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Proceedings of the Madras (Fovernment, Political Depariment,
: 26th Fébruary 1861,

—

No. 88. Read the following letter from W. 'M. CADELL, Esq., Govgrnment Agent at
Tanjtr, to T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint
George, dated Vallam, 13th February 1861, No. 74.

; With reference to the Proceedings of Government, marginally noted,
96th December 1860. I have the honor to report that, as directed by the latter Order, I issued
28th 3 i instructions to the Government Vakeel to watch the proceedings before the

Court in the appeal suit therein referred to, and communicate to me what
transpired, and at thg same time intimated to the Respondent (the Sirkele) that it was option?.l
with him to defend or not to defend the suit. The Sirkele, however, at once withdrew., and this.
was communicated to the Court on the 3rd ultimo when the case was set down for hearing.

9. The Court ou the 15th idem delivered Judgment reversing the Decree of the late Raja’s

~

Court, with costs in both original and appeal suits. A copy of the Decree is herewith enclosed
2

for the information of Government. '

3. From the Judgment now pronounced it will be seen, that while, by reason of the hal'ves
of the two Bank Notes which formed the subject of the suit, having been now and for some tm?e
past impm’mded in the Supreme Court, ft would seem questionable whether any claim cOuld. lie
against the appellant for the recovery thereof, an action for damages caused by the previous
detention by him of the said half Notes, can fairly be sustained. T ha.t. these N otes are 'the pro-

erty of His late Highness the Raja of Tanjore; that they were delivered to Kistnaji Kesava
}I)’andit in his capacity as Sirkele or Minister to that Prince in the year 1836, and that they were
unlawfully retained by him in his possession till the year 1849, when they were brought forward
with a view to obtain payment thereon ; are facts, which, as the Gover-nment are aware from the
correspondence which has passed on the subject, have been f;ully established. Had the ap.pe]lant
not so detained these Notes but made them gver to the Raja’s Treasury (as he unquestionably
oht to have done) it is only reasonable to suppose, that the full value of the Notes could have
zz:n recovered on behalf of the Raja, on production of the half N otes at the Bank of h{ladras,
tozether with the prescribed Bond of Indemnity'in respect of fhe missing halves. Such being the
g it would seem, [ submit, that Kistnaji Kesava Pandit is clearly and personally responsible
;j:i’he loss sustained by his late Highness in consequence of his having so detained these Notes.

4. Under these circumstances, and should the view of the matter I have taken be considered

t. T bea to request that I may be furnished with instructions as to taking further pro-
L { :he recovery of the damages on behalf of Government who have now in due course
o 1°t1' the Estates of the late Raj. The amount of interest, which with reference to the
P : \ period duriffg which the half Notes in question

#Sections 11§ 1V, R.e.gulation XXXIVof1802. were detained can be charged according to the

by : Law,* equals the amount of the principal, viz.,

Rupees 4,000, and the suit will thus have to be instituted in the Subordinate Court of the Zilla.
’ ) .

I would take this opportunity also of recommending that the Government Solicitor may
. be instructed to take measures for recovering
. ing Honorable Com- o behalf of Government (in whom the Estates
Vide letter from the Acting 0 :
; 1(”7!/'3 Solicitor to Government, dated 25th - ¢ o 1oy Raja are now vested) the half Notes
October 1856, No. 471. which are now “ impounded} in the Supreme

5.

t for the party or parties rightfully entitled to them.” ; ' .
6. 1 would take leave also to solicit the sanction of Governmg\t for dlsbursmg fhe amount
t . Rupees 519-6-0 awarded to the appellant by the ecree of the Civil Court as
53 CQSts’ e h : bioined Memorandum, and also the sum of Rupees 8.6-0 advanced by the
specifieit 1o_Kae surglers in connection with the appeal. The original suit in this case, having,
" Birkele under dmy t(:;ted been instituted under the orders of the t.hel_l Resident, I conceive that
as | h'ave already :'ustl)” be held pers:onally responsible therefor, The last mentioned “charge
the S'rkele ca'nnolv.]inu the prescribed Vakalatnama to a Vakil of the Civil Court in the name of
i 1{1curred ¥ ] i:cr for an extensi.on of time, as also for obtaining copies of the pleadings.
the Sirkele for app iqu:\idab‘y necessary, when the state of the proceedings wasmot even known,
. T}:;s lrlneasl:l‘;es;”:: se‘deﬁ"i‘e] y adopted on the part of Government, could not be determined on,
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