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',Item No. 2 Rupees 70 bung the 'amount

. Item No 6. --Rupees 3,000, loss by the fallure

g

| ‘No.ﬁ 65. Read the followtn«r Pxoceedm(rs of the Board of Rewenue, dated 16th |

; I\owmber 1809 L\o 8, 468 —_

Read the followxnn' letter from the Collector of North Arcot to the Actmﬂ' Sccre- o

tary to the Boaxd of Revenue, _dated Cluttoor, 30th September 1869
. No. 293, - -

ADVLPTI\IG to the Board’s Ploceedmn‘s dated Ist Pebruary Last, No. 681'

‘ calhncr upon me to subinit detailed ; information as to ‘the loss which the contractors

of the stone quarries near'the Sholinghur leway Station  have suffered owing to

the withdrawal of the leases granted to them by Mr. Wilkinson and myself I have
the honour to submit copy of a letter, dated 20th Ma,y“lSGO No. 196, from Mr. Lee-
Warner, in which he reports the result of the mqumes Wluch he was 1equeeted b} :

me to make into the matter,

2. I append detailed mcmomndum of losses ﬁled by the contractors, and shall:
now pr roceed to notice serialim the several items as they stand in this list.

8. In the opinion expxessed by Mr. Lec-Warner on th1s item I do not concur.

Izcm No. 1.—Intercst at one per cent on the

*Tuara sum of 375 rupees. - depos1t on the requisition of the Divi-

In making this recommendation I must admit tha‘b Mr, Lee-Warner’s conjecture
that the contractors held back 1 in order to establish a point of law in - their favour

xs by no means 1mp10bable but be - this as it may, unless some concessions arev.

made in this and other items of the bxll the chances ofa setilement arce very remote.

4 ThlS 1tcm also might pmhaps be disputed, as the contractms live within -

~a couple of miles of the Iead Assistant’s

paid to Vakeel.

vemence This, howev er, and the two following items might; as Mr, Lee-W arner

1ecommends, be admitted, not as of wmt perhapa, but a8’ concessions made towards

some reasoxmble settlcment in respecb to the larger items of the bill,
. : "I b.'Asregards this item I concur

Ttem No: "5-—Rupees 575 bemo tlie stones “lth Mr, Loe- ‘
“quarried at ~ the . contractors’ expense . and .ce-Warner in thinking that

carted away by ono Moonesa“ my l\a:ck

-

R w paragraph 3 of his letter, be allowed.

G I have had trreat dlﬁ]cu]‘cy 1n mfﬂﬂ""‘ up my mind about this item. - The -

contractors allege that they paid 3, 000

of contract mth one (xagaraja Mooddly
. ‘ m{;nt to One Gajara_]a LIOOdeH}' the

supulatmn bemrr that- they were to Supply to him within a oiven’ time a certain ’

number of demarcahon stones, or, in default to’ pdy a penalty on eaeh rupee

'lhe contractors haunn‘ paid down a--

‘ o s1onal officer on - account of the lease
. which that oﬂicer thon frra.nted to them on his own responsibility, and that deposit
not havmg been withdrawn until- both that and the renewed lease granted by
. myself had Dbeen cancelled by Gov ernment, the contractors should, - I think, be

paid interest on the dcpoxnt froni the'date it was first lodged by them in the Talook-

Treasury up to the date on which'notice of the cancelmen{.: of the second lease
“was served on them. The interest so calculated would amount to Rupees 92.4-4.

Cutchelry, and could have pleaded their
. 4. own case without much pelsonal incon-

it s snnply preposterous, and that it
N e - “ghould not, for the reasons given in,.

rupees as damages for breach of engage. :
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- of eivil action.

* in the form of a law
" Rupees 3,000, Ont}
~ during the long iate

- made on them,

© which other very

- good reason to suspect that the whole 4,

PR

Lroceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, |
4th Deczmber 18€9.

which would, on the azgregate, amount to Rupees 3,000, The contractors now
allege that they were anable to fulfil the terms of their engagement in consequence

- of the cancelment of the leases, and were thus compelled to pay the full forfert to

escape legal proceedings. In proof the contractors produce a lawyer’s lefter
threatening them with a civil action, and Guajaraja Moodelly's receipt for the

- money paid up under this pressure,

V. The weak features in this transaction are very fully exposed in the fourth

- paragraph of Mr. Lee-Warner’s letter, They are as follows :—

1st.—That there is no mention in the agreement signed by Gajaraja Moodelly
as to the disposal of Rupees 500 paid by him a3 advance to the contractors in the
event of Yeir fuiling in their engagement,
the general validity of the bond if produced in evidence before a Civil Court.
- . . . 4
<nd.—That the contractors were inactive from first to last in supplying 80Y
instalment whatever of the stone they had engazed to deliver, although, in fact, ﬂ_lo
cancellation of their lease did not in any degree affect the access they had had, 38
: . . . Jv-in the -
common with others, to the quarries, but merely their exclusive monopoly - in th

working of these quarries. It appears £ me that this defect alone would be fatal”
to their chances of succe

4 ki . s . . ‘ ' . .CS
Srd—The exceedingly suspicious circumstances under which the P(‘“am :

were eventually demanded and paid up by the respective partics to the transaction

" 3 . . « -y d 41 ity Of

For instance, on the one hand we have Gajaraja awaking up, after aninactivity |
- . . - » . - .C

tWwo years, to a sudden appreciation of his own interests.  Ilis demand, convey

on breach of contract,

. . . . 50
eventually gives his reccipt for that full amount on payment by contractors

. ort

te other hand, the contractors, after having made no eff .
. . . noe-

tval of eighteen months to fulfil even in part their engis

. . - 0
ments, pay up at once and without demur, Rupeces 3,000 in full of the demand &

8. Now, cons

_ ated
: idering that both parties live in the same street and are relate
to cach other, and

. ¢ in
that this large payment does not find place in the Day 1%001'“)‘
much smaller transactions are minutely entered, there 18 V6 y

Mr. Lee-Warner conjectures, ¢
“ two contractors to pay to G

. “tion of the receipt having
It would probably be v

n?,‘; 13 Whe;her this item of the claim should Lo admitted in whole or part on the
: o e:cila duced, or whether the parties shall be required to give further prov
» 1 regard to the actiop they took on the lawyer's letter.

I am mysclf § 1d

i n favour of a con ; . d wou
dromis ‘idence produced, anc

. recommend that the contrace I %0 ou the evidence pro Y

© ment of this item of their ¢]
; This would be 3 very |
- men should not he permitte

been given”

atm,

d_ to benefit to the fyl by their own laches.

. ) ‘ atter
ss 1f the contractors chose to muke this transaction a matter

4

This defect would, I apprchend, weaken |

M [} - N tics

yer’s letter, is for Rapees 3,625, allezed to be due for penal o
. . e
1nterest on money advanced, and professional fee. .

_— . s, 43
egociation is a sham, and that there 1 ’i |
¢ anothe L3 ‘hind it binding the

another agrecment lurking Lehind it 3 .
., . . . N e cr‘ -
daraja Moodelly what they get from us in const '

L . . etion .
ery dificult to verify this conjecture, and the questlo

tors be offered two-thirds, or Rupeos 2,000 in settle- |

. ) . ‘ ese .
lbcral arrangemcnt as, under any cxrcumst‘lnccs, th :
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E Iteﬁxs ‘Nos. -9 and 11", 7 Rupees 4945;6 and

R "Item No. 10-‘5'Ri1§995 49-8-0 cost of ‘e's‘ta.blishj.’ L

Droceedings of the Madras Govem‘ment,"Reueime 1)ep‘artmyenf, |
' 4th December 1869, - -

9. The ‘engagemen‘t_ into: which these contractors entered with- G;ija’raj:i.

Moodelly was for three years, beginning from January 1867. . . o
The leasg was not disturbed until June 1868, so that, veveu‘ had their ability to
~ fulfil the contract depended on the confirmation of the lease, there was still an

~_interval of some eightecn nionths, during which the stipulated delivery of stone

. might have been made. The uncertainty as to whether their lease would be con-

~ . firmed or cancelled might affect preliminary arrangements and the scale of their -
- operations. As, however, it was only a question whether they were to hold the.

monopoly of certain quarries or have that general access to them which they enjoyed
in eommen with othess and which at no stage in the matter had been interrupted
for a single day, there was nothing to prevent their. making large deliverics of
“stone during the whola time. e

‘_'71’0, Under the circumstances described in paragraph 5 of the Iead Assist-

o LT : L ant’s letter, it is obvious that this charge
Item No. 6.~ Being the loss sustained by _the
. failure of contract for fuel with one Narraina- °° . Al ‘
sawmy Chetty, , * with one Narrainasawmy Clietty for the
' o ’ - supply of fuel and charcoal, no part of
which was ever delivered. These men should be left to recover the advance of
‘Rupees 35 made to Narrainasawmy Chetty in the ordinary way.
N S e 11.  Thisisa precisely similar trans-
Ttem No. 8.—Rupecs 150 loss sustained by,
o fatlure of vonlrawd fur fuel with Condapan
Chetty. - - . ST :

“ e advance. RN
12, These petty claims might be
‘admitted on the proof of the Daily
- Ledger or other reliable account, :
13, This pertains to the lease
- renewed by myself and cancelled shortly
after.  The charge may, therefore, be
admitted. - LR [
oolie ; : LT 14, From thevernacular accounts
filed by the contiactors it appéé.rs that these ﬁftéen items represent. advances
‘ranging from Rupees 21 to Rupees 100 in amopni; made to gang maistries and
‘stone-cutters. . Of these items, nine (not cight as stated by Mr. Lee-Warner) rest
on regular bonds, Viz,i— | [ o

4-0-0, charges for publishing notices, etc., -
" and value of stamp paper fo;- Muchilkas.

ment. . . R ,
Item Z'No.‘ 12, Rupees 510, includes fifteen minot
~ items being - advances to maistries and.

poplieg.‘» ' ’ ‘ : Co

" One for Rupees 100
‘ Two ,, " ) 2 e :
Two, o 6~ 1
and several of them (particularly those fpr(the» larger amounts) are recoverable (if

not already recovered) in whole or part. : PN

" 1 bez to recommend that a full discretion be givé‘xi_“ to settle these several
o 5

items on the proofs offered by the claimants in x_fespect to the recoverable or
doubtful character ¢f the advance. - Several of these items will have to be very

liberally dealt with, as they pertain to petty adyances made under circumstances

[PV SR> U S U

is quite inadinissible. The contract was

action, and the parties shonld be left to -
seck their own remedy in respect to the )
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
4th December 1869,

which will render their recovery at this distance of time very difficult, if, indeed,

at all possible.

15. These pertain to the sgcond -‘
lease, and should be admitted.

Item No. 13, amounting in all to Rupees
90-10-0, inclades twelve minor items.
16. This claim appears to me utterly preposterous, and should be rejected.
‘ It represents the total profits which these
contractorsallege they would have made
in the transaction but for the cancellation of their lease, A minute schedule of

Item No. 14.—Rupees 5,000,

" losses is put in; butin it is not one single rupee shown as sct-off on account of

profits made, or which might have been made, during the eighteen months they
held the monopoly under the first lease, ‘ :

- I have already shown that these contractors’ access to the quarry ficlds was not
obstructed for a single day during ths whole period, and that the cancellation or

confirmation of the lease only actually affected the interests of their rivals in the -

trade and not their (the contractors’) ability to continue operations on the same
footing as Lefore the question of monopoly ever was raised. These contractors
may probably be entitled to liberal consideration in respect of the specific claums

reviewed in this letter, bLut can have no possible title to benefit further by their
own laches.

17. Having thus reviewed these several items of claimn, T would beg to recom-
mend that Ibo enthorized to offer to theuo mon, Rupeos 3,500 in fy]] of all and every
demand which has arisen or may hereafter arise out of this ill-fared transaction.

18. In the event of the contractors declining to close with this offer, I would
propose, as an alternative arrangement, that the whole case should be referred to
arbitration under such preliminary instructions as the Government may see fit to
issue on the Board’s Proceedings on these papers.

e )

) ] Escwscxn_ No, 1. .
From J. L“'WARNER; Esq, Acting Head Assistant Collector, to the Collector of North Arcobs
dated Ranipett, 29th May 1809, No. 196.

Wits reference to your letter, No. 251, T have the honour to submit my opinion in particular
on all the items furnisbed in the detailed accoupt of loss which accompanied the petition of
Contractors Comarasawmy Moodelly and Narrainasawiny Moodelly, sent to my office for report-

2. Please refer to the detaled account Rupces 83-2-0. So fur from our making objection’
to return to the partics, the Izara sum which they bad deposited, we specially invited” them to
* come forward and reccive it back. They pers
sistently held back no doubt under the impl‘c:‘?*
sion that they would establish a point of Jawin
their favour. What they have really don.e
) V 3 ‘ seems to be to have lost the interest of their
~ monty, as, with our evidence, we should not admit the claims Rupees 73, Rupees 13 and Rupees
77-0-3. These are Yarious ready-money Payments made to Lawyers, Printers, and Clerks, etc.
- The amount i3 not excessige, The partics do not produce receipts for the different items of the

_amounts when challenged i but Comarasawmy Moodelly produces his own private account book, in
; vhich he appears to bave entered al] the daily expense incurred during the short time the leass
held good. This amount may be admitted, - )

N

¥ See takeed to Wallajah Talock Sheri N
ated 20k November 159, o oars No. 238,

Am;)efs;lzxe sbove Utticer, No, 163, dated 261

Takeed to the sbove, No. 6, dated

h December

4th Janoary 183,
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Droceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
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3. deees 575.—~This chargé 13 absolut'cl‘y ridicalous : even if we believe that o mmny |

“c artg of stones had been quarried at the contractors’ expense, and that the expense of such quarrying |

js not already entered in the amounts of advance made to stone quarries which is chargcd againsg
us in another part of this loss amount, we never took the stones away from the parties nor forbade -
them to cart them. - The quarries were thrown open to public competition ; and if they, (petitioners,)
to the neglect of their own interests, allowed Moonesawmy szick to carry oﬂ: their stones, qqarried at
their expense, their remedy lies in the Civil Courts, 'not a'g:unst us but against Moonesawmy Najck.
'~ 4, Tupees 3,000.—This is a large sun. It ig cl:ax}ned on the contract marked by me with

" the lebter M., in which Comarasawmy Moodelly and Narrainasawiny Moodelly have contracted with one

Gajaraja Moodelly on the 24th January 1867 to keep him supplied with demarcation stones at-

the rate of 1,000 rupees worth a-month for two years. Gajaraja Moodelly gives an’ advance of
500 rupecs, binding himself to take the stones as they are delivered at the stipulated prices, and to

forfeit the 500 rapees paid up if he at any time breaks the conditions. Comarasawmy Moodelly and. =

Narrainasawmy Moodelly, on the other hand, bind themsclves to a special penalty of two annas on

ry rupee worth of stone not delivered according to the terms of the contract. Nothing is said what =~
every ru :

-5 to be dono with the advance of Rlxpeés 500, should 'ﬁ‘lc latter entirely fail in the pcrformancg
‘mf the contract. Soon after all the contract was scttled and all the terms agreed upon, the
:xclusivc Izara of Comarasawmy Moodelly and Narrainasawmy Moode‘lly, permit;ixxg them to quarry .
stones at Banavaram and clsewhere, was cancelled, and t!ney pex:mltted the two years to ran gut
without making any effort to supply Gajaraja M.oodclly wxfh a. single one qf the stones tha‘t had
Leen contracted for, Gajaraja Moodelly waits tfll the expiration of the twb‘ years, the time fo;
which the contract was to run, and then writes a Iawycxj’s letter i to the stone contractory
threatening them with legal proceedings if they do not at once pay up the Rupees 3, 000, calculated

at Lwo annas in every rupee for the 24,000 worth that they were to have supplied, tozether wi th the

Fadeameod sum of money, (Rupecs 500) and intertst upon that, and the 6xpenss of one latyer's letter,

a total amounting to Rupees 3,623-8-0.  So punctual were Coxluaraszxwy'my Moodelly and Narraina- ,
sawmy Moodelly in responding to this dgmand that, on January 2?nd,.1809, they actually paid up
two days before the full time had'r_un. It may be added that ,GanlLYaJ& Moodelly was §0 gencrous
as to remit Rupees 623-8-0 inclulding the exp?sﬁ) ?f the lawyer's loube.r, aud gave a receipt in full
of all demands to the petitioners for Rupe;es;g,b-ofS-O, altlxouglx t.heu' act.ual' payment was ouly
Rupecs 3,000. I have to submis my opinion on the above transacions, whick 18 wholly opposed to
the notion that the reccipt marked N. is a quzﬁde transaction. ~ The two partieslive in the same
strect ab Waﬂaj@hpeft, are constantly thrown together, and are connected by relationship, The

original document of contract was very loosely expressed, and tbe forfeit being of the natuye of ‘
epecial ponalty (the word used is surin) and not damages, it is probable that no Court would . -

ot \ ann oy - T . -
nave awarded all of the enormous penalty claimed when there had been'no loss. - The complainants,

Comarasawmy Moodelly and Narrainasawmy Moodelly, w:ho hitherto had been kecpijmg an Account of |

: : i arming accuracy, have no accoun show far tha :
every monctary transaction with such alarming M) a b to show for the money

which they state they have paid to the lawyer whom they say they consulted regarding the extent

of thoir obligations on "this unfulfilled contract, and who advised them (80 they say) to pay tha
O v of Ruptes 3,625-8-0 and not go to Court.” I lay these facts and these suzzestions.

before you for such use as you may choose to make of them. - Myself {I may be in error) I beliove

the reccipt is a fiction and anu?l‘x (.r.agfeeinfnt i.s lurking behind it binding Cf')mam‘:m'wmy Moodelly
and Narrainasawmy Moodelly to pay to Gajaraja quoa‘iclly wthat they geb_frogx us in conside
: . ing been given. - .- : e S
o th; re;‘izSZ:;QIY;B?——’Phisgloss isa ca.lgfxlatiqn mafle ‘upon.thercqntmct m-:n-kod A.‘ N afr:xinasa:xx'iny
Chetty agreed to supply petitioners W'lfh coa.i. at certain times and in Cel‘fmtf_(Juantitios, the.
" red being a fixed sum. _Hm. petitioners bound th‘c‘mselvc to receive the firewood
as delivered and pay for it, and gave an advance of Rupees 35, QOth {Jart§9§ bound themselves, if
either fuiled iu tho performance of the contrach, o pay the othera special penalty of half u rapeo in
the pazoda.  The petitiéngrs Lave added up t}}ls loss against td{}mgclveg,‘ caleulated for, g2 “‘ho!e_

R T v ioa 15 ' - -
‘period that the contract was to run, m‘@}’*m 15(3‘1 Rupees 1",0~ The other contractor, l\al'raumszurmy

. i-.‘t i -‘ ’* s >'v
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Chetty, however, failed in his conditions, as he never brought the coal: €0 I do not quite see why
the petitioners should be so generous as to pay for what they never had the chance of refusing to .

receive. There 13 no doubt they could recover also the Rupees 35 advarced to Narrainasawmy
Chetty ; conscquently the loss here stated is fulse.

G. Rupees 150.—This is a similar transaction for the tupply of firewood. The frewood was

never supplied, and so both parties failed equally,and there san be 2o penalty. Ia this case, Condapsh
C_hetf)‘ received Rupees 50 advance. He ouzht to refund this to petitioner, and this whole loss struck
out as false. Rupees 49-3-6, Rupees 49-8-0, Rupees 4, you can judge of the probability of this

~ being a correct charge as well as Tean,  The vouckers for the expenses are not forthcoming, as many

of the payments were made as soon as the expenses were incurred.  All the other items on the
Iist, with one exception, are concerned with advancesof money made to Ilcad Maistries or to scparate.

individuals for the collecting of persons to work in the stone quarrics, or as advances for the purchase
of food.  There are ¢ight regularly drawn up contracts, but the othier items rest on.the books kept -

by Narrainasawmy Moodelly. It is certainly a remarkable thing that some large sums like. 6o or
90 rupees are cntered in these books without any vouchers for the receipt of the sums from the
parties whose names are eatored, while in other cases regular documents are drawn up for guch
trifling advances as 5 rupees on stamped paper. The petitioners state that these advances were

all truly made to tho individuals named in the list, but that no work was ever done for them. Tley _.

express great doubts as to the possibility of recovery of all or any of the amounts, as the partics
kave no fixed abodes and dispersed as soon as ever the news of the sccond cancclment of the Jease
reached the quarries. I kave no power and no wish to send out summonses all over the country for
these scparate individuals, but a3 the amount is not large I suppose it will be best to deal with the
claims not 2s undoubtedly true ones, but as ** to be cousidered”” in a general estimate of the total

7. It may be necessary ultimatsly to submit all the proceoﬁings which bave taken placein the |

twice-repeated cancelments of the unfortunate lease to arbitration, in which case these separate xt'cms :
I Lelieve -

wiil not be required to Le so rizidiy proved, and an equitable arrangement may Le made.
- . . . . - v g

the parties might be induced to come to terms, though at present their claim of 5,000 rupec

scems enormous.  From the very superficial inquiry which I have conducted, the great difficult

to make out where their profits would have come from and how their Josses could lufve bcef\ .
squared. In the accounts furnislicd Ly them there is notling but expenditure and no receipts, and ‘
it is doubtful when the returus of the expenditure were expected by them. The partics she
coutent with less than half the amount of income which they claimed, but I am not called upon to -

decide that. 1 have bad great difficulties in finding the records connected with this business, which

were necessary to the inquiry.  They are nearly all in your office, and I hope you will be atle to
supply the defects of my report there.  Any farther particular inquiry that you require I sball
Le happy to make, '
Excrostre No. 2. "
Draren List of losses fled by Comarasawmy Moodelliar and Narrainasawmy Moodeliiar,
Contractors of Stone Quarry near Sholinghur Railway Station.

Detailed account of the loss sustained byusbythe cancelment of the original Inase. r
- . gs. A P
Iuterest at one per cent. per month on the Tzara sum of Rupees 375 for twenty- )
] three-and-a-half months, from 9:h January 1867 to 2{th Decermber 1863 ... g8 <
The amount of fees paid to Vakeel Venkatakristna Myodelliar for pleading on our - 0
behrxl.i in the Head Assistant Collestor's office S T TSP s0
(%'ost of printing the Government petition... .. " cee eee eee wee e 13 0
Cost, for rail and eonveyance charges, and salarics of Goomastahs, cte. i 9
Tive hundred and seventy-five carts of stones quarried at our expense and carted
away by M“Oucsa“my Naick aud others durinr the suspension of the- .. 0
Teara ... ... ... . ° W eee 575 0
Loss by the fulure of our eontract with one Gajr\r};ja Moodelliar oo wne oo 3,000 0 O

i |
To'.al esr s

¢ . loss sustained by the parties, ° ey

yis

hould be

LW < (=]

—
3,830 11 3

N
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Dgpartmefnt,
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A

S T;w loss sustained by us by the canc'elment of the seccnd lease granted by your Honour.

. R : e : : RS. A. P,
. incd by our failure of contract with Mappaty Narrainsawmy Chetty ... . 130 0.0
1053 sustail’lzt.)d:‘)’ 0 o, i do. with Chellyar Pillay Condapah Chetty ... .~ 130 0 "0
" Cost for rail and conveyance charges, and for quhshmg notices in the News- | S
. paper and in the Gazelte , e e T e e e ; 33 g g
: t of salaries of Goomastahs ... SR TR LA BRI A 00
. %Sﬁg%fosmmp paper upon which the Muchilka was e;;ecuted e e 400
. s Total, . 40213 6

unt of debt that has been laid out in edcance dur;’ng the original lease.

. The amo A _ 100 o
The sum paid to Seevaram Cannyappen . we = e or e e T e 0.9
I)O- Cann}‘appeﬂ 1Ia,n[.13ppen e S ave e vas D men ‘ ’... e »:- 0
Do. Venkatachella Naick vl eve e e e e é(‘)’ 0
Do.  W.Valayuthun we  wee wer e e e 50 0
Do. Stone Cutter Therumalay ..o’ oo fowenpeve o meet m oo 50
DO. ' dO: . ‘/renkatesa“ vee are i aee ‘ A ‘ '.-. el rO - 0
Do. : do. Dally Coodathan. .o . ves .- e e 8000
' Do. Vannyadu Govinden . «ee - oo et 62. g
Do. Woday Yettigan ...« e e e 4.0
Do. do. Guruvan ... . o e e 30
Do. do. Pallygan ..o oee oe e " LT e 20"
Do. do. Yerravada e vee * : ) & 2 0
Do. do. Vecran ... e RPN o 10
])0‘ . do' Venka,tlgn'ln E - e see LERY I sus ‘-u- ‘ ‘)1 0
Do. Stone Cutter Aranachellum e e e T e 2 0
o I R -~ Total... 510 0 0
-+ - During thesecondlease, oo e
e Thapponr Woday Thamary Vencatasavmy aud others o . 25 0 0
- 7 18 Sum < N . ’ b : at e e Y] “ee 5 e O
Do. Para Mokan ... . Naid vee . . 10 0 0
avaram Chengama Na1doo.. T R O
Do. 11\‘32:1: ;;pakum Muthappa Reddy and Thimman.... v b 5. 8.0
B& Wooppara Munigan and Moonesawiny e e e w08 000
Dg' P, Varatha Reddy - VIhEoo e e e ‘1, g g :
: T ol Mannaroo . e e et e e “ .
: D)O' v ?&) erasawmy and Moonesawmy ... [ j.ﬁ' e e e 3 0 0
Lo Subraya Moodelly and Moonesawmy Moodelliar ..o ... L 15 00 g
{))O‘ Joothempakum Moorooga Charry ... e oo T e 2.0 0 -
DO. Peranganchy Vencatachellim e e e 100 0
Dg- " Moorooga Charry and others T ° 00
: ' o - ~ Total.. " 90 10 o
; of ine hich would accrue to s had not the Izara been R
- The lowest amount of}mcomq fr ! Ly e v 5,000 0 0

soa LS

Ccancelled  eer —_

Total amount due to us.. 9834 2 9

¢

cacocococccococooO"

- o (TraeCopy) o
| - (Signed)  E. L PEARSE, @ _
S L . Assisfang Collector for Collecior, §

Excrosces No. 3.—Detition. -

s

 Wirn this | ot
‘ iins tha
omarks on the claims tha! °n o fie cal ‘
! leases ;f the Sholinghur quarrics to Comarasawmy Moodelly and another,
* leas .

9 The lessces have pxﬂ*efgrryc'da cldinﬁ for Rupees 9,83.4«.‘2_9? ~ The COH-eétcl;r{
. ach item of the claim and shows the weakness of most of thém, and

Id

{ownr

goéé through-e
. proposes that hie be p
* late lessees will assent;

o b T

if not, he propqses that the matter be referred to arbit

letter the CoHee‘tOf submits a report by, the Iead Assistant with higi
ave arisen out of the cancelment of two successive

ermitted fo compromisé the whole for Rupees 3,500 if he -

ration.
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Proceedings of the Madras Govcrnment, Revenue Department,
: 4th Deceriber 13G9.

3. There is no doubt that the lessces haveo cause of action, and, under these
circumstances, it is not desirable that the Government should appear in Court
defending their own. breach of lease however proper the grounds for annulling
them. Arbitration is, the Board observe, out of the question : these things require’
to be canvassed in their strict legal hearing, but this arbitrators would not do in
;xll 'pl%bllbilit}‘, and Government would ba heavy losers.  On the other hand, were
they left to the proof of their claim, most of the items would at onee be disallowed
j_n' the Civil Court. - t

} 4. Under the first item there is neitlier contract nor usage for allowing
intercst, and it is clear that the parties were urged to withdraw the deposit. Of
course, this was not logal tcn"der‘,_bu!.: justiﬁes“%he Board putting them to the proof

of their claim. ‘ Tl

5. The sccond and third items cannot be urzed in Court as part of claims.
They arc luxuries, the cost of which falls on the partics incurring them. The
item of Rupees 575 for stones carted away by others cannot be sustained. The
owners should Lave protected their own property, or must recover from those who
removed the stones which had been cut by the lessces. )

6. The claim for Rupees 3,000 is in all probubility collusive, and can only
be sustained by proof of actual loss and that they could not have fulfilled the
contract had they used reasonable diligence althoush not holding exclusive right
over the tract. This was not the case ; there was nothing to prevent their cutting

" like others.~ So of the vilier fulluics of tontragvallogudr— =~ oo f’f?'r’;"-

e Rupees 5,000, loss under the second lease, is likewise untenable,

8.. The Board would recommend that Mr. Handley’s opinion be taken as to
the position of Government, anl that he should b2 requested to name sucl a sum
as ke would advise Government to offer in satisfaction of their claims.

- No. GG. OrpER THEREON, 4th December 1869, No. 3,109,

Resorvep  accordingly that the
foregoing Proceedings of the Board of
Revenue, be forwarded to the Govern-
ment Pleader for his opinion ou the
points noted by the Doard in paragrap!
8. The former papers®* on the subjeet
will also be furwarded to My, ITandley.

(True Dstract.)
(Signed) wA D.‘\LYI‘;LL,'

Acting Secrelary fo Goverrnment.

Miscellaneous.

® Procs. of Gost., 27th Oct, 1863, Petition Dept.
Revenue Doard's Procs,, 19th Nov. 1863,
No. 8,195. .

Procs. of Govt., 1st Feb. 1869, Nos. 9—11,

Revenue Department, _
Procs. of Govt., 2nd Feb. 1859, No. 2,829,
Xevenue Department. '

To the Government Pleader,
+ s the Board of Reverue.

Exi. E. C Shunkef. )
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