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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,

15th January 1866,
m%

No.185.  Read the following Proceedings of the Madras Government in the
Judicial Department :—

-

Passing orders on letter from Advocate General, .
submitting, with his observations and opinion,
copy of the Decree passed by the High Court
in its Civil Side, in Suit No. 346 of 1864, e (Here enter 19th December 1865, No. 1,815.)
regarding the sale proceeds of certain jewels .
belonging to the late Zemindar of Ramnad.

No. 186. OmpER THEREON, T5th January 1866, No. 96

Misce]la.neoxxs.] : .Commun}cated to the Board of Revenue for
their information,

(True Extract.) -

(Signed) J. GROSE,
Acting Under Seerelary to Government.

Exd. S. T. Augustin.




Proceedmgs of the Madras Gove ment, J udzczdl Deparfment
19¢h Decemaer 1863. -/
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No. 150. Read the following letter from the Advocate General, to the Chief
Seeretary to Government, Fort Saint George ; dated 4th December 1865,

Ido myaelt the honor of submitting, for the information of His Excel]ency the
Governor in Council, copy of the Decree passed by the High Court in its original
Civil side, in Suit No. 346 of 1864.

2. I appeared, so far back as the 11th August last, in behalf of Government.
The result is that the Court was not satisfied that the plaintiff had established his
case, and his suit was accordingly dismissed with the costs of those defendants
who had appeared, including the Govephment.

3. The Court expressed a stong leaning against the fact of any adoption
having taken place, but believed that the statement of an adoption was put forward
by the alleged adoptlve father and mother in after years, to suit their own purposes,
when disputes had arisen touching the succession to the Zemmdary

4. The Court also stated that, though it could not have given the 5th defendant
any relief in the present suit, it would have expressed such an opinion upon her
rights as might have induced the Government to act upon it, if the Court had been
satisfied that the 5th defendant had established a title. But the Court was not
satisfied as to the fact of her marriage, or the legal effect of such marriage, if in
fact it ever took place.

5. The practical result of this case will probably be that the Government will
hear no more of any claim to the proceeds of those jewels.

€. It was suggested to the plaintiff that he should bring this suit to establish
his claim if he could, and to give a similar opportunity to all other claimants. I
do not think that, under these circumstances, the Government should press for
costs. The question only affects my own fees, and those of tlie Government Soli-
tor. The suit was in fact an amicable one. :

7. I bave to apologize for the delay which has occurred between the delivery
of the judgment and my Report. But it was only this day that the Government
Solicitor obtained a copy of the judgment from the Registrar’s Office, although. he
applied for it at the time, and has made constant applications for it since.

HIGH COURT, 0. 8. No. 346 of 18C4.

MADRAS.
Sri Muth Pratapa Simmah Parascopani Sathoopatti of Ramnad Hindon

Gentleman, the legal personal representative of Moottoo Rama-
linga Satoopati, deceased, late Zemindar of Ramnad, at pre-
sent residing in No. 38,in Thatha Mutiappen Street in the

Black Town of Madras, plaintiff;

L]
and
The Government of Fort Saint George, carrying on business at Madras,
: Ranee Paravata Vurthanee Natchiar, residing at Madura , Mun-

gala Sawmy Taver, and Ranee Natchiar, the son and wife of
Pattaby Ramasawmy Taver, deceased, also at Madura, and
Sathoo Carasoo Natchiar, also at Madura, defendants,

COPY-JUDGMENT.
The plaintiff seeks by this suit to establish his right to a sum of money, the sale procecds
of certain jewels belonging to Muttoo Ramalinga Satoopati, the late Zemindar of Ramnad, and
which, at his death, in Madras, in 1809, came into the hands of the local Government. There is
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Proceedings of the Madras Gavernment, Judicial Department,
9tk Decdmber 1865,

- The further question then arises—can effect he given to the do.cume.nt (A) as a t“(::(;
mentary bequest by Shevagami of her property ? and we think not. It isan mstrumel.u-ea:;cu o
not by her alone but (as we have said it may be treated) by her am.i her husband, join ’;,
years before her, and six years before his, death. But besides this, it does not pnrpoxtt 10 be 's
disposition of the property by gift or bequest. It was obviously made to support Kux'lgnaaa.wmyd s
claim as adopted son. 1t is addressed to him as adopted son, and though te'rmed'a_ will aufl made
whilst in good memory and understanding, it is no more than a declaration in wru'mg of his adop-
tion haviog taken place, and of his right to succeed, as adopted son, to the Zemindary and all
other property, and to perform the funeral obsequies of Shevagami and Vigia Gopauloo, And

the dicection, as to the use and enjoyment of the phaperty, after Shevagami and her husband, was

1o doubt the husband’s doing : Putin that, the document might serve to support a claim of right
iu him for his life, as well as the adoption, and consistent]

y with it, as seems to have been sup-
- posed.  We think, therefore, the document can have no effect given to it, except as containing a
- recognition of Kungiasawmy’s adoption, and jo that way we have already dealt with it.
The result is that the plaintiff’s claim of right to the relief prayed in the suit wholly fails
and must be dismissed ; and we cann

ot add to the decree of dismissal any declaration as to the
right of Satoo Carasoo, the 5th defendant. If, however,

we_had entertained a clearer opinion in
favor of her right, we should probably have expressed it so that the Government might, if so dis-
Pposed, act uponit; butat present, we are not prepare to give such an opinion. The right set
up is that Satoo Carasoo, as the daughter of Vigia Gopauloo by a 2nd wife, Poonoosoondrum, is
entitled through her father to the property of Shevagami. To establish such right the Court
should be satisfied that valid marriages took place between
and Poonoosoondrum ; and that his marriage with Shevagami was sufficient in law to constitute
him the successor to the property of his wife, Twso witnesses for the plaintiff say they heard that
gamt hod e A,~dis§fus}£;mahrm¢rvmmmﬁu at her marriage with Vigia
~Gopauloo, and that, being divorced, she could, according tc ‘the ) e
- which sh2 was a member, properly coutract a second marriage : and as to g marriage in fact
having taken place with Poonoosoondrum the evidence i
case at present stands, we certainly cannot venture to express any distinet opini
defendant’s claim,
The suit therefore must bs dismissed with the costs of the defe

ndants, who huv.e a d.
(True Copy). o o
(Signed) J. R, BOYsoN,

Government Solicitor.
ORrpER THERFON, 19th December 1865, No. 1815,
The foregoing letter, with cop

y of the Decree referred to, will be communi-
cated to the Collector of Madura.
2. The Governor in Council concurs in

that, under the circumstancés of the case,
should apply for costs,

No. 160.

the opinion of the Advocate General,
1t is not desirable that the Government

<

(True Extract),

To the Collector of Madura, 3
»  Revenue Department.

~ »  Government Solicitor.

Exd. J. H. Burns, :

Chief Secretary.

-

-

Vigid Gopauloo and both Shevagami-
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