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1 Copy of petition from 0, Te G Nambia.r, M.Asy H.L., Adate
Roshan Vilas, Mandapam R

ocad Madras-lo to the Secretary
the Government of Madras, E&ucatgan ﬁepa.r‘tmen‘t, Fort St George, W
i ‘

Literature, Madras who is the owner and proprietor of the Diocesan

Press, Chureh Road, Vepery, Madras to give you t}ge following notice of

B
I am instrueted by my client, the United Society for Christian "
suilt under section 80 of C.P.C.

_ 2. On or about the 23rgd November 1946 mmi a the Secretary to the
Board of Secondary Education, Madras placed om an order with the
Diocesan Press for printing 156 question papers and supplying copies

thereof as stated in the statement annexed reto for the S
Publie Examination 1047, mhe sald number WP?SRWQQW“W ﬂi"w
inereased to 159 question papers,

By My client prm’cad the said question pgpau m [ aed

required numbem of ee les to the Se
Rdueation, Madras, @%"'m'y tﬂ

ween the 1st

e BITL For the Yok dons o5 Eoode sapsiie
to the Secretary to the Board of Secondary
spite of several reminders amatmt of t:he } .
Sotala Doyon Lteeh 1998 the Sheretaly fo"ias b
notice to you e eSS : ‘ &
from the Gover; ent with int Wﬂiﬁ blm B <,
‘from the 18th Max

4, On the 25th June 1947 the Go;.~
Fducation dated 25th June 194

Press stating that the

respect of an alleged

said damages, had be

Secretary totthe

ay an amount of '

guli 1942hthe See?.,w E& ,
sent to the Manager of the W
stating that it m in Ml se%tlém ,

5, Thereupon m eﬂiﬂ:ﬁh afte
Secretary to the Bem-d et seeo _ '_‘j
October 1949 that it ‘
full settlement af
received in part paym
and remedies for ‘bhgmi
the Government and ;

toall

6e My client s“ﬁa'bbs tm :
papers'did not occur in the Pres.
liable to the Gevermment for any

33 therelore, entitled to the paymel
t of th 111, vithout any qeduetion and a s

e e el o . oLt h e o T ST

re is a ance o 4

ment to my cueat. - =%1918/% s%111 due and

8, The cause of aetion is
gso 2419%?/- b;ging the balance aw 1
n printing a guppl
nection with the o Pp ying coples of the saig

Co Examination 1947 :
place of resideaee ‘éh; plaintiff e United & t having 3
Literature s eompany formed under the nsh » ies Aec ts

registered offiece in England through 1?“ of attorney holder
Mr, H, Warren, B&ee:lsm Press, C’humh Rz,g Vepery, Madras, The
relief claimed is tie recovery of the sald amount aue to my client
with interest thérean from 18th May 1947,

mi s«ﬁ.aty 'ea‘? Christy,

/True copy/
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CoPl to the C,G,E, (@

encls,)

v Gopy to Home Dept, / |

' Copy to Fin, Dept,
k9.0,, 2,

2 ¢ |
&i:or 4 ﬂ

(with enels,) !\

A
/ EDN. DEPT.(F).

SUB: CIVIL SUIT - No, 137 of 1950 — Between the United Society for
Christian Literature and the State of Madras - Full payment of .
the bill for printing the question papers relating to the S.S,L.C,
Public Examination 1947 - Advocate-General instructed to appear,

omoms, 0. (S LS EDN., ATED [ - S ¢

His Exc.e]'_lency the Governor sanctions the defence of the State
of Nadras in Civil Suit No, 137 of 1950 on the file of the High Court of
Judicature at Madras.

2. The Advoaate-Genera.} is requested to appear in the Civil Suit
mentioned above on behalf of the State of Madras, :

3. With reference to G,0.Ms No. 50, Legal, dated the 8h May

1947, the draft written statement to be filed in the Civil Suit mentioned

above on behalf of the State of Madras should be submitted to the Govt,

for approval,

Lo The following papers are forwarded to the Government Solicitop
Ty

. Madras:-

'/'(1)2;001)5’ of the letter of the C.G,E,, No, 71 -B7, dated 28<3-1 947
+(2) Copy of Memo. No, 24992-G3-, Edn,, dated 3-k=1947,

(3) Copy of letter of the C,G.E,, No, Roc. 71-B-47, dated 5547
and encls, .

%) Judgment dated 14-8-47 &fi the Chief Presidency Magistrate
Egmore, in C,C,No, 1107 of 1947 (in original), :

(5) Copy of the Judgment of the High Court in Criminal appesy No
628 of 1947 filed by the o 3

((37) Copy of Memo, No., 2,992-G3-47-21, Edn., dated 7-1248,
\./{7) Copy of letter from the C.G.B., No. 7T1-B-47, dateq 3-549,
8) Copy of letter from the C.G.E. No. 71-B-L7, dateq 13<5-49,
\_A9) Copy of G,0.No, 2837, Edn., dated 25-6<9,
| 3 Lﬁg)fslmmons (in original)

%

5 . (1) Notice of suit (in original)

5. The C,G.E, is requested to give instructions ang f‘u‘m‘sh
Such

. other information as may be required by the Govt. Solieitor and
e

Advocate-General in connection with the Civil Suit mentioneq abise
e,

ide 0
%7 0 ”&}«’ o

\ o)
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"'I‘o )8 l' '.g / ‘ clAv{ General in connectn.on with

Rl

The

Copy to the C.G.E.

(with encls) cob¢ 41
Copy to Home Dept,
Copy to Fin, Dept,
S/C 22

ORDER MS., NO. .

7T o ?
{*; K } ‘ R o Education Department (F).
“”’subg Civil Suit = No. 137 of 1950 — Between the United

"
NoX Ao A3SwA- \} : \

&
Vg1

Society for Christian Literature and the State of Madras

Eor full payment of the bill for printing the questien

papers relating to the S.5.L.C. Publi¢c Examination 19&."‘

Advocate-Genera.l instructed to appear,

4 ,’

EDN, DATED

I
. ¢
‘li
° A
-~ ) ‘
-_____.—-———————-------‘------ ‘
¥

E\The following papers are forwarded to the ﬁdvee&be-soneml

‘faWM go'd-abr ~ Madras:—

~ e
(1) 1'}32;' of the C G.E,, No, 71=B=47, dated 28-3-1947,

(2) A‘:’mz’nié Fo. 24992-G3-%, Edn

s dated 3-4-1947,

5}
(3) fzzc-lelz—of the C.G.E,, No, Roc, 71=B47, dated 5-5-47 and enct

4

(&) e?prﬂ}udgment dated 14=8~'47 in the Chief Presidency ‘

Magistrate '8296»o¥) Egmore, in C,C.No.1107 of 194?(64. Myl
(5) Copy of the judgment of the High Court in Criminal appeal
No, 628 of 191;7 filed by the Govt,
(6) aMem 0, 24992-G3-L7-21, Edn,, dated 7-12-48,
(7) [Let & from the C.G.E, No, 71-B-L7, dated 3-5-49.
(3)/:Ic.‘mgg-frmn the C.G.E, No, 71-B=L7, dated 13-5-49,
(9) Copy of G.,0., Bo, 2037, Edn,, dated 25-6='49,

(11) Notice of suit(in original)

The Advocate=General is requested to a ppear before the
‘ el e Caet High ¢

Camﬂbkon be\“half of the State owqa -ag WW ?
-
3. The Govt Sol:.clfor is requested to enter appearenced . . ]

of the State of Madras and mstmct. the Advocate-General at

pors l?fd,x.,

hearing, He is aA2o requesteu BQUWRRS Sovk

> 6 18 /\’7"%, w

L-‘.M-lb

:mstru :
gave ehLong ang SUch othey ﬁ

Oy 8 Ne cgmel s 824 '0(=

2 f L4
§7 4 The C.G.E, is requested

information as may be requirer! the Govt, Solicitor m/the A

Avocaty
‘*ﬂﬁbl(ﬂ4wﬁﬁf

e

PR

-

(10) Summons ( in original) /



______

nstructions, : I
,in.;tant mthmts:. eﬁclosures, on the 2&

o\«:-

fll

gecond ucatis
the plain‘tiff"

notice . wr'ote
the m'
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~ Ms.No.1548, Educaton, dated 18th May last.

Fromn

w
TO

<
@ AT
H-Mosmall ESQ., M“f&"’ I.LL.B .

- The Secretary to the gover

5 ey ney

Goverument Dlicitor, u;_oq’ of Madras, 2K
Madras. ? Equcation Depar tuent,

N T Forg St. George, Madra

——————— l---— — — X S.

[ 7(’5(3;“3\?';_:‘3 ted-15th June 1950,

Civil Suit=\High Court, Maaras - C.S.No.137 or 1950

Between tbk United Society for Christian Literature B

and the stte of Madras - Bill for printing Charges
S+.L.C. Public Examination papers. . -

' \!f’l\~ ( }
I acknowledg receipt of your menmf.saum"\"ﬁﬁg 4/ 5

W : - 25/ .
dated 13th instantand I hgve accordingly forwarded to t/l 750-4
learned Advocate-@neral all the papers sent to me with \;P 0

RV Your s fai thfulil ¥y

ot (Durao?

~ xs i o S oam o g i
@overument Solieitor .

JJOW
ek e
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Plaintiff. As the printing werk had te be dene with strict The Plaintiff's press had thus been doing the work of

ey | :
secrecy the rates quoted by the plaintiff and accepted by printing the S.8.L.C. papers from the year 1940 and 5

the defendant were special emhanced rates for confidential _ they were fully aware of the conditions regarding the

printing and were almost'double the rates payable for

maintenance of abselute secrecy.

'S

ordinary printing. The maintenance of absolute secrecy ' ;: b ’ ; A
i ' e ) 4. The: allegations im para 4 of the plaint are not

i
A%ﬂ»“tti“ b DA
= ) ¥ \r

T .8

. | without any leakage whatever from the plaintiff's press of

TGN

correct. The defendant admits that the Plaintiff’s Press

the contents of the question papers was the most essential ! | |
¢ | printed and supplied the stipulated number of guestien
term of the contract between the parties. For many years
| . . papers but the further allegation that the werk was °
prior to 1939 all impertant question papers fer the §.5.L.C.

¥ ' duly executed as per he instructiens of the Commissiener
Public Examination were printed in England at the Oxford

for Government Examinations is incorrect and untrue.:

University Press, Oxford, in order to ensure absolute

el " _ The plaintiff cemmitted a clear breach of the most wital
secrecy by eliminating pessibilities of*leakage from the

: and essential condi®®on of the contract regardin the
Ppress. _After the outbreak of the gorfﬂgl' Waty IT in 1939 N g ¢l

: : j ol ! .maintenance of secrety and owing to the failure on the
and the consequent‘uncertainty oquellvery of goods from

| art of the Plaintiff to take necessary ang 1abl
England te India'it Was thought inexpedient to get the ; o

: resautlons against leakage there was a wholesale leakape
questign papers printed in England and hence the then P & - : g

AL _ ) of the question papers from the Plaintiff's press through
Comnissioner for Government cxeminations arranged with the

- STy - ¥ some of its employees thereby necessitating the holding
Plaintiff's Diecesan Press, Vepery to get the question ‘

. f : X ! . of @ re-examination in all the various centres.,
papers printed locally with effect frem the S.5.L.C, Public '

Bxamination of March 1940. Ihe Plaintiff's-press quoted in A & 5. The leakage of the question papers would not have

1939 certain rates for which they were brepared to under-

,,
o~

happened if the Plaintiff had taken effective precautions

take the work and the said rates were accepted by the i to maintain secrecy as per the stipulation in the centract.

defendant. The rates quoted by the Plaintiff were special : NI The leakage occured in the Plaintiff's press through cne

for confidential printing and the ordinary rates of tﬁe 4 or more of its employees who got access te some of the

1 ‘press were only about half of the saig rates., Bvery yaqf' | duestion papers, removed them frem out of ¥hs Doass, besk Lz'}
S Gl . ’ ¥V .'

| while sending the question papers to th copies and seld them to outsiders. In C.C.Neo.1101/47 gbkia
| A o | al )

® Press for printing ,
4 covering letter was sent by the Comui _ " | on the‘file of the Chief Presidency,Magigppafe* iadras, ene Lot

:

| ment Examingtions - 7 T | ‘ - K. Bajagepal, an employee of the Plaihtiff'sfPraﬁs, ind ¢ 7 A
: ) therein'the ook ‘ one Chellayya an ex~-employee of the Press were presecuted 7£?g
(®]0] s ”~ % 4 } 5!
: , . “"’1{ LYy
» the specigl Packing | : by the police, the charge against them being thdat they —

conspired to steal’several®question papers set for the
i ¢

; " ;
% Sy [ Eiaatt caa ket i M e Wage -l
v 9.5.L.C, and other exéminations held in fopring j1947 and

,\}J)‘
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-~ AT

R R S

[F, LL;'w\<
’Vkﬂvw(xf‘} f over the employees when they left the premlses after work.

\f ~

(@) |
that in p%Tsuance of.that éonSpirécy the said Rajagopal
stole a number of BlvSe Lis C. qaestlon papers and the 2nd
accused Chellayya recelved them for the purpose of taklng
+ copies and selling them and accordingly sold them. Although_
the trial Magistrate acquitted the accused, tQis Honourable
%L Court inm Criminal Appeal No.628 of 1947 set aside the
order of acquittal se far as the 1st accused was cencerned
and sentenced him teo underge rigoerous imprisoment for

x two years. ([his Honourable Ceurt found that the 1lst

y O i £ :
"F - accused Rajagopal did steal the 8.8.L.C. question papers
from the Diecesan Press and that he wa.s therefofe guilty

s of an offence umder Section 381 I@P.C.

There is therefore
(‘1, "Lk Ia) .

no|doubt that the leakage took place at the plaintiff's
Press and the allegation te the centrary contained in
para 9 of the plaint is clearly false. ZThe said leakage
waS»i caused on account of the failure on the part of
the plaintiff te take effective precautlens which it was

¢

thelr duty under the Pcntr ct to take.

It would wmmk

certainly not have been possible fr the lst accused

Ba jagepull whe had sething 46 dé with this conridentitn

printing work to gain access to the question papers}and
to remove them from out of the press if there waé '

effectiv@f%uperviéion by those inicharge of the presé;

The removal of the papers out of the press premises

would not have been pessible if a careful watch was kept

o

Ll

6. It is thus on account of the neglect, default and
breach of duty on the part of. the plaintiff that .the
leakage of the question papers occurred,
regarding maintenamce of seerecy.was under the centract
its mest essential term its~breaeh.by the ‘plaintiff
ehtitled the defendant to repudiaté the contract altegether.

= e L7 e e

As the stipulatiem:

S ";
AV

The work by 1ts very nature required the maintenance

of absolute secreey and a default having been cemmuitted

in respect of this condition the defendant became entitled
to claim damages in respect of all losses caused to e W

by reason of the said breach. Though there was leakage

§ <

of all the question papers of ﬁhe S.5.L.C. Public
Lxamination 1947, there was positive and convinéipg
evidence that the 1st accused stole the fivé questioen
papers viz. English 1st paper, English II paper, Elementary
ilathematics, ﬁistory and Georgfaphy. The cost of helding
the re-examination in:all the subjects ameunted to
[s.40,200-7-0, while fhe bill submitted by the plaintiff

was only for Rs.35,480/-.

But as there was not sufficient

evidence that the 1st accused stole the other guestion

papers alsd)the defendant cenfined its claim for damages

against the plaintiff te the actual less sustained by
it by way of additional expenditure im holding a re-exami-
nation in the abovq five subjectst In respect of the five

papers th? defendant had to pay for the re-examination &

setting fee of Rs.155/- a translatien fee of Ks.l50/-.
printing charges Rs.64116-4-0, and incidental charges for
holding the re-examination for ( excluding the remuneration
for valuing the answer papers) Rs.18,407-8-0, in all
amounting to BS.24,917-12-0. The defendant was therefore

Bl ,
entitled to set off Rs.2§§917-12-0 towards damages fer

the less suffered by it on account of the breach of the

contract committed by the=plaintiff. . Deduc bingbhe said
sum of Rs. 24,917—12-0 eut of Rs. 3é§§80-0 © claimed by the

_____
o SRR

.Plaintiff the balance of Rs.10,562/- was paid to the
plaintiff on 26-7-1949 by means of a cheque, in full settle-

of the bill submitted by the plaintiff. As there

L
has been & breach of the ters ui the ceAxl“ et en the pag

ment

the plaintiff, which resulted 1

i



%; Voo ; @1: " Jé/
: the defendant is in law entitled to set qiiﬁthe same '.- s 3 12. The defendant states that it is not liable te
. in diminution of the amount'clgimed by tég‘plaintiff. o 1 pay the suit ﬁlaim or any porti;n thereof and that the
FlE3cy Q;the 5.0.1s.N0.2037, Edn. dated 25-6-1949 o this effect | plaintiff has notcause of action against the defendant.
is therefore quite in accordance with law and equity ' | ' The defendant theréfore prays that this suit may be
and the plaintiff is not entitled‘to claim anything mere L ' Jdismissed with costs.

from the defendant. . o Vo
o 4 2lin /7]
7’ ‘,U

7. The allegatiens in paragraphs 7 and 8 of the

.
s
=
€ -
Trst
{1
T

%

2

plaint that the plaintiff could and did appropriate the

cheque only in part payment of the amount due to him Advocate for Defendant. i

and not ip full settlement are neither valiq_nor tenable.,

ol i ’f"llt"ﬂ%

8. The averments in paragraph 9 of the plaint that

i

9
(% o Education‘éfieﬁﬁbiin=ﬂeziiﬁ}Department, Madras do hereby

declare that the facts stated in paras 1 to 12 are true to

Secretary to Government of Madzsas,

the -leakage of the question papers did not occur in the
press of thesplaintiff and that meither the laintiff
nor the Dioceasan‘press is liable to the defendant for bR
the loss sustained by it are not true or valid. The
plaintiff having committed a clear breach of an important etely e
term of the contract, is bound to pay damages for the
loss caused to the defendant thereby., It ig incorrect’
to state,that the defendant is nots entitled to deduct R

KS 24918/~ towards the said loss. The sald sum represents

the actual expenditure incurred by' the defendant.

> (E ol }ncorrect to state that any amount is due to
the plaintiff from the defendant or that the defendant

failed and neglected te pay in Spite of demands.

10, Ihe plaintiff is not entitleg to

sum from the defendant

recover any
as tne entire clalm
as stated above; - “ ¥

has been satisfied

ll. : i | |
Iecseds 9 lt .18 RO 10n e

additiong] ameunt frem the defendant,

i e e i Rl o T ok T S e R S el i RS A AR Ry B
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! | L Y )% IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS . (//\ i
| i 4 5 : I . : . R Ordlnary Orlginal Givil Jurisdietion ¢ p&r
W we | gl - c.9ao. & iowe.  lor g0,

. . Y - ' ' 1 : . "
s ‘ 4 % Between:= ,

_ : , oS ' The United sQ01ety for Christign
¢ ‘e ther ture olere vplain}iff

and
4 The State of Madras. cce Defendant.

| B

- | Plaint wnder Order VII Rule 1 of C.P.@f . .. ”
| N s - 1w - e . T : ] i A |

The plaintiff states as follows:-

1. The plaintiff is an incorporated company ¥ormed under the

~
Qv{:{
BN

L

dé

- f ' Gl S P English Companies Act having its registered office at No.4 Bouverie
e MO "“'T”'T““f? ‘“‘"“f““““ B : Street, London E.C.4 in England and carrying on business amongst
other places at Madras. The address of the plaintiff for the service
B | e ) : f#‘, of all notices and processes is that of its advocates Bessrs 0.7.C.

o, ‘ {o Wamblar and C.M. Balakrishna Kurup, at Bar Association, High Court

e | f’ Buildings, Madrase.

2. The &efenﬁant is the State of VMadras represented by the
E 2 : S Secretary to the Government of Madras, Education snd Public Heslth
H Department, Fort St. George, Madras.
L F 3« The plaintiff is the owner and proprietor a press krown as

} ’ the Diocesan Press in Church Road, Vepery, Madras. On or about the

23rd Noverber 1946 the defendant through the §§E§§tarxuggmthe Com=

1“ 4 missioner for Government Examinations, “adras (subsequently desig-
nated as the Secretary to the Board of Secondary Education, Madras)

4 ‘ - plaqg@~an order with the said Diocesan Press for printing and supplying
[ certain specified numbers of coples of 156 question papers which were

] “ J‘ "’i

Jr- i i g shﬁseqﬁently increased to 159 question papers for the S.S.L.C. Publie

‘Examiﬂbtion 1947,

------

4. The said Diocesan Press printed and supplied to the said

Secretary to the Commissioner for Government Examinations, the required
numbers of the sald question papers as per his instruetions by the

8th March 1947 and submitted torhim on the 18th March 1947 its bill

of costs which amounted to Rse35,480-0-0 for work done and goods
aupplied in printing and supplying the nequiked numbers of copies

of the said question papers.

* 5
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- manager of the said Diocesan Press reiterated that the Press was not

prepared td‘aééebt the said cheque in full settlement of its bill,
butihad casheé it that day as received in part payment only and
without prejudice to all its rights to and remedies for Tecovéry of
the balance of the sald bill from the defendant.

9« The plaintiff denies that the alleged leakage of the guestion
papers occurred in the Press and that in any event the plaintiff or
the said Diocesan Press is liable to the defendant for any alleged
loss, and states that the defendant was not entitled to deduct the
sald sun of Fs.24,918-0-0 from the said bill amount of Bse35,480-0-0

10s The plaintiff claims that it is entitled to recover from
the defendant the sald sum of Rs¢24,918-0-0 being the balance after
deducting the sald sum Of Rse10,562=0-0C out of the s=2id amount of
Rse35,480-0-0 due to it for work done and goods supplied to the defendant
in connection with the S.S.L.C. Public Examination 1947 by printing
and supplying the required numbers of copies of the guestion papers
and interest at 6% per annum on the said sum of Rs.25,480-0-0 from
18-3-1947 till 25-7-1949 and on the said balance amount of Rs.24,918-0-0
from £5=-7=49 till the‘daﬁe of the plaint both together amountiﬁg to
Bse5,931-2-0e The sald two amounts of Rs,24,918-0-0 and Rsy5,931-2-0
aggregate a total sum of Rse20,849-2-0,

1%. There is now due and payable by the defendant to the plaintiff
the sald sum of Rse 30, 849=2=-0 which the defendant has failed and neglected
to pay in spite of demands. ‘

15. Notice under section 80 of C.P.C. was sent to the defendant
through the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Education Depgrtment
on the 7th Dece ber 1949 and received by him on the 8th December 1949,

12, The cause of action of the suit arose in Madras within the
1limits of the Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiection of this Hon'ble

Court where the said order for printing and supplying




J ,\9;_ H
u

——————— e

—li= d “
copies of the question papers was placgd with the said Diocesan )
Press and where the same were printed,and supplied and on the Aj&
23rd November 1946 the date of the said order and on the 8th
March 1947 when.copies of the quéﬁtion papers were supplied to the
defendant through the Secre£ary té'the Board of Secondary Education
and the 18th Mapch 1947 when the said bill was submitted to the
said Secretafy‘gnd subséquently.

14. The plaintiff values the relief for purposes of Juris-

diction and court fee at the said sum of Rs. 30,849-2-0 and a

court fee of Rs. 370-0-0 is paid thereon.
15. The plaintiff prays for a decree:-

(a) directing the defendant to pay the plaintiff

the said amount of Rs. 30,849-2-0 with subsequent
interest and costs. :

and

(b) granting to the plaintiff such further or
other relief or reliefs as this Hon'ble Court
may think fit.

-

Dated at this day of March 3950,
Counsel for Plaintiff. Secretar
PLAINTIFF
I, W.H.Warren, Secretary of the plaintiff herein do

hereby declare that the facts stated in paras 1 to 14 are true, tqo

my knowledge.

Plaintiff

Documents filed along with the plaint.
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- We ‘aTe d irected to file the agreed statement of case
|  and agreed bundle by.lst week of August 1951. There-
after the suit will be posted for pre-trial.

f‘“‘e.

. Nk ey ' Government Pleagazcgig;u

Copy to the Sécretary to'the Commissioner for Government
Examinations, Madras. He 1§ Tequested to send all the'
original documents on Wthh the Government rely.
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No.200, ‘Hbmé-'&ated‘ the 1i‘tahzj'anuax§r 10415 omthmlef
dutie; of the=éothSolicftor'is ﬁ%&inﬁtiuﬁ% tbc AQV‘SGenl

in suits and appeals before the Higﬁkﬂogpt fhawhigﬁ L 5

is required to appe&ar on behalf of the Govt., Since the

| Advocate-General is appearing in this case,

} -

it 18‘ not neces-

: / savyﬁto require the Govt.Solicitor to enter appearance
p

on behalf of the State and that ‘he should instruct the
| X
Advoc§$e—General Paragraphs 2 & 5 Sfrfhe

b1 -

draf¢ may be

Lrecast as folIOWS and‘parabraphs 1 & 4 may be renumbered
. | WP, 23430 B o U S w s
asparagraphs 4 & 5 respectiVely-- . e
.y F . l) b : J
‘"1- His Excellency the Governor **ﬁ\#d ¢
r ' Ty 5 sancti°n8 the defence
of the State of Madr&s in Civil Suit No. 157 of 1950

on thefile Of‘th; High C%R?tegf,Judicature at

Madras
| 2. The Advocate

=Genera egques ta
L is reg 8d to &Ppeap R

Civil Suit mentioneq above on bshalf of the Sta

z te ap Madrag _

W1ith reference to .0.Ms.No.50, Legal, gus a
Q

the 8th May 1947 “the draft written St&tement to »
S fileq
—in-the Civil Syj4 mentioned aboeve on bohal of th
® Qt&te of
Madras should pe Submitted to the foy

- t-Tor appPOVal
2.

The Formal alterations Indicatagy 3
n
mn in parags. 485 ( T

88 renumbered)may g3
gt SO be
made ,
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~ Legal Department.

N

__The plaintiff is said to be an old and long-standing

client of the firm of which the Government Solicitor

- is a partner. One of the partners of the firm has also
~given _advice to the plaintiff in connexion with the case. 3

P e b“ 2’“(5 ‘The Government Solicitor's appearance in this case on

Faas S s ‘the Governmem‘rmay cause embarrassment to him

as well as to the “Government., It is therefore desirable

|
|
i
3 ‘hto ask the Government Pleader to instruct the Advocate-

B

) S

General or better Stli_l the advocate-General himself

niay be asked 5o enga e a Junlor to lnstruct him,

rc“;f *M“ PC; S

// \\'\‘k*‘) () -(3‘;1;\

Please see the notes fram page 1 ANIE, The question raised
by the Govt. Solicitor, Madras, is whether, in view of
havmg -already adn&dlthe pla.mbﬁ'ﬁnadverbeatly,n

(n Atu.‘,'
T ( gn,pb will be in order. Home Dept, Buggested that the Govt. Sohelter
= =lbe — \’.9 nay continue to n.nstruct the Advocate~General on the ground that the

?lébjecnon Teferred to is of a trivial nature. Logal Dept. Haym

R ’ 'however, consider it desirable to ask the Govt. Pleader to instruct
the Advocate~General and also consider it Imiikwx still better to

’;\ & ,(-u.»f ask the Advocate-General himself to engage a Junior to 1nstruct him.

- For ordens whether the lat.ter course suggested by Lega.l may be

\adopted, Sub,}ect to orders a dra:t‘t memo is Snbmltted for appr val.
o

1 /50
v Sl L s A}
SS’A&‘ gh\wt’b kfwﬂ},ﬂ GLQA.Q‘«A l,\. MKL Mb“)
b \\WLL /)\\9_ 7\\«1« /g({)uL\’*j
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B Legal Department. 0

Mr.Small's appearance in the case may cause embar- /gg

rassment to him as well as the Govt. As he has himself

come forward and offered to hand over the brief to some-

' body else we may allow him to do so.
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({\}\/ \\ EDN. DEPT. (F).

C Aasucd 2 cn }‘Lw’u. l":‘tu'lg ls' % dL |30 6° 5‘°'}-———*O 2).r {(} ./
/| f) Vo #i40eo | v .y CIVIL SUIT — High Court, Madras - C.S. No. 137 of 1950- Between
| . ‘5 ,, ! v b | l "’{ 4
; . * - the United Society for Christian Literature and the State of Madras
J . , ‘.)V %w“&, e 'Woe Rt XTI Vi 8 :
| S | B inbi - S.S.L.C. Publi inati
| 'CC:, \u«\,m sy ow ae— ’%-\-Q._&_ welc a)\ e | ill for printing charges e L.C. Public Examination papers,1947
1 \E ) C L From the AdvocatesGeneral, Ms.No, 281~1 dated 5=7-50.

\ | = i

Uo. WLF ‘LM A (g 55, ; ' k) Cg

% ‘ J q ‘;1 3',—(»!44 U elslse In Memo. No. 13925/F/50-), Edn.,, dated 13-6-,0, the :

Govt, Solicitor was reqguested to inform the Advocate-General te

MG \’ ~ el A |
3 4 .

engage a junior pleader of his choice to instruct him in the

Civil Suit No. 137 of 1950 bebween the United Society for Christian

. Literature and the State of Madras, In the letter on p. | c.f,
’ _ : : | : the Ammumrk Advocate-General has suggested that the Govt. Pleades .
“ ’v.f"' oV kh‘
may be requested to instruct him instead of(engaging the services
J l-k Abd“ (Ro«l‘ . ;.‘
of a junior, 69(335 is the usudl practice te avail of t.hc—?%ervices

of the Govt. Pleader whencver the services of the Govi. Solicitor

are not available, There scems to be no objection to accept the

?‘ " proposal of the Advocate-General vide Legal Note at 'X! on p,29 .{

: ' X o lsW%w % |
5 ' ‘ g ‘ %@? / \n?ﬁ of flag (N) Subject to orders the draft memo below is for appl,
,/ . 3 Home and Legal may see before issue,
| ‘ 2l : I
: | 3 . ’
o | y ? % {D‘ / f :
| 3 6 %
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Edn. Deptt (F) ﬂ7

PV

the Commr. for Govt.Exmns.Roc.No.71 B/47
2 / 9=~1~1951 & 19-1-1951.

s ok

Sl

f Sub: Civil Suit - High Court Madras-C.S,No,137/50
*\@u ‘4& between the United Society for Christian £
- ‘ Literature and the State of Madras-Bill for
Printing Charges-S.S.L.C.Public Examination
Papers - March 1947,

L N J

-

e i

In G.0.No,1548 dated 18—u-1950 the Govt,

For | . ' _ ganctioned the defence of the State in the ClVll sult
' | filed by the United Soclety for Christian therature,
Madras, Proprietors of the Diocesan PressY%%%ﬁ?hst the:
& , ' AL ' Government in respect of their actlon in having orderéd
S : . the reduction of the amount of the Printing Bill for

the Printing charges for the question papers of the

. % Fi:h.

pe ! S.8.L.C. Exaninationg in 1947. The Govt. Pleader,
Madras has been asked to take charge of the case ang
instruct the Advocate-General at the hearing-Vide Memg

oo o .. No,18634/F/5O-é Edn.d/10-7=-50. The Commr. for Govt,

Examinations has now forwarded a ARR copy of the Plaint

hi5- 2194 40 the suit referred to andewritten statement Prepareg

i | ; T - ¢ ' by the Govt.Pleader, Madras and requests that the

W%, ' - ' . ' i Y ’ ' ) signature of the Secretary to Govt. Dducation Deptt,

may be affixed on the statement. TEE)CQME@;*‘Bkg?qh |
> . < - ) Ty ¢ Gl - 2 a

| BA - 1o The file may Be sent to Legal Deptt. fop |

i

‘ 2] f—\ P ; b) 3 .
iiha[ﬁlxiwil\) remarks whether the written statement is in order.,

\- : @r b
N ity i) % | 51 Zvd 5

| | [V & "‘
‘_ k ' \ ‘./‘. L xh,i! e é}\ j )‘ ‘: ? i Le %al De Partm ant .. ;
= e g i ; Seen in legal. The slight altEPatlcns indie

41

J‘

f 1 PTG i § / lue pencil on the draft written statement may he
v ’.,c ma d i
®. 4

- q‘hraneac
/ ?&,‘ﬁ ?;D\L% m‘;,.
QAN 1951
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