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Advocate G encrfxl was retamcd l)y the Z Cmmdar
o It was pubhd y known Liere that Mr. Nor ton was coming on t
“and after this fact was the common talk i in Tuclunopol"

‘shr{cd for Mar unrrapul y. - It is likewise equally incredible th

n as of t]ze .M adras Government Revenue Department

: Proceedt
SR - 2l1st December 1869 o

&

No.‘ 282. W _ Read the foIlowmo Proceedm«rs of the Board of Revenue, dated 4th.

S e ST e November 1869, 1\0.8 165 i -
o A"LRead again Board 8 Proeecdmrrs dated 7th Aurrust 1869, No. 8~o.
Dol 2Lt do 6304r
~ Dot 23rd o 6341

'Read also the followmﬂ' letter from the Colleetor of Trlclunopoly, to the Acting

Sccreteu Y. to the Boaxd of Revenue, dated 7th October 1869, No. 237.
Iw forwarding copy of the' Decree passed by the CIVII Court in the Marunga-

i waUTY case I have the honour to Submxt the accompanying copy of the Government -
- Vakeel’s explanatmn and my remalks thereon, as called for by Board’ Proccedmcrs, :
‘ dated 23rd August 1869. . c . .-

2. "The main grounds of Just1ﬁcat1on ur0‘cd by the Government Y akecl are

4 that the sult was enfrusted to him as a ‘private suit, that another \/akeel was '_
el Vassoola.ted with hlm, and that he did not rret the whole fees. It does not matter
" whether the suit was PllVﬂtG or public.  The Governmcnt VaLecl’s bounden duty ‘
“was to protect the rwhts of Government .whose interests were so closely 1dent1—
. fied with those of thc minor. - I was advised to nominate another Vakeel to take
. part in this impor tant case, and the subsequent conduct of the Government Vakeel
o showed that this advice was sound. ~ As to his fees being thus reduced, his honesty
iy should not assuredly be regulated by the amount of remuneramon, nor should be
P "m’W demux L_U the euxount of fccs he thcn arrreul Lu, as it was qulte open to himto
: ,-.1decllne. P e S . T fee ST
‘ d As rcgm ds the rccommenda’non for the mthdrawal of the sult the Govcrn~ :

b3

S “ment Vakeel must ha
Remarks upon answer to qucstxon No 1, - ust have known that an

ment was at issuc; and a perusal of his

: “'Z.* Forw‘“ded to Board with 1etter, dat"d "rd letter to me,* advo catmrr the above with-
3 L B E - ’

August, 1869 l\o. 176
drawal would lead any one to conclude

L that the VaLeeI was a.n‘uous to n'et nd of me et any price to suit his own ends.

4 The Govcrnment Vakecl shlrks answcrlno' why he conscntcd to the com-
p10m1se when our case was known to e

Remznks upon answer to qucstlon No 2, o
“° over-powering. It was certainly his duty

. 1 ththcr he had procccdcd ander commlsswnl during his stay at Marunrrapm )’,T where
.the Razee was concluded, to pmtect his.

.« - issued by Civil Court to take vora,l evnlcncc

‘in the su1t m qucstlon. ‘
‘ : clients’ interests, and he should have

‘.f-commumcated w1th me in any caac mme espccmlly as he now sccms debu'ous to
'~ induce a belief that he wished ¢ to p1 event the Razce.” FRFOA SR

5. When asLod why ho evrned the Razccnamah Wlthout consuhmrr eltLe

SR " Mr. Norton or mysclf, tho Government
Lsx on 1\0 3
I{emar ap unswer to qucstmn Vakoel avers that he did not know the

he Zemindar's behalf ;

at whoen he was thus

in the xmdbt of the hthmts, a,nd at the scene of the compromlce tl‘xat' .hc‘shoul‘q

N

v1mp01tant pomt ‘affecting the Govern- -

Itls not posblble to believe this. : '

the Government V ALCCI .

* ' SV U AU O S Y .
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= - another Public Prosccutor, My suspicions on the eriminal si

B it e et s L Lt ST

I’) oceedmrrs of t/ze Madras Government, Rcvenue Depm tment o
» S - 2l December 1869. B

h'we been kept in the dzuk refrardm" the rcten’uon of the Advocate-General :

Agam nothing amongst natives produces greater excitement than the rumoured’ ‘

advent of an eminent English Barrister. As regards the subnussmn of the late
Razeenamah to me by the Vakeel, this was hurrledly done as I was dr1v1nn' into ;
. Trichinopoly, and heard the (xovernment Vakeel’s version, but after consultmo

willh Mr. Norton the real state of the casc came to light, - Conccran‘ the latter .

part of the Vakecl’s answer I can only state that had the Raeeenamah been filed:

as Le wished, and Decreo passed thereon as prayed for therein, the Govelnmcnt»

“against the rights of the State.

!

6. rphe news of the 67,000 rupees reachcd Tuchmopoly very soen ;zlftervtl‘le :

‘Razeenamah - itself, and it is" scarce]y'

Rcmmks upon answer to qucstxon No. 4.
credible “that the Government Vakeel,

~who was at Marunmpury in the very thick of all the questionable negotmtxons
concluded at that place, should have been wnorant of this stupendous transactxon

which was in fact the leading feature of the compromise. Dlrectly the report ‘
“assumed a substantial form I reported the matter to the Board. S -
7. As rc«rards the answer to the last question I fancy the, Vakcel SOOII]“‘ all ~

~ his plans frustrated, and knowmv that

the _]udgment must be given:in our,
favour, adverso to his interests, stayed away from Conrt, thoroughly ashamed of

Remarks upon aunswer to questxon No. 5

himsclf. As to my enjoining ¢ strict silence” the case was thus: the Govern-
the Advocate-General in my Oﬂme- .

“ment Vakeel was so insufferably impertinent to
- room that I told him to be silent whilst M, I\orton wus speakm
interrupt him, L
8, I must inform the Board that havmo' reason to doubt the Government
Vakeel's probity and honesty in the conduct of criminal cases,

and not to

Thave had to select

ide were awakened |
- .gometime before this questionable management of the Marungapury case came .

to light ; and as this latter suit has made not only myself but many others doubtful,‘r ,

of John Aruvanadum s character as a Civil Advocate, T naturally recommend that,

Lie be removed from tho post of Government Vakeel, to which he was merely nomi-* )-

nated to act for one year, which term has just expired.’ ‘Should the Board concur

with me I will mako tho necessary apphcatlon to Gow ernment in favour of a ne\:

nominee, :

fﬁcLesU“m No.1. -
DELREE o

Original Suit No, 30 of 1868.
In the Civil Court of Tmhmopoly

I’rcsent W. M. Capers, EgQ Actmg le Judge,

I’Iamtzjf versug D “
Lckkmnmn, widow of tha late Theroomalax 1 Colloctor of Tfﬁexzcli?soto]y A t"” ¢ } :
s gen 0 t,xc

Poochaya Naicker, Zemmdar of Marunnupury Court of Wa as,
of Ixulut.xlm Talook ‘ 1S, Who was in¢ charfre 0f ﬂle Zemm- .

o e 0

dary of Marunwapury

i

ey

WE ‘m—m

‘would have been compromiscd, and a very awkward precedent have been c1eated g

it i ‘:f‘
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- Hindoo Law and the custom prevmlmfr in Zemindaries, plamtxﬂ' as the roya,l w1fe of the deceased :

e «\* *
e - Pr oceedmgs of tlze Madras Government, Revenue Department

§ : 21t December 1869. h
hLE e

P AR s RSt 2 Streemath Renga Knstna, Moothooveera
il o v ok ,l {J D. Mayge Esq, Barrlster-at-Law, Poochaya Naicker, prescnt Zemindar of Marua-

i ecl8. an : : . . )

} Panchanathalycr gapury ' -
[ 5 ‘ By their VaLeels
(

: The Honourable J ohn Bruce 1‘Iori:on, Advocate-v

Genera,l

Government Vakeel John Aruvanadum I’xllal B.L, "

‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ o and Streemvassa. Row ,
Turs is an actlon brought by the plamtxﬁ' a3 the senior mdow a.nd leva.l heu‘ess of the late

" Zemindar - of Marunvapury for the recovery of the Zemmdary and other property, valued at

Rupees 4 11, 997-3-1.

2. - The claim of the plamtxﬁ' is dlsmlssed the plamhﬁ' to pay a.ll costs
o Costs to be paid to defendants by plaintiff— . oo oEs, A P

" Valuae of Stamp papers used fox‘ Statement ete. ‘ - 2.00
S Peon'sbatta v e aee fen a0l e 76120
e Vakeelsfee R _ e e 100000 0

‘ T - 1, 078 12 0
J "Costs to be borne by plamtxﬂ'— ; TV
= Value of Stamp-papers used for plamt etc. v eie eee
o Peon’5 batta oo wei iaee eent i e e
Vakeel 8 fee e e NS LD ;;. R

5418 8 0
62 4 0

1,000 0 O
- --448012 0

1 1869
The perlod for prcferrmg an Appea.l is nfnety days from this date

(Slgned) w M. CADELL,

= EieLoseRE No, 2.
‘ Judgment v
- Omfrmal Suit No. 30 of 1868.
»In the Cw;l Oourt of Tnclztnopoly

PRESE‘IT W' M. Cadell Esq., Aeting Civil Judge

SR

vaen nnder my hand and the seal of the le Court of TuchmopOIY. thlﬂ 1st September

Actuzg Civil Jlldjd.- |

, IN the plaxnt it is set forth that ‘the Zemmdary of Marunvapury pays an annual rent or
i pexshcush to Government of Rupees 20,576-10-10 ; that the same was the ancestral property of 1,
: the plaintiffs husband, Theroomalai Poochaya Naicker ; that he enjoyed the same till the 17th
 July 1864 when he, the said Theroomalai Poochaya Naicker, demised ; and that according to

" (among hxs three wxdows) is entitled to succeed to the same.

S That on the day. preceding his death’ the deceased, Theroomalai I’oocha,ya N axcker, made
R “ an arrangement directing that the plaintiff should be constituted his heir ; ; that the two junior

widows should remain under the plaintiff's protection ; that the affairs of the Zemindary were to

be carried on. by the cousin of the deceased, Theroomalai Poochaya Naicker, under the orders of ;

' the plaintiff ; and that the two j Jumor widows should thereafter enJoy the estate BUCCesswely
S © That mtxmablon of plaintifi"s being constituted his hezr was dlﬂy made to the COH@CW", e

aﬁd that up to the 17th Janua.ry 1866 when the cousin of the dcceased also died, plawtxﬁ‘ was

. under the i 1mpressxon that he (Therooma,lm Poochaya, Nalcker) was ma,naamn the affairs of the
U Zemmdary ‘ : : : ‘ ‘ ‘

e A At b e s
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C Proceedings bf Lhe JlI‘ahdrasﬁ Gover

nment,

R S

Revenue Department,

gan to suspect that Governmen
Zemindary 5 and that in March ISGQ ‘
of Marungapury, the Collector of th
8uccess ; that on making further inquiri
“cousin, Theroomalai Poochaya Naicker, had c
to the Collector that the deceaged Zemindar had
Poochaya Naicker, as his heir to the Zemindary, and that the estate was then
ment of the Court of Wards ; that the fragdyl rent cannot
right to the succession to the Zeniind
legal heir, nor indeed was heo compete
from the fivst defendant ag Agent to the Court of Wardg of all the village
dary, valued at Rupecs 2,05,766-12-4 ; also the annai Uranimoniyam
recover buildings valued at Tupees 700. Sl Ty

ary ; ‘that her husband giq not

constitute the Minor his
nt to doso ; hence this suit for th

s'bclon‘ging“to the Zemin-

: » together with al] ¢
subsequont income thereof, R

2. To this the defendant (the Colléctor) aﬁswered‘_‘w

That the Zemindary being an ungeitled
8ame was vested in the (¢

‘:2lst De‘cfémb‘e'r 1869, e s S

¢ possession and recovery -

lands attached thereto, to .

. defendant the Zemindqr.

T edings of'thé Madras Government, Revenue Lep. o
7. Proceeasngs o] LA o

AW

: ) SN 2lst1)ecember 1869. ' o

e

oo Roohaga Naisker, might
o that the Zeminda ‘ i aPoochaya Naicker, mig!
At t dth t“th‘é Zemindar, Renga Kristoa Moothoov?er PocHay 8
"' he therefore requested tha r o to 0¥
* be admitted as & supplemental dgfendant :

s also grante ice directed to be sen - : General
e o granted and notice ¢ ‘  Advocate- ,
9 This rgquesﬁ o ?Jliédg the 16th August, the ITonourable Mr. Norton
~10.  On the day appointed,

q l) h al‘lng }
L nd nt,

: - ] . 3 .
(=4 ] i by

also rant O (lﬂ vak el V ke 18 J()h“ Aruva-' .
g e n 1 y 'y\ V i .ﬁ., 3:115. akee
| th.s e N Panch&nathal er, for the pl&lﬂtl :

. . i

h bl t ) ing Of

f v { I 1 l [ 3 N - h 5
f ) - K

'pohed till the case was finally hgard and disposed of.

ERPER TS L Vakeel
RS 15t August, when
L The case wasagain finally called up for hearing on the 31
- 11. " The case wasag

defendant
‘ Norton for the 1st
| : eared for the plaintiff, and the Honourable J. B. Nor

Panchanathaiyer app

4 for the 1t def durged :— . ¢ "m‘ lfa'ge, the
N w for the 1st defendant an urged 4 come o
s de M}'( Ortotn 1t£111501}11;§rgxe0Zemindar had since the institution of the su
. First.—~That a .

' oy s 'ty of the
the responsibili
‘whole of the property had not been made over, and that
7 whole o |
polliem the r'ighkt to nominate a ‘succ.cssor to the
overnment ; that the Go
tuted the Minor, Renga 1 '

X had not
rt of Wards 8 .
ro : ip of the 1st defendant as the Agex‘xt‘ 9f the Céu Lo SR !
R T Co o guardlanShlp‘od BTN o T e .w“ pa‘fty‘tok release the 1st .
i i oo ! . : R P gife- h - .
S _ ‘ therefore ceased. :. . by the oppo ag there ;
0¥ vernment, in the exercise of thig right, had consti- 7y ' Second.—That no application ‘h.ac.l .been madf:1 ia{l and that the lst‘defgndﬂ'nt‘ w w}
. sristna Moothoovecr Poochaya N aicker, heir to the Zemindar ; and that such - AT . - defendant from his responsibility as gu.art 1 d;ring his guardiaI}Shlp' ¢ t}TC:)m‘t of !
. gct bcmg an act Of' State cannot therefore be questioned by any Municipal Court. -+ . = o i Lﬁ " fore still responsible for the ‘?f,ct:‘_sl _‘"’f;?étiﬁ' the matter as the Agent o :he minor, :
That even if the Zc_mir}dary;was not an wnsettled polliem, the Minor, as the undivided half. ; i'! T Third—That the 1st defendant merely a Government, had declared that sndary.
. b‘rqthc‘r of the deccased Zemindar, would he the rightful heir thereto, . o _ LA o Tha W‘ards who, under the orders of the Local ];) as the successor to tho Zemin .arg. i
%M' “ ']’hgt e o indor bimselt in Hie Teter to the ollector recognized th riglt of the- : %{ “ chna’Kﬁstna Moothooveera Poochaya Naxff ; e:; unsettled polliem, and that ﬂg;ed(:':: |
nor to t e Buccession, ., - . B RO E TR B T R A S S ' . 7 of Marungapury is & . s High Court, a
! . ; R N L ) 5 LA —That the Zemindary o1 s cision of the Hig . .
Y 'That the plaintifrs assertion that till January 1866 she wag ot aware that: the Zemindary Ji - Fourth. 1 Government have, as declared id the de ther authorities, the right to normi-
was under the charge of the Court of Wardg ig not true. - . . P VT ! CA oot the Loca bOI{eports Volume ITL, page 303,) and 0 he oliems.. |
3. The following issucs were directed to be tried on the Oth J anuary 1869 ;— S Voo R n‘]tgha(i?gécldre thé party ent;tled to SPccfﬁdrzg;tcnoz cognizable by any Mumclpv?l“
. .’tl‘he defendant asserts qnd‘the plaintiff denies that this Court is not Competent to enteytain, g Ve 1 . T:ﬂr’ta e"]_‘hat ‘such act, as an act of Stat;. 1 ‘rfe eand other cases. . . . d - ty, and .
g sult. 5 ‘ o o a . o Fufte— o : . wn in the Tanjo ’ e repm “g third party, ’
The first i i ; is. AR L A  Court whatever, as laid down 1n the - between the plaintiff and a thi Court. ‘
Ao first issue will be to prove th"’" : e e SRR L Ly stly.—That the Razeenam"‘"h ¢ itted or accepted by the Co .
The plaintiff asserts anq the defondant denies that the half-brother of the deceaéecl Zemindar : 5; ; o Siath an;l 1]?8 Zé‘f;rence“to such an act, cannot be a;ln'nﬁﬁ” and contended that the Rzzeet‘
is ] i : : : ' » o C e v ag refte A ‘ aIntut, ‘ s,
: ;s m;lt thctl.efa,; ixexr of tlzletla:;cr,z agc.l 'gmt sth being the cage the plaintiff hgrself s the person I R BRI ]3 VZIE;:; Panchanathaiyer was also heardt ;eril;?nziﬁ‘ and the Z emindar,‘the 2nd defén an ‘
- 1e3ally entitled to succced to the scmindary, LT e : e Lo R IS 2 ST ‘brivate adjustment as between TR T ‘
‘ Tho second issuo will be to prove this: . . SR SN s 1 f' e " “namah was only apflvz‘?e a(‘{k;;il'tted-? B T LT |
- Tho defendant assorts and the plaintif donies that the party on whose account and on - ',-;‘, o “and ought therefore to ea:hear dinreply, o RN R ‘ oy ‘
whose hehalf the Zemindary is now held undor the management of ‘the Court of Wards is the half- - . fi 1714, 2 M. Norton w ved its Judgment till the following d”‘ he Court being of opinion t?xaﬁ
brother of the deceased Zemindar, L SRRV S Lo 15, The Court‘ reser bor the case was again called on, and t”e‘ 1 th 1t defondant havivg
- Tho thivd issue will be to prove thig. s D o 16, Onthe ISt‘S”‘ept:HtlherZémin dary having been made over, an Lot defendant in the suit,
4. :1:110 plaintiff filed ten flocuments, numbered A, tp J., and ci@ed forty;geven ‘witnesses. ) 'JJ 1 f‘ there being no evidence o ‘ 1:intiﬁ‘ relioved from his responsibility gs B
5. The defendant fileq thirty-two documents, and gave in a list of no legs thag seventy-nine TN X "'+ not been by any act of the p 2 titled tobeheard. - ined the 1st defend-.
-witnesges. : . ‘ o L T T L ‘ 3 %; i Le, the ]Qt defcndant, wag still en (11 fendant Mr. Ndfton, then called a,nd exaln;:h September 1864, “ .
6. Tho suit was posted for the examin&tioﬁ‘ of witnesses on several occasions, by finally | ” N 17.  The Counsel for the ‘1st Cl‘t he P’ro‘ceedings of Govcrnmen} of th;‘he Proceedings of the v
Mr. J. D. Mayne, Barrister-at-Law, appeared before the Court on the 28th July on behalf of the Aty " ant himself, who Pmducedand o 8 o the succession of this pollien. Zemindar were. also’
plaintiff, and requested & further Postponcment of e case till the 16th Aupys or after the e S ing the orders of Government as to ¥ of the succession of the former ¢ s
adjournment of the 1ligh Court, R b o .L / % ;?nggs Eoveinment showing their recog“t‘t“on ) Cen s d‘the fﬁrtﬁ er post-
e s T H a i ' . N : S e .
Loy : ' : R ! - 1st defendant. . . - d requeste A
7. This request wag granted, I . CoL T v 1 . put in, and sworn to by the | Tined t gs-examine, and R ;
v C - | Sy » 2nd §WOTD 10 aintiff declined to cro
7w Onthe 3Uth July the Vakeel for the plaintiff, Panchanathaiyer, Presented a petition to the b } i : I’ - 18. The Vakeel for -timhpb:mifci‘:niﬁﬂﬁicat0' with Mr.'Mayne_'.
Court, No. 709 of 1869, stating that he (the Vakcel) had been given 4 understand that since the zt b PE ';iox{einen‘t of the case, ?‘f till he 90‘_1 e g e
institution of the Smf‘., ;l}f minor ‘had come of age, and that the Property had been made over to him ; iy ‘, 3 ST o ; B
. =
e . S {
- : e T S
T T T T T e

.._._
.
;
L
1
st
o
-




I’roceedmgs of the Z!Iadras Govm nmcnf Revenue De art t
\ 21st. December 18()9 % mm

19 The Court however decli | T g LI L s
med t d T
early +ine months sinco. ’ ) a, mxt any further postponemont as msues were fra,med

20 Vakeel P““‘:ha“athalyer stated he had nothmo further to saY

- The Court e S
ourt is of opinion that the evidence of the Ist witness (the 1 ¢ d f i )
st defen ant has

concluswaly shown that the Marun

gapury Zemindar

o ¥ is an unsettl

-of succession to such polliems has not only in the case of this pom:ti P{}Zillie::l an;l (Imat the et
witted and exercised

in the case of the present and

past succession to thi

e bt is polliem, but th

y ghest authority to vest in the Local Government and not 1::2;1\“1‘ l‘lgh; has b declared
e line o hneal successmn

! Such being the case it follo

w8 as a matter of co

b O urse that thi

‘ is Court, and on the first issue the finding must therefor(isb:t%hﬁt?nmﬁ be.caled | m questxon
or the 1st defendant.

22, It is g
unnecessary therefore further to enter on the other issues, but with Ho
u vnt refrard to the

Razeenamah tendered b
y the plaintiff and the 2
Raseenamal nd defendant
ike the present, and in which it has been found that :;;9 Sﬁzﬂrtlﬂs' 1?150 * G
intiff has no nght to bring

»such a suit, it is incom
petent for the Court to e
-be an udJustment or settlement of such claim,* ntert&ln * document Whmh p\n‘ports m any way to

1

- 23, Th :
¢ claim of the plmnnﬂ' is therefote dxsxmssed thc an t fi‘ o
o o pay. all costs

,Tmcnmopow CIVIL Coum‘ Lo :

_1*“ ’S‘?’f”“bf”f 1869, (Swned) W ‘M, CADELL, -
pl Actmg chl Judge.

Eucmsuxz No 3

I'romJ ARUVANADUM ‘ S e i
PILL g S
{ ‘ ‘ Al, BL., Government Vakeel to the Collector of Tnch 1
mopo y,

dated 13th September 1869

B ERS t,he ho
) nour to AR
instant, intimating that th:c}‘}no“’;tbdwa the receipt of your letter No 101 |
'management of tha Marunn O'M‘S of Revenue have called u pou me‘f under date the Gth
. pury Suit. and proposin o an GXPI"'“‘“ £
2. ﬁva OQCStmn& er lQn 0 the
mp to.. a‘nsw“,n». i

v

‘ppcars to me: under & misa
hension
hands. 1 feel ppre 28 to ‘the manner in
assured that if 1t were properly represented to tl:zz}:cil;lh ? st
at it wag

case you entrusted it to me in
my capacity of private V
‘me half fees, and that if I did not accept your 0&'«,: y:l]ie:} ‘;(ghn
» oula g

Vakecl of the Civil Cou
Kto seek any exp\anatxonr;roﬁ 11:1 ha;vbe e, fhe Bomr;ewzifdcase ik e ey
‘nivassa Row whom you associated withs 0«"‘?30“3' " Govcrmnent Vakeel e thmk trom S
‘e ual fccs, bub also ccnnmxtt;e.:l3 tl:mh i 111 (ho same Vakalut and to a;:y oo tha‘n fwm Stre%
¢ Boar whu,h vou Laro be requested you to

was put into my
purely as a pnvate
g me that you would only give |

‘object was simply t
s simply to learn whether these facts hml been ropresented 4 Phased to deny me, my -
¢a 10

bad told thcm that
“empowered me by a S:zn;‘;"% afl':ellt tthe suit, which was Rapees the Board, whether you
' alub to defend the

a3 a Public Suit, fit suit, and that

s vt to tho 1;:3,:):1} dtlsz;ndled bg the Government Pleader ; ;‘Jr“ zozid m;t recognize the suit
: eel confident ‘that the ! eso facts had b

swit in any other lig ey cannot v f een d\ﬂ.‘f
sdoptcd byythe Boal.r;i :h:}:; t:mit); Of(;& private Vakeel and hmlzge::r rc;?tion to each other in the
ubject, you having refused ut whatever . be th
me a ¢opy o e ver

/I am assured that the
questxons you no £ sheir T
submlt my answers to them in order. " Scnd e arc thosc proposud meeedm"s and b

! 3. Question L—* Wh L i AL
‘ y did you recom N
. an m\pormnt‘. point at issuo affecting the Gover:xf;in?;,to Wlthdraw fx om the

smt was only a private suit, (@43
158 Cam, bcmtr th
mcnt had nothing ¢ © very words used b
an ordinary priv utooviicz;ti;g :hat you were ab liberty to reduce n{ “;G latter,) that the (mvcm.
Jour terms a dtl ecase h 0 give the case away to any oue ¢lg ’ fee io, 207 - extent, as mth
, 1€ Case ¢
) aving Leen thus regarded by you throu”h()utl 1 d‘d nf;fa choase to a.ccept
as one ol a pnvate nakur
]

1,000, was refased, tha,t you had -

by the Board I am only to ‘

Answer.—1 having been most ‘ smt When bhere Was}
positively assured by you and by you Sl ' i
r lenstadar that the‘

2. Before I proceed
t
0 answer - them I must respectfully submit that the B d SN
oar are, as 1t

-
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P7 oceedmﬂs of the 1\Iadras Government Revenue Department,
21st December 1869. ' :

et

I cannot conceive how, a,nd when you have dlscovered the existence of an important point in it

affecting the Govemment My services having been thus engaged in the capacity of a private

~ Vakeel you gave me 2 right to deal with you as a private client, and under that Tight I suggested
. your withdrawal from the suit for ‘the reasons stated in my letter.
the Zemindar was also made a defendant in’ the suit by the Court,. on the supposition that your
_guardianship bad ceased.’ The Zemindar requested me to accept a Vakalut from him and to defend

" A¢ the motion of the plaintiff

the suit on hiz bohalf. I was natuarally under the impression that there was, therefore, no pecessity
whatevér for you still to continue in the suit, and I accordingly offered my suggestions, bub stlll

C’llbj ect to your superior judgment, 1 don’t see how I can be blamed for doing this.

- compromlee against the interest of your client ¥’

4.  Question 2. —~* Why, whenwe had such an over- powerm“’ case,

Answer.~The position of & Vakeel is little better than that of Balaam ] Ass ‘e has simply

to utter whatever words are put. into his mouth, and to carry out the instructions given bim by

his clients.-

1 did or did not 1mprcss upon him- the lmporta,nce of consulting with you in the first instance;

- ‘sents is actually there.
_ did, a separate Vakalut from the Lemmdar, it was my duty to carry out his instructions.

" that an honest man can be expected to do.
- that the Zemindar might withdraw my Vakalut, and have the Razee filed b
- When 1 thercfore conscnted to 818D it as

- Zemindar himself, whom 1 believe to be a truthfal and honest young man.

“ent was pot a party to the suit, ib is quite open to them to assert and exerclse

whether he heeded or mot the advice given by me ; are facts you must elicit from the lips of the
tis needless to state

In all such cases the consend of the Vakeel 13 thoroughly

what steps T took to prevent the Razee. -

nnme.temal The Razee 18 concluded and signed by the par ties thcmselves

Questwn 3 —Why did 5'011 Slf’n the Ra.zeena.mah Wxthout “consulting the Advocate-
: J‘General or myself ¥’

Anawer.—There is no unportance to be atta,ched to & Vakeel sign'm" a document SuCh 35

1lis signature is required simply as a proof that the signature of the party he repre-

1t is only an evidence of genmneness and nothing moro. 'Holding, as I
At the

““the Advocate—General
and T am since
for you all

Tazeenamah.

time the Razee Wwas signed Mr. Norton, whom I suppose you mean by
had no posmon in the suit, he then representing neither you nor the Zemindar,

mformcd that the latter "did never engage him. So far as you are coucerncd 1did
When I declmcd to sign the Razee. it was suggested
y another Vakeel, in

which case, 1. ghould have lost all control over it.

(hd you eonsenf; to 8

‘ ‘Whether in the present instance 1 did or 4id not object to the Razee whether I did.
~or did not remonstrate with the Zemindar for having concluded it without our advice ; whether

¢ Vakeel for the second defendant,” it was with a view that you should thereby have a voice1n

Thia was actually done.

the matter, and to submit the whole affair for your consideration.
You considered the terms fair

TRazeenamah was submitted to you. You took no exception ‘to it.

and equitable, and said that the Board could not possibly object to it
to file it, and only “wished me to move that the Court might give you time to confer with the
'Doard. This was also done. The Board, you said, objected to it, and had you conveyed that
objectwn to me, I would have equmlly ‘submitted that objection to the Court, and the result would

You thus gave me authority

The -

have been jush the same as what you have otherwise obtained at an enormous expense to the =

" Zemindar. Sir, there i8 no mischief done whether a Razecnamah i signed by a Vakeel or filed in

Tt becomes no judicial record till it is sanctioned by the Court, and a Decree entered -
And as the Govern- -

‘their revcrsxonary o

2 Court.

thereapon.’ Even in that c2se, the rights of third parties remain un.),ff(,ct.ed

nn-hts over the Zamin at any g oiven moment, notwnhstandm\' a thousand guch Razcenamahs.
" 6. Question & L.« Why did you pub your signature to sucha doed a3 the Razeenamah
whcn it was pubhcly Loown that its cxecution involved also the rehnqubhmem 0
on the part of the late Minor to Chotties who had backed up the widows P
* Answer.—This i3 a very singular question.
e pubhcly known’ must necesmmy be known to me.

".cation you attached to the phrase publicly known.”
“ment of such 3 \a.st,sum on. the part of the late Mmor mas ) thmg Lnovm to me at the txme the

Otherwise 1 cannot pereeive. what signifi-

fRupees 67,009

- From its tenor it would scem that whatever is

" 1f you then only mean that the xelmquu,h-‘ ‘
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o ‘ " . ' L Y . . - e e ates S o o - Onedtor on behalf Of the
- Razce was signed, T respectfully assure you - that T knew nothing of such ré]inquishmenb.’ That - S B '4 J. Aruvanadum Pillai Wag retalnf}d by ;ﬂ_le C , .
information was withheld from me by the Zemindar and by his Agent till both of them came to S . V ds. - .
Trichinopoly at your request. Morcover, if you possessed such information you on that ground ' Court of Wards.
might have yourself objected to the Razee, but you didnot, -~ .. ey

. : e [ - o . L erty
ol s f age, but all his prop

1 5. Before the suit was heard the Minor had come of 886, would not
7. Question 5.~ * Why yon‘x‘xe‘_ver appeared in Court last Wédnesciay ‘at the final hearing /
ofthosit(sic). o e Wedusda ab the fnal beard

y . . itical a time. L o own
ol have felt juétiﬁed in forsaking him at‘ .s]o“imz:nadumv Pillai a Vakalut on his 10th
o AT T e B vo fel Zemindar gave J. Aruvanad: | ost strong’y 0
‘Arzswer.fl was a litle late that day in attending the Court. - When I went I heard that - e '.-"\*:j-f'-fr»\f”‘ 6. The youn.g kZ Zl then proceeded to advise the Collecto‘lz Izs it is the Court
the case had already commenced, and I did not like to intrude upon the Court by my coming up. t £ R account, and the Yat®
4Your- Sheristadar and other officers of your Cuteherry who attended the Court that day will testify
‘to this. Besides, the day before,” you and Mr. Norton were ‘

mwe, and I could not but think that the

f . h ¢ was as follows:—
e : eason he gave '’ :
. m the suit. The reasor
‘ o withdraw from
ere pleased to enjoin strict silence upon i
best compliance with | l

ich will not
. . : ither of which Wi
can pive a Decree only against you or in yoﬁu ff?i‘lro:' ‘(‘;u(:::less of this argument
¢ can give teg ?? ¢ e tallacious e oti o
‘ such injunction was abacnce, o meefthe relief sought by tbebfalr‘flfﬁ; Vg;eel’s common senseé, if his m:t}xﬁ;
‘8. In conclusion, Sir? permit me to express my conviction that a false rebrescntation of my 'Woiﬂd throw the strQDgQSt, dos 'Ob‘ equently occurred ; for he could mo leas
management of the suit has been made to you from two quarters, and my regret ‘oha‘t you were not . - were not appal'ent from that" 5% .s qd in favour of the Collector on t he P
?ble to discover the motives of the partics who have thus misrepresented me to you. It was the b 1 N that if the suit had been decided in @ nd left for further action.
tuterest of one party to cause you to belicvo that some scrious injuries were about to be inflicted . I BT peerns "h'm“ the plaintiff would bave had: L s ded to Marungapury, e
hat unless his timely interference was invoked and secured, S RO RS urged by hium, uently. J. Aruvanadum Pillai proceede
. d'be irretrievably lost ; while it was the interest of another SRR, 7. Subseq !
party fo prejudice your mind against me in order to gu

the
, . ilst he was there
S itnesses Were examined by a Commission. Whils
; certain  ‘witnesses Wel

my place ; and [ deeply regret that b

‘ pplant me and to put some one else in
¥y such misrepresenta
an unfavourable opinion of my cond

tions you should have been led to form

o e

dum -
: : , ise, and J. Aruvana
Zemindar was terrified into a disastrous co?lpr:m:j:’which were intended
‘ , - young Zeminaat. 1t which contained all the ter s nquishment of
' uck. . I was closely associated with & gentleman for nearly }’rillai signed the document Wluchhc “snvolved the temporary relinquishm iy
f§1rtcen years, and the enclosed is a copy of the testimony he has horne to my character. . o kS " 4o be known to the Civil Court. T esg lt anspired that the terror of the bo'Y T

9. ?t has been indeed my wisfortune that your mind should Iiﬁév hoon prej.Udiced against '. AR : roat pai‘ § of the estate. 1t afterwar SRI‘ els) 67.000 in ready-money, being &
me ever since you.came. to the district, and one proofis, that you deprived me of my legal fees in -, ol . &g t that he had also agreed to pay hwupe '
the present C;:SG, 1n which T should have otherwise received adequate remuneration, I now commit ¥ i ' 80 grea T !
Toy case to the consideration of the Honourable Board, and try ' . '

s 1

conduct blameless, they w ' M Cuab when fhey pronounce 1oy

s 'Jum Pillai implies™
3 ' he suit. - J. Aruvana L
o intiff and promoted t. ' 4 opposition |
D cihtehcleﬂ::r;p'romise and only signed 1t ‘:hen;leref:;;’l-moll)ley. To the
that he oppose : ine of the promise to pa O Comnsel
, knew nothing ol . . Le Zemindar’s Co el .
’ o - tgatt$: explaxiat:ion is simply incredible. i Ilf t'coebeliev_e he could have - -
Court of QN arb S :na’cters really stood, it s hardly possible:
. had told him how really StOOQ, b y

: h d EET W
beell terriie ' e Uakee] even lf he a
- .ﬁ d 'ntO such a COmpTOIILiSG 3 a.nd any honourabl )
. 1 1 ,

fused to
‘o5, would havere :
been kept in ignorance of the promise to pay the Chetties, facts fully to

een kep :

g

N
- ey st g

Me. Jomx Avovrncmn « o T Madrae, 28th December 1867, |
- JOHN ARUVANADUM Wag, formerly & Student in w1y Semis ' S
he has been my Assistant in it. Iregard him not only it tho sk ciEht years'

. 33 a faithful helper, but as valued friend.
II? hag begn 3 very pains-taking ang » very successful teache e 48 valued friend,
guished themselvos, ' Mr. An :

A " Several of his pupils have distin-
aLumI]: “IOW abo‘-‘; t; 3pply himself to the profession of a Plea-

‘ ) » o S ieel assured that if ability Qv i ity ca
ensure success, he will obtain it. -~ He hag 1y best wishes for o iligenos, and ety o

¥
Y
\

e st R ot REIPP SER

R » : 10"
' the Collector. . He showed the comp
' . b : o the knowledge of um Pillai did not take '91113 course. 1le Sto, and it was only
has my hearty re ¢ . . his prosperity in the future as Le ‘ ; 8. J Aruvanad . N ent of the d1sp y hat
8 1y 7 respect and good-will fo; his character and conduct in the past. | e : ' - th'e Collector as an amicable adjustm Collector from other sources tha
“ e | ‘k (Si‘gn.ed) AR SYMONDS MA S 1 mlllizt:he facts of the case became known fo the Co ho
Py L AT ALA | w ) : : . Norton, wh .
Prmc‘zpal of .t‘h"e Semnary qt kS‘ullwq_n 8 G’ard‘ens.‘ %.; , his suspicmns were ar;‘;:gi;as pro duced in Coul‘t, but fort,unatfga i?f; Counsel’! and
In this letter ¢} Coll "ﬁt e T T T ‘! 9, %he COI:LIi’:;d by the young Zemindar, Was there as
o - e Lollector of Trichinonol i AT . ! had also been retainec by ® . : ; ing the
Acting Government Vakeel, J, Aruva.nadulgl%‘sllllb‘wﬁ;""ﬂ'le e'xplanatxop Of e o he objected to its being recel-ved.[ Norton, who was desirous of frllsgrat;r:);ninal
Mamngapury Suit, NI & 91’ as*vt%ﬁ_h_ls‘qondHCt m thoa P 10. At the next hearmgl\‘ r. ’]1 d compromise, accepte a co
.- 2 Tl s f . : - : R -ﬁiy‘l‘, o ! ‘ : N : e hich had culminated mn the go-callie mise Was-of cours
L & : : . . L I S : " ; . - W ) .
Zomind 10 gmt “:afq’«w or the Zemlndary, and wags filed by a widow of the late T " infrigues
emindar againsg Lig brother, the Coype? sward, whom G o ie
successor to the estates o T OISy

he compro
fi d aPPeared on behalf of the Court of Wards. T
X ’ \ s €e an t Jismissed ‘ )
¢rnment had nominated . the suit dismissed. ) v J.
S n C | reJeC:id, a'IIl‘ie Court of Wards consider not ;mi{; tllgs o
T ! ,‘1 :.‘ y . : . ] C urto a ,
questioned in d polliem the nomination of Govern- . _was contrary to the interests of the Co ,
certain, e ?ovne‘h ln tb.e CourtS,ﬁand the .ré_wS‘ult‘ZOf the suit was . "

f .
.

Aruvanadum Pill'ai’s actlmi
the young Zemindar, am1 ;
ith the parties oppose:i
d unsatisfactory, an

ment could not be

- . e e
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue D
' 21st December 1869,

epartment,

they concur with the Collector in b

elieving him to bo untrustworthy and unfit for
the office of Government Pleader, ' ' : '

No. 283. ORDER THER

.

EON, 21st December 1869, No. 3,2186.

Miscellanoos T Government havye given their
- carcful consideration to the papers sub-
mitted by the Board, and they concur
Pillai has shown himself to be untrust-
ent Pleader. - Orders will accordingly

point another Vakeel to the office, The

-

with them in considering
~worthy and unfit for the o

be issued in the Judicial

Collector will also be

J. Aruvanadum
flice of Governm

(True Extract.) | :
| (Signed) R, A, DALYELL,

P deting Secretary to Government. -

S

o the Judicial Department,
" ,» the Board of Revenue,

Exd. I, R. Bantleman.
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