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No. 13. Read the following Despatch from the Right Honorable Sir C. WOOD, Bart.,
Secretary of State for India; to His Excellency the Honorable the Governor in
Council, Fort Saint George, dated India Office, Iondon, 22ad December 1859, No. 23.

e o ~
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- -

I transmit herewith, copies of correspondence which has taken place between this Office
" and Mr. Gregory, the Solicitor of Mr. J. Wilkins, professing to be the A}‘mt in this country of
the Ranee of Tanjore, from which you will perceive, that I have declired to recognize Mr,
Wilkins as the Agent of the Ranee; but I have to request that you will p.roceed wi-th as little
delay as possible to adjust all matters relating to the family on their own merits, Y?u will apprize
the Ranee, that if she is not satisfied with the decision at‘whlch you may have arriced, she may
then make any appeal to the Secretary of State for India in Council, which she may think advis.
able through the channel of your Government.

-

From G. B. GREGORY, Esq.; to the Right Honorable Sir C. WOOD, Bart., . r.
&c., &c., &c., Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India, dated Bedford Row, W, C.
21st Octeber 1859, '

—

I have the honor to transmit, for the consideration of yourself and the Council for India, a
Memorial on behalf of the Ranee of Tanjore signed by her Agent in this country, Mr. Wilkins.

———r

-

To the Right Honorable Sir CHARLES WOOD, Baronet, Member of Parliament, Her
Maiesty’s Secretary of State for India and to. the Councii of India.

The Memorial of KAMACHEE BOYE SAHIBA,
eldest widow of His Highness SEEVAJEE,
late Rajah of Tanjore by JOHN HENRY
WILKINS, Her Agent in England.

SHEWETH, * L

»
H

I. That the husband of your Memorialist His Highhess Seevajee, who in his life time was
Rajah of Tanjore, died in the 201k October 1855,

Memorial of the eldest widow and successor intestate and without male issue. “That he was
of the late Rajah of Tanjore. _an Hindoo of the Soodra caste, and that by Hin.

: doo Law as well as by the custom of the Hindoos

and of the Raj of Tanjore, your Memorialist as his senior widow became entitled on his death to
succeed him in the dignity of the Raj, to inherit and possess his Estate and to the administration

of the same.

11.  That the Rajahs of Taujore who were formerly the absolute Sovereigns of the country
from time to time and particularly by certain
Who had treaties of allionce and friendship Treaties, dated in 1787 and 1792 respectively and
with the British Government. made between the British Government of the one
part and the Rajah for the time being for himself
his heirs and successors ou the other ?art, entered iflto cel'tail.\ engagements 'v‘vit-h the ‘British
authorities by which their Sovereign rights were consxdf:rabl}" c1r(.:umscnbe‘d. That by a sub?e-
quent Treaty made in November 1799 bétween the Ra‘]lah Serfojee, the father of the late Rajah
Seevajee and the British Government by which the arrangements betwe(.en them were * strengthened
“ and confirmed, it was stipulated and agreed that the Rajah of Tanjore should be treated on
¢ all occasions in his own territories as well as in those of the Company Wi't}.l all tl.le atten<
“ tion, respect and honor which is due to a friend and ally of the British nation, t'hat
¢ the Honorable East India Company should provide a permanent system for the collection
¢ of the Revenue and for the administration of justice” within the Raj ¢ that a Court or Courts
‘ should be established for the due administration of Civil and Criminal Justics under the sole
‘ authority of the English East India Company” and that provision should be made for the
collection of the Revenie by the Governor in Council and for the payment of a certain fixed
money allowance together with an annual proportion of the Revenus to the Rajah,
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I1I. That from the date of the Treaty down to the death of the Rajah Seevajee in 1855,
the Rajahs of Tanjore maintained the most
And enjoyed the esteem and protection of British honorable intimate and friendly relations with
Authorities. the British Government, the conditions of the
Treaty being honorably observed and fulfilled
on both sides *“ the friends and enemies of either being considered the friends and enemies of
“ both” and the late Rajah, especially, receiving at various times honorable proofs of the respect
and esteem of the British authorities whose protection he enjoyed. That on the death of See-
vajee the territories of Tanjore were in a state of profound tranquillity and prosperity and no
political objection existed to the continuation of the rights and powers exercised by him to his
successor except as will be seen hereafter, the pecuniary payments reserved by the last Treaty
and which were to be made out of the Revenues of the country ; that the political or other
rights which the Rajah Seevajee exercised at the time of his death were the Civil and Criminal
jurisdiction within the Fort of Tanjore, the maintenance of a small body of Sepoys for purposes
of ceremony and certain outward attributes of a Sovereign Prince.
IV. That upon the death of the late Rajah being made known to the Court of Directors
of the late East India Company by letters of
On his death in 1855. : the Madras Government dated the 9th and 22nd
. November 1855, the Directors addressed a D es.
The late Fast India Company overlooking the patch to the Governor General of India in
rights of Memorialist. Council under date 16th April 1856 entirely
ignoring the rights of your Memorialist as suc-
cessor to her husband and declaring as follows :
2. The Rajah died without leaving a son by birth or adoption. He was himself the
- ¢ only son of his father the Rajah Serfojee, with whom the Treaty of 1799 was concluded and
“ Serfojee was only the adopted son of his predecessor Rajah Toolfajee, consequently there
“ cannot be any male claimant to the dignity claiming through a male. But the Rajah has
«left two daughters, the younger of whom (the elder being disqualified by ill health) Mr. Forbes
¢ the Resident proposed to the Madras Government to recognize as a successor to the titular
¢ diginity.” ' '
3. “By no law or usage however has the daughter of a Hindoo Rajah any right of suc-
“ cession to the Raj and it is entirely out of the question that we should create such a right for
¢ the sole purpose of perpetuating a titular principality ata great cost to the public Revenue.”

4. * Weagree in the unanimous opinion
Declared that the digmty of Rajak’ of Tan- ¢ of your Government and the Government of

Jore was extinct. ~ “ Madras that the dignity of Rajah of Tanjore

“ {s extinct.”

5. ¢ It only remains to express our cordial approbation of the intention you express of
i treating the widows, daughters and dependants of the late Rajah with kindness and liberality.
“ We shall doubtless receive at an early period from you or from the Madras Government a
« report of the arrangements made for carrying this intention into effect.

O “The Resident was very properly directed to continue all existing allowances until he
¢ could report fully on them to Government but to inform the recipients that Government were
 not to be considered as pledged to their continuance.

We are your affectionate friends,

LoxpoN, } (Signed) W. H. SYKES.
16th April 1856, » ) R. D. MANGLES.
) M. T. SMITH.
) R. ELLICE.
) T. CURRIE.
» ) W.J. EASTWICK.
» ) H. C. RAWLINSON.
)
)
)
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HENRY WILLOCK.
J. SHEPHERD.
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V. That in pursuance of the determination that *the dignity of the Rajah of Tanjore

‘ was extinct, the Governor of Madras in Coun-

W hereupon the Governor of Madras appointed a  cil proceeded to. take measures for the annexa-
Special Commissioner to report upon the ques- tion of the Raj and that on the twenty-sixth
consequent on the extinction of the September one thousand eight hundred and
: fifty-six, by and with the consent of the Go-

, vernor General in Council, the Governorin

Council at Madras appointed Henry Forbes, Esg., one of the Members of the.Board ofj Reve:nue
cial Commissioner to proceed to Tanjore to take charge_ of the Re_SIde.ncy with dxre'c-
tions to enquire into and report upon th'e v.arious importa.nt questlons. demanding sett]e.ment in
connexion ‘with the extinction of the dignity of the Ra.]ah‘ of Tan:]oref togethel" watl'l any
others that may hereafter occur to this Government as demanding enquiry in connexion with the

tions
Raj,

to be Spe

general subject.

VI. That Mr. Special Commissioner Forbes, arrived at Tanjore on the thirteenth Septem-

ber one thousand eight hundred and fifty-six,

The Special Commissioner proceeds to Tan- and that on the fifteenth he req‘uested the
j ammons the Durbar and announce the members of the Durbar and certain members
Jore S the Raj of the family of the deceased Rajah to attend
eatinction of 7 him at the Residency, where he “ communicat-
urport of the Orders of the Government of India, and announced to

them generally the p € f X !
 ed to el & ome Authorities, regarding the Raj of Tanjore, informing them at

« them the decision of the H | ‘
« the same time that liberality and consideration would be shewn to the family and retainers
« and putting them in possession of the general principles on which claims to stipends and gra-
s tuities wm?]d be disposed of, but without pledging the Government to any particular mode of

i ith indivi » issioner Forbes in reporting these circumstances
« dealing with mdw@ual cases.” Mr. Commiss p g

states : :

o« Prior information had evidenty reached the Durbar of the extinction of the Raj but

- ung to the hope that a succession might still be possible, until the official
“ announcement made to them by me shewed

cived with sorrow and that that hope was vain, much sorrow was
¢« expressed and much grief was shewn, but
“all at once submitted to the aathority of

¢ they appear to have cl

An announcement Tec

grief.

< Government and placed themselves in ,its bands.”

s« | took no further steps to make the announcement public, but it had become so in
¢ great measure from the fact of my arrival and the news communicat-
« ed to the Durbar soon spread throughout the palace. No demonstra-
« tion of the public feeling was made and I had no reason to require
e Town.”

3.
Dut with submission.

« any aid to the ordinary Police of th . .
VII. That having thus announced the extinction of the Raj to the great sorrow and gnef
) of the Durbar and of the public of Tanjore,
session. Mr. Commissioner Forbes proceeded to take
measures for taking possession of the same. In

ighteenth October he states:

The Commissiones proceeds 1o take pos

a letter to his Government of the e |
« On the 29th ultimo, I requested the Ofﬁ:ciating Resid.ent to order the preparation of
e family and retainers of the Rajah, and certain statements of lands and other
which I should reguire to have before me before I could enter on
« the duty on which Tam engaged, I amaware that Mr. Cherrj.r at once issuc.eq the required On?ers
« and that he continued to press upon the Sarkeel the necessity of expedition. Of’ my arrival
« however I found that nothing had been prepared, .an(‘l althoug:h, I have not failed since to
« urge the propriety of despatch, 1 know tha.t up to t'lus time not}m}g has beefl even commencefl.
“ Thbis arises partly from dilatory habits of business which have at all times ma('le it dlmc'ul.t to obtain
¢ any accounts from the palace, partly from a natural and perhaps unconscious unwillingness cn

4.
« certain lists of th :
« State property of the Raj,
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“ the part of the late Rajah’s servants to take. an active part in the downfall ¢f their master’s family
“and partly from the Sarkeel’s referring to the ladies for permission to prepare the accounts re-
“ quired, which permission has been always withheld.”

VIII. Thaton the seventeenth October following, Mr. Commissioner Forbes addressed to

the Officiating Sarkeel an imperative communi-
He peremptorily summons the Sarkeel to deliver cation announcing that the duty he Was perform-

up all the Raojal’s property. ing under the peremptory orders of his Go-

vernment brooked no delay ¢ and that it was
“ his intention to assume possession in the name of the British Government of all the late Rajah’s
“ villages and gardens including endowment to Choultries and Pagodas,

of the public property in
“ the Fort of Tanjore and of all the records connected with the Raj.”

Also that he had * requested the Collector to resume for the time all
" “ dens, to give notice to the village servants to produce their accounts befor
* Merassadars and Renters to pay their Kists only to the Government.”

the villages and gar-
e him and to watn the

He further informed the Sarkeel that he proposed to take char
within the Fort early the next morning, and to placeitin charge of a d
and he requested the Sarkeel to meet him at the East gate of the Fo
company with the Officers of the Arsenal, the Wardrobe Department,
the late Bajah's silver Howdahs, Coaches and Palanquins and of the
sired the Sarkeel to warn such Officers that the displeasure of the Br
shewn to any who might be found to have evaded his demands,”

ge of the public property
etachment of British troops,
rt at half past five o’clock in
the Library, the Magazine,
public records * and he de-
itish Government would be

IX. That accordingly on the morning of the 18th October Mr. Commissioner Forbes

accompanied by a detachment of the 25th Mad-
He takes Military possession of the Fort. ras Regiment of Infantry proceeded to the Fort
of Tanjore, the residence of your Memorialist
o take possession of the same and of all the pro-
perty therein, placing his priv
doors of the jewel house,
robes andother apartments

thedoorsof theroomsand a relief party at the out-
of the Rajah’s stables, horses, ponies, elephants
carriages and palanquins, of his menagerie,
containing a collection of wild animals and birds ;
of his armoury and valuable collection of arms,

including his fowling pieces, swords and pistols;
nded for and awaiting distri
“ creditors of the late Rajah,” of his cows and bullocks, sheep and lambs, of all the

jewels, gems and precious stones within the Fort, including many belonging to pagodas and
divers persons, and to all and sundry the property within the Fort, whether belonging to
the late Rajah or to others, Thg\t the said Mr. Commis-

sioner Forbes also took possession of the public Arsenal

_ of the late Rajah and directed the powder found therein
to be thrown into the ditch, and that he subsequently sent to Madras and cansed to be sold by

public sale large numbers of the late Rajah’s horses,

and the other Ladies of the Court and proceeded t

ate seal upon the
the library, the ward-
and placing Sentriesat

Seizes the library, wardrobes §e., and places
Sentries at the doors of the apartments.

er gate of the Fort, That he also took possession

" He seizes the Rajal's slables, menagerie, ar-
moury, money, cows and sheep jewels, §c.

of all his cash including a sum of money ¢ inten bution amongst the

Destroys the contents -of the Arsenal,

ele-
And sells the horses and carriages.

in number), 310 cows (including heifers and calves) to-
gether with upwards of 150 carriages and private vehicles. '

X. That a very considerable portion of
The seizure includes not only State but pri- the property thus seized by the Commissioner

vate and personal property. was admittedly a property not belonging or in

any way appertaining to the Raj of Tanjore,
and in no way coming within the description of State property. That the Rajah possessed real

phants, camels, bullocks (203 in number), buffaloes (150 -

e e
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d other property purchased with and out of portions
estate, villages mezz?vg:;, %ird}finmla::;einthe Tr:)at_\[r) wi);hp the British Government and also
of the rerenne l‘l effects of various sorts purchased from his private purse and which at the
jewels aqd pers;:‘:;e Rajah Seevajee was possessed of, and entitled to, as of his own right and pri-
time of his des” d di tin.::t from and independent of the property, rights, claims and privileges ap-
vate property an¢ €2 pertaining to and belonging to the Raj of Tan-

iali jore and all of which your memorialist, as the
Tnherited by Memorialist Jeldest widow of the l:);ajah became and was
entitled by Hindoo Law to inherit and possess.

in order to prevent the interference and intermeddling of Mr. Commissioner
XL Thatin Forbes with such, the property of your memo-
.y Is o the Supreme Court at rialist, arising out of the deceased Rajah’s pri-
Memorialist eppeats vate and particular estate and to prevent the
Madras. sale and distribution of other valuable estate
fects the property of your memorialist, your memorialist ﬁ'le'd a l?ill on the‘ efluity side of
e et f Judicature of Madras and obtained an injunction restraining the East
the Supreme Courtd ?heir officers from further interfering with the property until the decision of
Tndia Compiay &2 r memorialist’s suit was limited to the private and personal estate of her
the Coutl Thatdyouder the counsel of her legal adviser and with the impressicn that questions
decefised hushar s zur of the Raj would not fall within the jurisdiction of a Court of equity.
relating 1o th‘e 'sel’zutl).?ll rayed (1) That as the eldest widow of the said Seevajee she might be
Your memorialists B Eec{ared entitled to inherit and possess as his heir and legal representative,
injunclion, §c. his private and particular estate, real and personal, (2) T.hat.: the East
Toran junetiots India Company might be declared trustees for your memorialist for and
: f the private and particular estate seized by them, (3.) for an account of the. e?tate S0
m'respe(:t ° he East India Company might be directed to deliver up to your memorialist such
selzed, (t) :h::“; eeﬁects as might be held by them, (5) that they might be restrained by injunction
;)r{;)::i'::t;ei interference, () for a receiver, and (7) for costs of suit.

XII. That the Honorable East India Company on
. J f March 1857, filed an answer to this bill statin

The East India Company's answer :x}r]rfo:nﬁgtsltl :ther things that the Rajah Seevajee was at the timge
of his death the Rajah and reigning Monarch of Tanjore entitled to and iI.'l exercis? and emjo?’-
ights, privileges, powers and dignity of an a}bsolute Sovereign ; sub.]ecf; to certain

ment o e lations between himself and the British Government and particularly to
engagements of TEHH the Treaty of 1799. That on the Rajah’s ,
. ' death it was determined as an act of State by

That their acts are acts of State. the East India Company and the British Go-
hat the Rajand dignity of Tanjore was extinct and tha_t the State of Tanjore had th.ere-

vernment 12 Company, in trust for Her Majesty, and that it was thereupon also determined
fore lupsed to the omgct)o,f State and Government that the whole Dominions and Sovereignty
by the Company as z'm' together with the property thereto annexed should be assumed by the
of the Stéte of TanJmE Qieen and should become part of the British Territories and Revenues
Comptfny ,m trQStfforI.; i Majesty as aforesaid. The Company further insisted that their right
in India, n trust orf ; estate and property of the Rajah Scevajee was a question of State
to take possession ot the involving the construction of Treaties and acts

T . - of State which could not be inquired into by
iurisdiction of the Court. o _ .
They deny the jurssaictio 4 any Municipal Court within Her Majesty’s -
Dominions.

. . -\ ‘s mai le East India Company put several
dition to this main plea, the Honorab p
XIII.  That in addi others in their answer as that it was not intended
TR i sessi f the private property of
Memorialist's title &c. to retain possession o
They also deny Memo the Rajah for the benefit of the Company.
That it was impossible to distinguish between the private property of the Rajah and his State
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property, that your Memorialist was not entitled to succeed to the Estate by law of Hindoo in-
heritance, that the property of the Rajah was not liable to be administered as that of a private
individual. That the late Rajah was not a member of an individual Hindoo family, &e, but that
on these points it is unnecessary to make comment as they have all been decided against the
Company and in your Memorialist’s favor and as there has been no appeal respecting alem.

X1V. That the cause of Kamachee Boye Sahiba versus the East India Company and

others was argued on the equity side of the
Supreme Court of Judicature of Madras on the
29th and 30th September and on the lst Octo-
ber 1857, before full Court and that on the
11th December following the Honorable the Chief Justice delivered the judgment of the Court
declaring the plaintiff your Memorialist entitled to the Decree as prayed.
ment His Lordship the Chief Justice declared that the Court

The case is keard and decided in Memorialists
Javor.

In delivering judg-
was satisfied that the late Rajah
. . “ Seevajee was not the absolute Sovereign
And the seizure is strongly condemned by the ¢ suggested by the Defendants and that he had

Court, “ private property real and personal” that the

seizure or detention of other than State
. . i property
or in other words of the property of the Raj passing with it to the East India Company was

unauthorised, that the seizure of the Fort of Tanjore by Mr. Commissioner Forbes was * an
indiscriminate seizure of both public and private property, the order of the Government having
been expressly confined to State property,” that “such detention could not be considered an act

“ of State nor that the subsequent adoption of
“the Company (of their Officer’s act) could
“make that an act of State which originally

‘ “ was not so.” The Court finall “
¢ the Company had failed to establish any of their. grounds of defence.” ey resohved hat

Which declares that the Company has failed to
establish any defence.

XV. That the Honorable East India Company being dissatisfied with this Decrce appealed
from the same to Her Majesty in Council alleging, inter alia that © the acts which formed

Tke Company appeal to the Judical Commitiee :‘, the grounds of the suits were acts done by
of Privy Council. or on behalf of the Company in their public

. B “ capacity and were all acts immediately con-
“ nected with and legitimately consequent upon the assumption of the Raj of Tanjore and were

““ fully justified and authorised as acts of State and by the circumstances of the case.” The case
having been duly argued the judgment of the Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
was delivered by the Right Honorable Lord Kingsdown, on the 27th day of July 1859. The

Jjudgment advised Her Majesty to reverse the
decision of the Supreme Court of Judicature of

. Madras and to dismiss your Memorialist’s bill
but without costs, the ground of such decision being ** that the property claimed by your Memo-

“ rialist had been seized by the British Government acting as a Sovereign power through its
¢ delegate, the East India Company, and that the act so done with its consequences was an act
“ of State over which the Supreme Court of Madras had no jurisdiction.”

The Judical Commitiee reverse the Decree.

XVI. That in delivering this judgment their Lordships declined to express any opinion

“ of the propriety or justice of the act.” It is

But * declined to express any opinion on the * sufficient” they observed ¢ to say that even if
‘“ propriety or justice of the act.” ““a wrong had been done it is a wrong for which
““no Municipal Court of Justice can afford a

“ remedy.” “ That the seizure was an exercise of Sovereign power effected at the arbitrary dis-
““ cretion of the Company, by the aid of Military force can” observed their Lordships « hardly
“ admit of doubt. Itis extremely difficult” the Court further stated “to discover in these
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* papers any ground of legal right on the part
« discover no legal right on the part of the * of the East I.nd'ia Company or of t-he Crow'n
Crown lo the Raj or any ¢ of Great Britain, to the possession of this
“ Raj, or of any part of the property of the
¢ Rajah on his death and indeed the seizure
Attorney General, who from circumstances exp].ained to us at the
. red as Counsel for the Respondents and not in his official character for !.he
« hearing PP ¢ violent and unjustifiable measure. ‘The Rajah was an independent Sovereign
“ Appella.nts, asa '(Ilfzbte dly minute and bound by treaties to a powerful neighbour which left him
:‘ of Te.mtol')l’., u]I; freedom of free action but he did not hold his Territory, such as it was, as a fief
‘ practlcall.y' mc. wn or of the East India Company nor does there appear to have been any
« of t:Je in;;ihcla;z’i“g it on the death of the Rajah without a son by any legal title, either as
¢« pretenc

- ”
« an escheat or as bo na vacantia.

And
« Company or the
« part of the Rajak’s property.

« was denounced by the

its to the consideration of the Secretary of State
and Council of India whether a decision thus
. ts that this Judgment is a con- delivered, however favorable to the late East
ist submils India Company in its effect, is not in reality
a severe condemmation of its proceedings and
essing its inability to sustain the Judgme:n't of the Sl.xpreme Court of Judicature
¢ 1qin your Memorialist's favor, the Lords of the Judicial Commltte.e faxpressed no doubt of
ofMadr.as in Y}‘ ¢ Judoment, they only doubted the power of any Municipal Court to afford a
the equity (;‘ft}tla .m; 'lihe Judicial Committee preferred to designate as * acts of State”
remedy for hu: ha ! mgf(;ssed themselves unable to find ¢ any ground of legal right.” Quoting
acts for Wh.lc tf ;};rpcommissioner Forbes, that ¢ much sorrow was expressed and much grief
e e (1)1 b.mitte(l at once to the authority of the Government and placed themselves in
) .shewn, bftt:ei:;ordships observed that though no “ resistance was offered by the family of
:: l&:eh"[‘{‘:;:;\ or the inhabitants of the Fort to the seizure of the Raj or of the ?alace and proper.(y
1 it was recarded on both sides as a mere act of power not resisted because resis-
“ of the Rajah, it was X8 “ tance was vain.” True to the policy of her
. husband and her family your Memorialist
And appeals for Justice: submitted to this spoliation in grief and in
t offering resistance other than that which the law appeareé.l to' offer her, b.ut
the wrong done to her too great for redress by its instrumentality
tice to the representative of the Justice of the British nation.

XVIIL. Your Memorialist respectfully subm

Memorial,
demnation of the Company.

its policy. In expr

sorrow and withou
now that that law professe.s
she makes her appeal for jus
’ jali its that upon every principle of honor, of equity and of

XVIII. Your Memor}n:;ixcst :{;:;n:}t]se ueatiespwhereb; tlbe ciple of honor, o iy ad o
It)}l:an hIa)llf a century been protected on their thrones by the Govern-

Onthegrounds ment of Great Britain should not have been infringed. In honor they
were faithfully maintained during the life-tin.les of your Memorialist's
husband and his father though at severe sacrifices to b.ot'h. I‘Jpon the
round of equity the high authority of the great Juqmal tribunal to
Equily, g hich the appeal of the East India Company was carried he}s declared
w t it is extremely difficult to discover any ground of legal ngh.t on the

that 1 ¢ the East India Company or of the Crown of Great Britain to
part o ssion of this Raj or any part of the property of the Rajah on
o dat he ground of public policy the fact recorded by the

: . Ont .
his death fthe extinction of the Raj was received by the

to
. :ore that the announcemen o . - !
Commissioner at ;I'anf:];t:ngore with much ¢ sorrow and grief” though with submission and without
eo
Durbar and peop

i f resistance, indicates that a change of Governmfznt.so'needless in .a St'fxt_e
any demonstration 9 1in British hands the control of its revenues, its judicature and its nEuh-
which had alread'y. placec dmthose whose laws, customs and sympathies it outraged as it was unjust
tary oS as}im{r‘mh.;lc \t:}:::l; :reaties it infringed and-whose faithful attachment to British power it
towards the tamily

ungratefully requited.

Honor,

And public policy.
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Me 2 ) 7. » . XIX. You 3 o
;’:zofi?::;s;z?:az:tt:: tdi,:'(lzaizn”y . of Rajah of that now another ili/i{:rm:; g:)l:t - hOP?S
ewiinet. obtains in England, and nov:rt[;::: “: f;‘;“dla
of treaties wi Iat} . policy prevails in ;'e tierent
affairs that th:ah p?l?cyha::: Pl‘lm':cs of India and the general g;ra(:la:zmt::t °b; e;Var.]ce
ofthe late Rajah's family maerb which she has suffered together witho other of Indian
for Tndia that the decision of ti e r.eversed. She prays of the Secretary of Stat member_s
1856 may be taken into thei e Directors of the East India Com State and Council
eir deliberate consideration and that Hindogall;yw l(:f' the 1o At
eing respected, the

dignity of tt i :
But that she may be declared her husband’s claredyto beleei?glz}tl olfu;r:{:ﬁre mayl\/}mt be o
> your Memorialist

suecessor.
. mfag be declared, as she lawfully is, the successor
 Subject o the treaty. of her deceased husband the late Rajah in dignit
and titles subject to the stipulations and condi}:

t' . .
(l)?r:; of th.e treaty still in force between the family
e Rajah and the British Government.

She also prays for the restoration of the pri- subm)i(tz(t- t‘{\“dsyo‘“ Memorialist Fespecthey
. o the Secretary of State and Council f
or

vate and personal Estate
India that in respect of the private and personal

hzn‘ds- to thﬁ'lt relief which the Lords of the J ud:csit;teCOf the‘ fate Rajah shels entitled at their
ed it is not in the power of the law of Great Britain t?ﬁit;f Oégzes:briv'y Council have decid-
Ti’;:gi”::’:f zg,k‘ich has been condemned by zi:;yti‘:;‘:hi: seiaure h;:lt;et:nyocl:nd:::;ie?;

preme C ourt of Madras. submitteﬂ br;athzosz:::x:ecgi?xirta:: ;i:li:aatsutze(:}

7] unnecessary" « wilful” and i " Madras as indiscrimi » ¢ .
illegal” by the Lords of the Judicial lzzt;mit‘te:l:;uttllllogs?dp
e Frivy

L . CO i i
By the Judicial Committee and by Her Ma- el;;c}t] d“ e o e
- ected at the arbitrary di i I
y discretion of the Com-

jesty's Attorney General

- .“ pany by the aid of Military force” by Her M
unjustifiable measure.” Sh mi Jesty’s Automey Gener ‘ . a
e submits that the seizure of the pri{/ate esi:i N 3 e eeors of
o | . and personal effects of a

And‘ which is inconsistent with the ho peceased prince to the injury of his wid .
Fionity of the Nation nor and household must be as wr X W‘f o and o

' ) Inecessar

N poses of an act of State as it is incZns?rtthf P“;;

stent wit

a protectin ) the dignity of
g power. And your Memorialist accordingly );Jray: tghr:tath::'mmy and the honor of
aving regard to the princi-

ples of equity by which th iti
. e British G
Council of India will gi overnment always
bor favor, & decrezldle]gilv: eef?d to Phe decree of the Supremz Cgrxtiesjl? 3 td0 be regulated, the
in equity not im . udicature of Madras i
only overruled because the wr infli pugned or questioned 3
7 ong inflicted as on the ground of justice and
diction of sos1 oL an act of State justice an
of a Civil Tribunal and too great for the remedy whichw: sC:fug "":rd; i oo beyond the Juris-
v rt of Justice can afford.

215t October 1859,
(Signed) J. WILKINS.

From J. COSMO MELVILL, Esq.; ]
- . ’ q.: to G. B. GRE
dated India Office, 25th November 1859, No 4.GORY, Esq., 1 Bedford Row, W.C,

I am instructed by the Secretar
y of State for India, to ack
26;1;1 zf ﬂ‘le f] ;t October, enclo§ing a Memorial from Mr, Will(:innsowc]:;i'ge t};ﬁ receips of your let-
0! try oh.t e Ra:nees f’f Tar?‘]ore, and in reply to state that, bef(’)re'ta;:g melf Agent inthis
n into his consideration, Sir Charles Wocd, desires that Mr Wilkinsmfv'tlllle M;morial in ques-
. ill produce for his in-

spection th w whi
I the powers hich he holds from the Ranees, constituting him their Agent i
gent in this country.

s present, as you wish,
« jn this dilemma. However,

»

MN.,.nnMn,Nh».\.\AN\MA

Proceedings of

M
From G. B. GREGORY,

for India,

In answer to your Jetter of t

a letter from Kestmagee Carava,
dated 3rd October 1859, which contains the following passage : “ The matter is now
en-

d to your exertions alone, for the present. The Ranee, as you

her property. She cannot manage to send down Mr. N or’ton yf a;e
though we lament it extremely. It is our misfortune to be now s': ot
the Ranee fully depends on you for the restoration of the I{ uated
after the solemn declaration of the Lords and the Attorney General thaJ -
atever to interfere with the Ranee.” » that the

jore,

« tirely left in your hands, an

¢ gagare, is entirely out of

¢ her property,

 Government of India has no right wh

Mr. Wilkins is also in pogsession of a letter from the same person, dated 16th Septemb
er

A NN

the Madras Government, Political Department
for the month of January 1860. ,

Esq., for Partners and Secretary ; to the Under Secretary of State

the confidential Agen

1859, to a similar effect, and will be happy to produce
will favour him with an appointment for the purpose.

From J. COSMO MELVILL, Esq.;

'17th December 1859, No. 17.
I am instructed by the Secretary of State for Indi

of your letters dated the 21st of Octo

reply that, as Mr. Wilkins

he caonot be recognized as her Agent.

" stoner at Tanjore, wh
sired by the Right Honora

Exd. F. Cartledge.

dated 1 Bedford Row, 29th November 1859.
he 25th, we beg to inform you, that Mr. Wilkins has received

t of Kamdachee Boye, the Ranee of Tan-

both letters for your inspection, if you

to G. B. GREGORY, -Esq., 1 Bedford Row, W. C. dated

a in Council to acknowledge the receipt

ber and the 29th of November, and I am to inform you in

‘has submitted no satisfactory credentials from the Ranee of Tanjore

—————

ble the Secretary of State.

OrpER THEREON, 28th January 1860, No. 49.

a-oopy-of the above Despatch and its enclosure be furnished
' ve De: to the Commis-
o will make to the Ranee Kamashi Bhii Sahiba, the commun;m;::?i

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Chief Secretary.
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