act VIII of 1859,

« m
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?/////’
STAL
/ OF THE

{g SUDDER

In the Court of In the Sudder
First Instance. Court.
%Bulusa Pattabbi Ramiah...  ...... Plintif. Appellant.
' Lo By his Pleader,

J. W. Branson, Esq.

A. Purvis, Esq. Collector of
...... Defendant. Respondent.
Godavery District.... ... By the Government Pleader,
C. Dale, Esq.

Sri Balusa Pattabbi Ramiah, the plaintiff abovenamed, appeals to the Sudder Court aj

Madras, against the decree of the civil court of Rajahmundry in the above suit, dated 9th day
of January 1861, for the following reasons, viz :—

Ist. The suit is not barred by the statute of limitation,

#nd.  For the purposes of this appeal, the whole plaint must be taken to be admitted ;
and the facts pleaded show that the statute could not begin to operate until the 16th Febru-
ary 1847, and the plaint was filed on the 9th February 1859.

3rd.  The perition for review of the order of the \6th February 1847, was presented on
the 10th April 1856, and is g proceeding before a court of competent authority,

#th. In 1845 the extent of land was only 7} tooms, whereas the quantity now in
dispute is 23 candies, i.e., 24 candies and 12} tooms plus the original 73 tooms,

The Sudder Court dismiss the appeal with costs,
COSTS IN THE SUDDER COURT.

Hespondent's costs.
Pleader’s fee on Rs. 15,000-0-0... . 450 0 0
1 Roll for vakalatnama . . 2 00
I Printed copy purchased... 4 06

To be paid to the respondent (defendant) by the appel]a?x.".
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Given under our hands and the seal of the Court, this nineteenth day of March, in the

- year of our Lord 1862,
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