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j .2, Should an appeal be preferred to the High Court from the District Judge's
g!e::ision, it will be defended, ompbehalf of Government, by the Government 5

Pleader, with whom the Board should communicate, if necessary.
. (True Extract.)

* ° (Signed) . R. A. DALYELL, 5
Acting Secrelary to Government.

To the Beard of Revenue. : ¥ ;
*,, the Accountant-General. ;
; ., the Government Pleader.

Exd. F. R, Bantleman. . o
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Suit—App al—No. 31:of 1872, filed in
Cuddalore Civil Court, in South Arcot Dis
against decree in Palur witer dispute,

No. 43 of 18J6 in Princi’al Sadr
Court.—Collector’s letter ' eperting

passed in favour of Govern.aent im—~
questing sanction for , aymen! of feer .
to Vakil, submitted to Goveranent,
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