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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Political Department,
24th October 1862,

Read the following paper
No. 57. To His Excerrency Sir W, DENISON, k. c. B,
Governor in Council of Fort Saint George, Madras.
The humble Memorial of Tunkey Cutcherry Bond
Creditors of His late Hichness the Nawab of
the Carnati
SHEWETI,

That your Memorialists are Tunkey Cutcherry Bond Creditors of lis late Highness the Na-
wab of the Carnatie, respectively, to a considerable amount as set forth in the particulars there-
of hereto annexed.

That they, one and all have, under the provisions of Act NXX of 1858, duly filed their
respective claims in the late Supreme Court of Judicature of Madras for the recovery of the seve-
ral sums due to them, and which said claims are now on the files of the present High Court of
Judicature, by transfer from the files of the said late Supreme Court.

That notwithstanding, that these respective and several claims were so laid Lefore the late
Supreme Court under the Act aforesaid, yet, in consequence and in consideration of the Appeal
preferred to Her Most Gracious Majesty the Queen in Council, by Government, from the Judg-
ment pronounced by the said late Supreme Court in the matter of the claims of another similar
Claimant or Creditor, Damoodra Doss, your Memorialists deemed 1t advisable, upon an arrang
ment to that effect which had been come to between their Solicitor and Mr. Boyson, the Govern-
ment Solicitor, to await the decision of that August Tribunal ere they advanced or pressed their
claims to a hearing, as any decree pronounced by Her Majesty the Queen in Council, would have
been conclusive as to the validity or otherwise of the Judgment given by the said Supreme Court
on the matter or point of the Tunkey Cutcherry Bonds adjudicated upon on the hearing of the
said claim of the said Damoodra Doss, as aforesaid, and might have induced your Execllency in
Council to arrest the further opposition to your Memorialist: ald several claims whereby a large
amount of legal charges would have been avoided, and yvour Memorialists spared all the annoyance
and vexation, the inevitable concomitants of litigation.

That the appeal so preferred by Government, having been abandoned and not proceeded with,
was, under the standing orders made and passed by Her Majesty, dated 30th November 1860,
at the end of six months from the date of its registration in the Privy Couneil Office, ipso facto
dismis<ed for non-prosecution, and accordingly on or about the 22nd March 1862, the said Appeal
was so dismissed, and instructions transmitted to the Registrar of the said late Supreme Court to
terminate the said Suit of Damoodra Doss, according to the Judgment appealed against. Hence,
the Judgment pronounced by the late Supreme Court in favor of the said Damoodra Doss as afore-
said, became confirmed, and now stands unimpeached and in full force and virtue, serving for a

entin all other suits brought for similar claims and demands, on precisely the same grounds,

proofs and principles as admitted by the late Supreme Court in its Judgment aforesaid.

That the amount awarded by the late Supreme Court to the Said Damoodra Doss has since
heen paid to him by the Government of Fort Saint George.

That the principle involved in and which guided the late Supreme Court in the decision
upon the said claim of the said Damoodra Doss, is the same which will regulate and apply to
yvour said Memorialists’ several claims they being all founded upon Tunkey Cutcherry Bonds.

That, your Memorialists are confident that their respective claims, will, if proceeded with
before the High Court one and all, be decided in their favor on the very same preofs and evidence
that have been adduced, admitted and received as valid in the said claim of the said Damoodra
Doss.  But with the view of avoiding litigation and expense to themselves and the Government
vour Memorialists have been advised to apply to your Lxeellency in Council. for the settlement
of their claims before they procced with the hearing and disposal of their said several claims Ly
the s 1d Jligh Conrt of Madras.

Memoria! s, therefor 'mbly pray that your
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Proceedings of the Madras Governmenty, Political Departmnent,
24th October 1862.

3oyson would never have entered into any arrangement of the kind without my knowledge and
pproval, and T never heard a syllable from him on the subject. On the other hand from my
eneral knowledge of his views about these Tunkey Cutcherry Bonds, which I believe entirely
greed with my own, I am satisfied he never would have sanctioned such an arrangement in the
ase of any of these claimants.
I am equally certain that Mr, Shaw was far too careful of the interests of his clients to
ave rested satisfied with any mere conversational arrangement. If any thing passed in writing
can of course be produced, and will speak for itself. Lill I see some such writing I can never
alicve the Petitioner's assertion as to the existence of any such ““ arrangement.”
The last paragraph moreover of the last Despatch of the Secretary of State in Council on
is subject appears to me positively to forbid the re-opening of claims like those of the
-titroners, '

(Signed) T.SYDNEY SMITH,
& October 1862, Advocite General.

abjoin a Memorandum of the date and substance of the several Orders of the late Supreme
Court passed in the matter of the claims of these Petitioners.
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= Claimants’ Names. ‘ Dates of Orders. Substance of Orders.
5 j

1 Roop Kishore Lallah and Soojunnull Lallah.l‘Hh April 1860... Decree for payment of Rs.
! 50,284-3-11 in fall of
! ; all demands.

2 Heerah Lall and Bayroon Lall... ... ... 3rd Feby. 1860... Decree for payment of Rs.
] 47,456-2-5 in full of all

demands.

, Bacharaz Lallah... .« . o . . Do. ’:Claim dismissed,

! Narrain Doss Gopaul Doss... oo vev .. 22ud March 1860. Decree for payment of Rs.
| | 30,084-5-2 in full of all
- ' demands.

Orah Balamoocun Doss... .. ... .. ... [2lst March 1860.. Decree for payment of Rs.

| 45,551-12-11 in full of

all demands.

|

. Permanun Doss... e MR e e FQSI‘(] Octr. 1860, ., Claim dismissed with costs.
Teekum Doss... ... ... <« wee wes ...2nd Feby. 1861...[Decree for payment of Rs.
| o 8,330 in full of all
i demands.
Gunsham Doss... ... v wev wwrww ITth Feby.1861... Decree for payment of Rs.

15,909-4-11 in full of
all demands.

;'Seetaram... o o si wee e e e..f280d Qctr, lSGO...;C]aimdismissed.
Zuffeah Baizume.. .. ... . ... ..[31st May 1860... Decree for payment of Rs.

10,160-12-3 in full of

| all demands.

Damoodra Doss ... ... ... ... .. ..[19th Novr. 1860... Decree for payment of Rs.

| ‘ 1,10,664-5-83 in full of
all demands.

(True Copy.)
(Signed) JOHN MILLER,
Acting Government Solicitor.

59 . ORrRDER THEREON, 24th October 1862, No. 433.
Resolved, that the Memorialists be informed that their claims have been finally disposed of
be late Supreme Court of Judicature, and that under Orders of the Right Honorable the Sec-
-y of State for India, they are not to be re-opened.
(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
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