MADRAS RECORD OFFICE.

Government of Madras.

-
7
7/ l)
:

4

(/3 ld-csat DEPARTMENT.

G.0. No. 7 $6 Press

Dated MO /2 . / ('-\".Z’j

Not to be folded or roughly handled




”

rﬁm'\;;;(;ert.lén‘gsv Of the Madras Government, Potilical Depar!ment;
26th December 1860.

R LA S Girme ST s o e A ey i e
AP N s

R e

No. 76.  Read the following letter from W. M. CADELL, Esq., Government Agent of
Tanjore, to T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George,
dated Vallam, 8th December 1860, No. 541

I have the honor to request you will lay the following circumstances before the Government
with a view to my being furnished with such instructions in the matter as they may think fit.

2. The Government will remember that, in the year 1856, one Balusiwmi Ammal sued the
late East India Company in the Supreme Court at Madras for the payment of 2 half notes of
the aggregate value of Rupees 4,000 and which half notes, it appeared, were then in the plaintiff’s
possession. The plaintiff was, however, non-suited, and the mnotes were, by order of the

Court, impounded for the party or parties

* Vide lotter from the Acting Solicitor £53A, rightly entitled thereto.* These notes have,

b 56, No. 471.
Biggober. 1806, N, &} as the Government are aware, been the subject

of much correspondence (as will be seen from a precis thereof appended at the foot of this letter)
and, as declared by Government in their Proceedings of the 16th February 1856, there can be
but little doubt that the notes in question are the property of the late Rdja of Tanjore.

3. After the dismissal of of BAlusiwmi Ammal's claim and while the half notes were (as
stated above) impounded in the Supreme Court, a Suit was brought in the late Réjd’s Courts
No. 28 of 1857 by (or in the name of) the Sirkele against Kristna Réyar, the officiating Sirkele
at the time the 2nd halves of the notes were lost in the year 1834, and to whom the first halves
or those originally sent were admitted to have been returned. The suit was instituted for the
sum of Rupees 8,000 being the principal and interest of the said notes, and, as might have been
expected, the decree of the late Réja’s Court was in favor of the Sirkele and for the whole sum
sued for.

4. This decree has now been appesled from and the appeal is now before the Civil Court of
" Tanjore as No. 668 of 1858. Copy of the Appeal Petition* together with
; Enclosure g the decreet appealed from are forwarded for the information of Govern-

6 ; ment and the question which I now submit for their decision is what steps

I am to take in the matter and whether the appeal is to be responded to by Government or not.

5. In their Proceedings of the 11th April 1857, Government have

R. D. No. 289. observed that it was * explicitly stated by the late Resident that the

« Honorable Company were, in no way, implicated in the suit brought

¢« by the Sirkele against Kristna Rayar.” From the records of my Office and especially

from the letter of Mr. Cherry to the Sirkele of the 19th November 1856

# Enclosure C. (copy® of which is herewith forwarded) it is clear that the suit was

instituted by the advice and with the concurrence of the then acting

Resident, nor is it at all likely that the Sirkele of a Prince, who had demised and whose estate

it was then pretty generally known, had become an escheat to the paramount power, would

of himself have instituted a suit of this nature. It was clearly as shewn brought by him in kLis

capacity as ** Head Officer of the Palace” and with the knowledge and cognizance of the Resident
under whose orders he was then acting.

6. This being the case, it appears to me that, if the appeal is to be defended at all, it must
be by the Government through their servant, the Sirkele, but at their expense. Whether the
appeal, however, should be responded to or whether it is capable of being met, is a question for
the Government to determine and on which the Government will probably think it right to take
the advice of their Solicitor.

7. Adverting, however, to the fact that, at the time the suit was brought in the Rdj Courts,
- the very halves of the notes in question were impounded in the Suprcme Court, I do not see
how the defendant can be held respousible for the same or their value, and am therefore inclined
to think that the Decree appealed from will in all probability be reversed.

8. The hearing of the appeal is to take place on the 2ud January, and I therefore request
to be furnished with the instructions of Government as early as possible. This reference would

have been made earlier but for the difficulty experienced in finding some of the papers connected
with the case.
1
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S lazm,:ﬁ- s th aja of T“"J: the Mudr, Sabl, him, in the year 1834, the halves of the two, No.2768 for Rupees 3,000 and No. 3,869 for
PR R Seu:da 1.{0“, P : : re 3 or the Ciyl s Rupees 1,000, were lost in the Company's Tapal ; enquirics were made with a view to their dis-
Govindap ; ;ve!e in the Palace of o Zﬂdham’ - covery, bub to no purpose. The fact was therefore made known to the Bzfnk by the then Resi-
ampart s a.Ck’ Son of Kyp the Mahayg: ndu?[ing the 4 Defendanys dent, with a request that, if the halves other than those lost, be produced in the Bank, they may
stieet in the F £2ppa Naik : °Y his Vakee) '\rxsna_ji K be stopped without payment, and the same communicated to the Palace. On the return of the

a

Sl Taujore, residing in

the Sotig ;‘esid':ng R va  Pandit, aforesaid Zadhaw in the year 1836, the other halves were delivered over by him through Karkun

Apri 101‘232 of a petition p}:eesg:::;hﬂ % the Fo¢ ot;i'cr," .Na”‘" Govinda Aunaji, who had accompanied. him to J élna,. to the defendant 'who was then oﬂicia.zing

R » by S.Ubramunia Chett to th Palyce i B e as Serkele. The Deffendant however, instead of making over the same into the Palace, retained
R n th; Vinnar Bank Vs son of Nayap the mopy, of f, “Exhibits filed b the half Notes with himself. -

after ad;:,);:n 8 J;anal‘amppu or.;. se:tl ............... i Che'tY» re- A, Y the De- Afterwards in the year 1849, the D-:fendant through one L.akshmi Var'u}y:\va Chetti sent

Bt Chettyg the Palace account w";":;nt ace ou;-..;;;. (1) tklxe ha,lff r‘\\ote:dt; the'dBla‘hk’ stating that both the halves were his, and applying that the value

....................... ose of Pare thereof should be paid him.

of I"e(;(r)z[;‘:lr}",rl::Ieposm“" given b‘th ............ t he o4 Sub,.d . The Bank Officer, however, in compliance with the Resident’s request as abovementioned,

350 before the [ate [{esij efendan, Onh (2) withheld the payment, and communicated the fact to the Resident through ﬁ.le Government.

ent My, Bishop the 18th "The Resident then made enquiries of the Serkele and the deputy Serkele, who having deposed that

"""" (3.) the halves of the Notes belonged to the Palace, and their value should be paid to the Cirkar, and

o
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igned) SAKHARAM GANGADHAR,

for KARKUN LAKSHUMAN ROZA.

(Signed) SAMISASTRI, President.

MADHAVASRIN[VAS, Principal Member.
MADHAVACHARYA, Member.

”

(True Translation.)

R

(Signed) W. M. CADELL,
Government Agent.

——— —

2 Bank Notes w

Resident, to the Acting Serkele of His late Highness the
November 1856.
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