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" For earlier portion't, see the aiienium." 

Plaintiffs Servant Muggana, and indeed whether it be probable the pIt. did disburse: 
th.'lt sum at all after what had passed between him and th~ said Governour in relation. 
to the PIts several offers which it must be supposed was previous to -the 2d, March 
1737/R the day the plaintiff pretends he sent the money by his servant Muggana, 
and as to the Consideration for which he pretended to have sent it namely the Liberty 
of going down to Vizagapatam and to take in his turned out Cloth, this Defendant 
saith that before that time namely the 2d , day of March 1737/8 the Plaintiff had 
no reason to believe the Governour would be averse or oppose his going down to 
Vizagapatam which the PIt, on the 13th , day of Novr , last owned was of that Con~ 
sequence to him, that if he could not have gone down again as Chief he Intended tOo 
return thither in a private station For this Defendant set forth that the Sea horse 
sailed for Vizagapatam the 27th , February 1737/8 which Ship had been bought 
some days before in· partnership Between the plaintiff and the said Governour and 
designed to be Continued in the Trade between Vizagapatam and this place and this 
Defendant does further sets forth that the same 27 February 1737/8 a Letter to the 
Board signed by the said Plaintiff and dated the day before was read in Council 
wherein'the said Plaintiff did return thanks for their Indulgence in giving him a 
Hearing before they proceeded to pass any Censure upon his Conduct and that he 
did not doubt he should convince them that it was' not possible the last year (mean. 
ing the year 1737) to do more or better than he Did, and that no body under the 
like circumstances could have done otherwise which this Defendant concludes was 
a preparative to his going down again and from which this Defendant inferrs the 
Plaintiff could have no occasion to make so Considerable a Present the 2d , March 
17~7/8 to obtain that which he had before little reason to doubt of, but whether it 
was worth the Plaintiffs while to make a present so considerable meerIy to take in 
his Turned out Cloth this Defendant will not pretend to say but since his Turned 
out Cloth was not taken in,' and the Plaintiff only permitted to return again and 
that ac: this Defendant is Informed was Consented to in Consideration of his family 
and Effects remaining there, and on the most Solemn assurances on the plaintiffs
part that 'he would do his utmost to make a good Investment and if he could not 
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.sel've the Company there, he would himself desire to come up the next season. 
This Defendrt , referrs it to the Consideration of this Honourable Court whether it 
is Consistent with reason or probability the plaintiff should make so considerable a 
pre'3ent and to convey it in the manner he pretends though Cautioned against it and 
not only so but 'I'M the plaintiff staid in the place till the 1 at. of April 1738 and was 
frequently with the Governour between that day and the 2d. March 1737/8 yet in 
all ~hat Time he never once gave himthe least Hint or intimation that he had sent 
the sum of 2!JOO' Pagod~l! or . anY: other sum which the Plaintiff' Cohfessed ~he 13 
Novr , lAst he ord not. ...., '" '.. ." . '. . '," . .. . 

\ 

A 11 which matters and things this Defendant is ready to averr and maintain and 
prove as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays to be hence dismissed 
with his reasonable Costs in this behalf most wrongfully sustained. 
r' .. . ~ . ,. " - .. .'. . 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendt• 

The Repiycation of John Sanderson Merch'b. of 
~Tanuary the 8th , 1739/40. Madras Complainant to the answer of Cashiah 

.. Chitty Audeapah of the same place Defendant. 
THE said Replyant saving and reserving to himself all and all manner of Benefit 

and advantage of Exception to the said answer for Replyca thereto saith his Bill of 
Complaint Exhibited in this Honourab1e CQurt agt , the Defendant and all and every 
the matters and things therein contai.ned are true and sufficient in the Law to be 
.answered unto For this Replyant says that he will prove by his Books which will 
appf'ar regularly kept that the said 2000 Pagodas were paid to Cashia Chitty Aude
.apah this Replyant will also prove by his servant Mugganah that the said 2000 Pago
das were paid into the hands of the Defendant Cashia Chitty Audeapah, which said 
Mugganah is now come from a place a great distance off as far as from Metc[hJle
ratam lame and Infirm on purpose to testify the Truth that is to say the delivery of 
the said 2000 ps, on Notice given him by this Replyant that the Defendant dared to 
.denv the receipt of the same and this Repliant must observe that the situation of 
Metchlepatam is well known to this Honourable Court and this Replyant humbly 
conceives this Honourable Court will be induced to believe the said Mugganah's 
Intentions honest and sincere that has come thus far on the purposes aforesaid when 
it was an easy matter for him the said Mugganah to have evaded coming by being 
Lame and Infirm as he really is or by pretending sickness, or by absolutely refusing 
to come, it being intirely out of this repliants power to have obliged him so to do 
and this Replyant will by his this Replyants Oath prove that Cashiah Chitty Aude
.:tpah did acknowledge the Receipt of the said Money to this Repliant in the follow
ing manner Vizt. Some time after this Repliant was come up from Vizagapatam 
this Repliant having been with the Governour when coming down stairs he this 
Replyant meet Cashia Chitty Audeapah the Defendant and took him the Defendant 
into the General Hall Table to the North East Window and there talked with him 
.about the haraships he this Repliant conceived he had sustained and told him that 
he must have the 2000 Pagodas returned that it was too much to loose with other 
words to the same Effect, the Defendant did then declare or say that he would see 
and speak the second time this Repliant saith to the Defendant about it he then 
answered he had not yet spoke, but that he would see and get it, and at the same 
time desired this Repliant to be Secret the third time this Repliant spoke to the 
Defendant about the said 2000 pagodas, he the Defendant answered it was a present 
.and that he this Repliant must never Expect to see any thing of it, but this Repliant 
declares and will do so on oath that the Defendant never once denied the receipt of 
the said 2000 Pagodas till he the Defendant was Confronted before the Governour 
by this Repliant when he then did deny the receipt of the same money, and when he 
was told that he acknowledged the receipt to this Repliant and had said that he would 
see and get it, he the said Defendant had then recourse to that strange fetch set 
forth in this Repliants Bill, That his talk with ihis Repliant was about two thousand 
Pagodas. the Repliant should say he had lent his the Defendants GoeMaster to the 
Noi'thward, but about no other two thousand Pagodas) now how this Repliant could 
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talk about 2000 Pagodas lent to the Go-Master no such sum having been lent this. 
Replyant must leave with this Honourable Court who are not Tied & monacled, by 
the Shackles of the Law but will Judge according to Equity and good Conscience. 

All which. matters and things this Repliant is ready to averr maintain and prove 
. and humbly prays as, in and by his said Bill he. hath' already prayed. 

JOHN .RUSSELL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

January 29th , 1739/40. THE REJOINDER of Cashia Chitty Adeapah 
. Merchant of Madras Defendant to the Replica 
of John Sanderson late of the said place Mer ... 
chant, Complainant. 

,The said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to him
self all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the Incertainty and 
Insufficiency of the said Replycation saith That the Defendants said Answer is cer
tain true and sufficient in the Law to be replied unto, and he also saith, That if the 
'Repliant hath kept Regular. Books it is Impossible the; should prove the payme~t 
of any sum of money to this Defendant because the s . Replyant pretends that tIll 
the 13th, of Novr • last past he thought the Governour had the money in dispute, 
ther~fore no entry made in march 1736/7 can prove this Defendant had it, The· 
most that can be made of this proof is that the Replyant (suppose he ever did Issue 
the money at all) did give it to his servant Muggonah with orders to pay the same 
to this Defendant but the entry in his Books can by no means prove that Muggona. 
made such payment and for the Testimony of the said Muggonah this Defendant 
knoweth not yet what it is, But humbly begs leave to answer what the Repliant saith 
of the Voluntary coming up of Muggona and the Impossibility from the Situation 01 
Metchlepatam that he shod". be forced to come against his Inclination thereto, This 
Ddendant saith that altho' he cannot as yet prove that the said Muggonah was
brought from Metchlepatam by force yet he thinks he has good reason to believe· 
he was, since it is well known that the Dutch Chief of Pullicattwas Employed by 
the Replyant to get him from Metchlepatam to Pullicatt and did there detain the 
said Mugganah till the Replyant himself went to Pullicatt and did deliver him into
the Charge of his own Peons; Since therefore force WaS used to bring him from 
Pullicatt hither it is as reasonable to suppose the same means were used to get him 
from Metchlepatam to Pullicatt, neither it is difficult to conceive that the Dutch 
Chiet at Metchlepatam might lay hold on Muggonah & send him to Pullicatt without 
applving to the Phausdar of the former place for leave, or that a sum of money 
(which the pretence on which this Cause is found,ed shews the Replyant would not 
rdm~e to give to obtain his end) might engage the Phausder to deliver him up, This 
Defendant saith as above that the Chief of Pullicatt did (,letain :M:uggonah till he had 
advi£ed the Replyant that he was there That thereupon the Replvant did go in the· 
most private manner to Pullicatt Discoursed with the ,said Muggonah there brought 
him hither under Charge of his own peons till he the said Muggonah came to this
place and on his arrival' here shut him up and confined him in his the Replyants 
honse suffering no Body to speak to him but in. his presence, and at last obtained an 
order from: this Honourable Court for Examining the said Muggonah before the 
usual time for such Examination which Generally is not till Issue joined Except in 
Extraordinary Cases all which Proceedings of the Replyants this Defendt . conceives 
will Justify him in saying this Witness is an Involuntary one for if a Regard to Truth 
or Love to his Master had been the motives which Engaged him to come from so
distant a place as :M:etchlepatam in so weak a Condition as is set forth by the Reply
ant. what reason could there be to SUSPbct he would after all this prevaricate or 
falslfy the Evidence he had taken 80 much Trouble to Come up hither to give But 
it is Easy to answer for the proceeding of the Repliants upon a supposition that 
MUllgonah did not come voluntarily. The detaining him at Pullicatt till the Repliant 
arrived there, the bringing him by peons from thence, the locking him up in the 
Rc'plyants house and not suffering him to speak to any Bodv till Examined and' 
getting that done before the usual" time not because M:aggonah's affairs call'd him . .' ~~ 

1745-IA 
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away for Muggonah is here still, But because the Repliant himself was going to 
Europe, all carry in them visible marks of Restraint & show that the Replyant appre .. 
bended the said Witness when free from the Terrors he was under of the severity of 
his Master would conf~ss the Truth to clear this Defendant and this Defendant 
l1umbly leaves it to the Judgmt. of this Honourable Court whether he ought to be 
condemned on the Evidence of one Single Witness under the Circumstances above 
recited, and who besides is (as this Defendant can prove) a person of ill Fame and 
Reputation add to which That if this Witness has given any Evidence against this 
Defe!ld~nt (for as before said Yet this Defendant knoweth not what it is) It must be 
that he received the money front his master and paid it this Defendant. This Defen· 
cant therefore Conceives that this Evidence is not to be admitted since what he 
swear~ against this Defendant is only to dear himself for having acknowledged he 
received the money; If he doth not swear he paid it this Defendant he himself must 
b~ Answerable for it; and as it is a known maxim that no person can' be a good 
Evidence' who is to be a Gainer by the Issue of the Calise of which the Replyant 
~p.ems Convinced when he tells this Honourable Court they are not Tied & manacled by 
the shackles of the Law but will Judge according to Equity and good Conscience 
That is, he hopes they will give Judgmt. for him tho' the Evidence doth not amount 
to what the Law Directs. This Defendant also promisses himself this Honourable 
Court will Ju~ge according to Equity and Good Conscience, and (since there is no 
.sufficient Evidence nor any but what are Intrested against him in the Cause will 
Discharge him from this prosecution. 

This Defendant further. begs leave to represent to this honourable Court that 
if upon such a Charge supported in so slight a manner he is to be Condemned no 
man can be safe in his Fortune; Tis true this Case is some what particular but it is 
Easy to Frame many others with Circumstances much more probable yet Equally 
false, and it is yet more Easy to find persons who (Either for fear or Reward) may 
give Evidence in such a Case else why so many Laws against perjury and subornation 
aLd why are so many rules for Judging of in such cases laid down in Acts of Parlia
ment. 

For the next thing is this Defendant absolutely denies and has on his oath already 
~enied he ever had any Discourse with the Repliant about the sum in Question . till 
the 13th • of November tho' the Replyant had at different times discourses with this 
Defendant about other matters, particularly the last they had together was about 
sundry Complaints brought up agaihst the Replyant from Vizagapatam at whicli 
time this Repliant did double his Fist at this Defendants and in great passion tell 
him that since he had not hindred those Complaints from coming to the Governours 
Ears he the Replyant would find means to be revenged on this Defendant whether 
this prosecution be that revenge or not This Defendant will not take upon him: to say. 

The Repliant further saith that he'll take his Oath this Defendant never denied' 
the Receipt of the money till he was Confronted before the Governour which is very 
true becaqse that being the first time This Defendant ever heard of it, it must neces·' 
15arily be the first time he ever Denied it, and as to what the Repliant saith about 
money advanced to his Gomastahs that affair is set forth in this Defendants answer 
to which he most humbly referrs. 

And this Defendant also saith as in and by his said Answer he hath already' said 
.and does and will averr and maintain all and every Thing & Things therein "to be 
true and certain in such manner & form as they & everv of them are therein alled<1ed 
and Expressed. •. , I:) 

February 26th. 1739/40. 

HENRy'DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

THE SURREJOINDER of John Sanderson late of 
Madras, Merchant, Complainant to the Rejoinder 
of Cashia Chitty Audeapa of the same place. 

THIS Complainant upon perusal of the Def~ndants Rejoinder and findin<1 new 
Matters therein set forth by the Defendant least this Ronble Court may be Induced 
tt) believe what the Defendant sets forth in his said Rejoindr . to be true Vizt. that 
this Complaint forced & Compelled M:llgganah a Witness in this CQmplainants Cause 
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..to come from a place called Metchlepatam to bea.r Testimony in behalf of this Com
J;lainant and that this Complainant did Confine or Imprison the said Mugganah· ill 
his this Complainants house not suffering the said Mugganah to go abroad or any 

.person to come to him the said Mugganah, all which is most Notoriously false, for 
this Complainant says· That the said Mugganah did on advice by Letter only come 
from Metchlepatam as farr as PulJicate where this Complainant did advise the liiaid 
Muggana to stay till he the said Mugganah should have advised this Complainant of 
his the said Mugganahs arrival at Pullicatt and this Complainant shews that his the 

.. Complainants reason for going to Pullicatt was to Conduct the said .Mugganah. tQ 
Madras and to prevent any Insult that might have been put on the said Mugganah 

..by a person so powerfull as the Defendant, nor could this Complainant do otherwise 
in Justice to himself not daring to send any person on the said Errand Vizt. To 

.hring the said Mugganah to Madras It being Notorious that all Tanissaries the persons 
tlJat usually go on such Messages &re Intircly at the Beck& are to be Influenc~d by 
the Defendant neither will it be at all surprizing to this Complainant if the Defep.d~ 

..ant should bring 500 Witnesses to support what the Defendant sets forth in his 
-said Rejoinder, and this Complainant begs leave to lay before this Honourable Court 
-one Instance onlv of the power of a Man in the Defendants station, Ancanah (Father 
in the Law to the Defendant) Dubash or Servant to the late James Mackray Esqr., 
formerly Governour of Fort St. George soon after the Arrival of his Majesties 

-charter did procure a petition signed by more than 300 black Merchants, the princi
pal Inhabitants of Madras, to be preferred to the then Governour setting forth in 
the said Petition the Grievances They the said Merchants Together with the rest or 
-the Bl:i~k Inhabitants Laboured under by the Charters being put in ·Execution, both 
in the Court of Oyer and Terminer, and in the Hofible the Mayors Court and did in 
the said Petition pray that the Honourable Company might be prevailed· upon to 
procure the said Charter to be Recalled and that said Court might be abolished and 
this Complainant shews that in the year Thirty or Thirty one as this Complt. believes 
when George Morton Pitt Esql". was Governour the said Petitioners did acknowledge 
-,they were obliged to sign the said petit!on, and that he the said Ancanah did Oblige 
·thtm so to do, Some were obliged to SIgn by Blows others by Threats, others by 
-being placed in the Sun and sundry other Methods peculiar to this Country made 
use of to bring people to Complyance (in consequence of which the said petition was 

··ordered to be Burnt by the hands of the Common Hangman) and was Burnt accord-
ingly. For w~ich Arbitrary proceedings and many others presented by the then 

'Grand Jury the said Ancanah was fined 20,000 Pagodas to be paid to the Honourable 
-Company & to be Imprisoned for a Term of years, as will by the Records of the said 
ofJourt of Oyer and Terminer more fully appear From which this Complainant begs 
LeavE' to Inferr that it can be no ways surprizing if the Defendant brings a Number 

'of Witnesses to prove the Compulsary measures said by the Defendant to be used 
:by this Complainant to bring the said M:ugganah to Madras. Since the Complainant 
is gone from Europe & cannot possibly Confront the Defendant or Witnesses neither 
can it be at all strange if a number of Witnesses be made use of to Vellify this Com-

.I'lainants Witness Mugganah seeing. he is also departed to his own home and this 
'Complainant shews the nature· of this Complaints. Case will admitt of no more Wit..; 
nesses as to the Delivery of the mo'ney than one, that a very Substantial one. The 

-other proofs as this Complainant humbly conceives are strong Circumstantial ones 
therefore this Complainant humhly hopes the Defendants Witnesses will have their 

.due Weight with this Honourable Court and humbly prays as in and by his said Bill 
-and Replica he hath already prayed. 

-:Marcli The 4th. 1739/40. 

JOHN RUSSELL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

THE REBUTTER of Casuivah Chitty Adeapah 
Defendant to the Surrejoinder of Mr. John San
derson late Merchant of Madras Complainant. 

'rins DEFENDANT 'upon perusal of the Complainants Surrejoinder finds therein 
. sev l . allegations set forth which argue new matter to be answered by thisDefendant 
who begs leave to observe in Referrence thereto. 
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. First an Absolute Denial of any fIorce used to bring Mugganah fr.om Metchle..: 
patam and of the Keeping him up in the Complainants house not suffering any Body 
to come to him. 

. . Secondly an Endeavour to prepossess this Honourable Court against such 
Evidences as may be produced l;>y this Defendant to prove such fIorce and Confine-:-
ment. . 

,Thirdly a matter is' stated & urged' as an Instan~e of the power o~ another' 
person ~ho was .formerly Dubash to a, Governour as thiS Defendant now IS. 

" Fourthly an Endeavour to Invalidate the Evidence this Defendant may bring~ 
?-galUst Muggana's Character,' . 

Fifthly an Objection to any Evidence This Defendant may bring because· 
both the Complainant and Muggana being out of the way cannot . Confront such 
Evidence. 

To the first of these, This Defendant answers that it's known to all this Town. 
that the Complainant did go himself to Pullicatt and Leave his Peons to bring Mug
gana from thence which the Complainant confesses himself giving for reason that 
he did not dare to do otherwise so that all set forth in the Rejoinder about this afIair 
is not absolutely false as affirmed in this Surrejoinder and for the rest it said to be new 
matter and the Complain:t. gone to Europe, If so this Defendant humbly Conceives· 
the persons employ'd to prosecute in his absence, cannot have Consulted him upon 
such new matter nor have received any Instructions from him· on such new matter 
and therefore their affirming that Mugganah came Voluntarily on a I,etter only can 
be only a bold assertion without Foundation and the more so because Mugganah being' 
also Industriously removed out of the way they have had no opportunity even to 
inquire of rum, This Defendant therefore Conceives they thought such assertion 
necessary for support of their Cause, and Ventured upon it without instructions 
and therefore since the manner of bringing him from Pullicatt and stands confessed 
& the Confinement here is so publickly known to all the World, The suggestion in 
this Defendts. Rejoinder that the same methods were used to bring him from Metchle
pataro stands still uncontroverted. 

As to the 2d. Article that it is in this Defendants power to procure 500 Wit
nesses to prove the above force, This Defendant sees not what use can be made of' 
it, For if 500 Witnesses will perjure themselves, one surely may be supposed 
capable of it, If a Dubash can Influence such a Number, surely a Master one of the· 
Council of this place may be supposed to Influence his Servant Especially Consider
ing the manner in which the Servant was brought hither and kept while here. This. 
Objection Therefore Concludes as strongly against Muggona's Evidence as it can 
do against the Evidence this Defendt , may produce. Thirdly the Instance given 
to prove Ancona's power while Dubash to Mr. Macrae, is not only untruly stated, 
hut otherwise is no ways applicable to this case (for the said' Ancona was never' 
caUed to account or Examined about the petition against the Charter nor was he 
Fined or Imprisoned on that account But for other Misdemeanours and tho' this. 
Defendant believes it to be true that some of the Petitioners did confess they had' 
signed to the said petition against their Opinion yet it no way appears Except in 
the Surrejoinder that they were forced to it by the means or in the manner there 
set forth, But if such means had been made use of the Case is not parra lei for in that 
Affair it is Notorious that Ancona acted by order of his Master. & therefore could 
Venture upon a strain of power since there was little probability of Complaints 
carried to Mr, Macrae agt .. his Servt , for doing what he ordered would meet with 
success. But in the Case of this Defendant no Compulsion can be used because it 
i~ so apparently the Interest of the present Government to have this matter cleared 
up, that if this Defendant be really found Guilty he may not foster a Snake in his 
Bosom If therefore this Defendant were to use force to obtain Evidence they would
meet with Encouragement if they Complained. But supposing what's very Impro
bable that they should fear to Complain yet the Complainants Constituents would
not fail to Let the Governour know it who as above said is so greatly concerned to-· 
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Jind eut Whether this Defendant be a Rogue 0); not.·The fourth article is answered 
. in the answer to the second. But the Fifth tllis Defendant cannot less pass without 
..a Remark or two, It says that the Complainant being gone to Europe and Muggana 
returned to his own home, can neither of them confront the Evidence this Defend-

..ant may bring, .This Defendant see's not what use is designed. to be made of this 
for the Complainant, since the persons, who drew. up the Surrejoinder for him and 
carryon this prosecution can as well Cross Examine or Confront the .Evidences 

,brought by this Defendant as the Constituent, or Muggana if present could do, But 
. they have helped this Defendant with a strong argument in his Favour in this objec
tionwhich he Believes slipp'd unawares from them, For if this DefU!. Witnesses 
must not be Believed because they cannot be Confronted how much more strongly 
may this Defendant urge this against Mugganahs Evidence. That he was brought 
. .by {force from Metchlepatamremains yet a doubt it is Notoriously known that he 
wa.q met at Pullicatt by his Master, Delivered to his Masters Peons, (or as they are 
called in the Surrejoinder Janizaries) at Pullicatt by them brought to his Masters 
·house at Madras, kept close Confined ther(' & nobody but such as his Master allow'd 
.of permitted to speak to him till he was Examined. 

It is true this Defendant had a Copy of the Bill & put in his answr . and might 
have Examined Mugganah to so much, but neither Replycation nor Surrejoinder 
being then Exhibited such Cross-Examination must have been very Imperfect and 
might rather Turn to his Detriment since Publication is not yet passed, and there
fore the assertions in these two last not being Controverted by such .Cross Examina
tion might be look'd upon as Confessed tho' the sole reason of such Defect had been 
that Muggana were Examined before they were Extant and then sent out of the 

_place. 

HENRY DE VEIL 
Attorney for the Defendt . 

INTERROGATORIES to be Exhibited to such Wit
nesses as shall be produced sworn and Exa
l1lined on behalf of the Plaintiff in a certain 
cause wherein John Sanderson of Fort st. 
George is Plaintiff and Cashia Chitty Audeapah 
of the same place Defendant. 

To MUGGANAH Do you know the parties in this Cause or either & which of them 
~and how long have you known them or either & which of them Declare. 

2d. Did you any time & when carry any money from the Plaintiff to the Defend\ 
If vea, say what was the sum so carried, how came you to carry the said money to 
the' Defendant. was it by order of Plaintiff or by the request of the Defendant tha' 

.you carried the said money, To whom did you deliver the said money, who was 
present when you Delivered the said money. and upon what Account did you deliver 
the said money. had you any present given you for delivering the said money, by 
whom was the present given & what was the present given. Did the person that gave 
the said present say he gave it you on his own 3(!Count if not whose account did the 
person (that gave you the present) say the present was given, Do you remember 
what the said person said to you, when you took the present did he say anything to 
you about the Plaintiffs Books, Did the Plaintiff ever bid you ask for the money 

.again, Did you ever ask the Defendant Audeapah for the said money, and what 
answer did he the said Audeapah make you, when you asked for the said money 
Declare Do you know of any other matter or thing that may be of Service to the 
-Plaintiff in this Cause Declare. 

JOHN' RUSSEJ,L 
Attorney for the Complainant. 
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ADDITIONAL INTERROGATORIES on Behalf of the Plaintiff' 

in a certain Cause wherein John Sanderson of' 
Madras Merchant is PIt; and Cashia Chitty' 
Adeapah is Defendant.. . 

T·) ROBERT. GILES Did you Live with the plaintiff as a Servant in what Capacity did.. 
yon live with the plaintiff, was you with the plaintiff when Mugganah came from 
fullicatt. do you know anything vf the said Mugganah being kept prisoner at the
plaintif\s house Do you know of any Body . bl~ing set over the said Mugganah tQ> 
prevent his going abroad do you know ~f he the said Mugganah !lid go abroad while: 
he lived at the plaintiffs did he go frequently or sjlldom do you know or can vou tell 
if he the said Mugganah h~d his ffreedom or Liberty to go where and wh€n he pleased,. 
Did you ever hearthe saId Mugganah say that he was brought by fforce to Madras. 
did you ever hear him say the Contrary or that he came of his own free will or did~ 
you ever hear him say why lie came or what Invitation he had to come all which 
jf you know Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
~IADRASPATNAM. 

J ORN RUSSELL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN John Sanderson Complainant and:. 
Cashia Chitty Audeapa Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses taken in this Cause by and before the Examiner iIb 
this Cause as follows. 

. l\IUGGANAR otherwise John De Silvia formerly servant to the Complainant aged 
40 years o~ thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of 
the Complamant was on the 16 day of January 1739/40 shewn at the office of 
1'1". Henry Deveil Attorney for the Defendant, by Charles Nero who left a name of 
tha name Title and place of abode of the said Deponent Mugganah & afterwards 
on the same day being sworn & Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the Com
plainant John Sanderson and has so known him about 16 years and the Defendant 
Cashia Chitty Audeapa being 18 and 20 years. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith That sometime before his 
Master the Complaint. returned to Vizagapatam in the year 1738 but least he shoulC¥ 
be mistaken in the year he saith at the tim(: the Complaint. Lived in a House being
to MI'. Holland Goddard in Gloucester Alley he this Deponent carried from the 
Complainant to the Complainant [sic] to the Defendant two Bags contg. each 1000 
Pagodas the whole affair relating hereto this Deponent saith happned thus: A Peon 
came one Morning about 10 'Clock to cail thig Depont . to him, this Dept. went Imme
diately to the Fort when the Defendant Adeapah was, & met him above stairs in the· 
Fort house, the Defendant taking this Dept. on one side told him to bring the 2000 ps. 
of hIS Masters secretly Charging this Dept. at the same time to let neither Peon or 
servant know of it, this Deponent went accordingly to his Master the Complainant deli
vered his Message & received from him the above mentioned two Bags containing 2000-
Pagodas tied them up in his sash and returned to the Defendant then in the Fort 
house, he the said Audeapah took this Deponent into the room where the .Gover
noun: Servants wait & on their Entring the said Room all the Servants that· were 
therein retired not one remaining besides this Deponent and the Defendant, at the
same time the Hovernour called for a Servant the Defendant went to him for a 
small space & returned again then asked this Dept. for the 2000 Pagodas which the' 
Dept took out of his Sash & delivered them into his own hands, which he received, 
& unlocked a Door that Let into the Governours Apartment the Deft. Entered that 
room with the money, returned & locked the Door again then he carried this Depo
nent to the stair head sent for a Shroff and ordered him to bring 20 Pagodas, that" 
S11m was brought, and the Deft. Audeapah put it into the Deponta . hands, telling
him that it was a present to him from the Governour, that done, this Defendant 
took this Depont'. on one side & told him to desire his Master the Compln.inant tOo 
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make no Entry in his Books of the sum. aforementioned of 2000 Pags. lest his 
Bramins & Oonicoplys should have· knowledge of it, Further this Deponent saith 
that he cannot be certain upon what account his master the Complainant ordered 
the above said sum to be paid the Defe~dant, nor did the Defendant ever tell this 
Deponent upon what account he received it: Further this Deponent saith that after 
the above mentioned affair was Transacted his Master stayed about a year at Vizaga
patam and then returned to Madras when he his said Master told this Deponent he 
had asked the Defendant often for the money to no purpose and at the same time 
laid his orders on this Deponent to tell the Defenditi• that matters had not happned 
at Yizagapatam to his Expectations therefore he Expected Restitution of the aforesd. 
2000 Pagodas this Deponent saith he delivered his Masters message in the foregoing 
words or words to that Effect but the Defendant made neither answer or reply to this 
Demand and Further this Deponent saith not to this Interrogatory. 

To the third and last Interrogatory this Deponent saith he knows no other 
matter or thing material that can be of Service to the Complainant in this Cause. 

The mark of MUGGANAH. 

ROBERT GILES aged 32 years or thereabouts being produced as a Witness in 
this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being sworn & Examined 
Deposeth as follows. 

1 st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the parties 
Complainant and Defendant, the former he has so known about five moB. & the 
latter upwards of 4 years. 

To the additional Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he Lived with & 
served the Complainant Sanderson as his Writer, & lived with the said Complainant 
when Mugganah came from Pullicatt, the said Mugganah was not kept prisoner at 
~Ir. Sanderson the Complainants house or elsewhere nor no person whatever set over 
him to prevent his going abroad, so much on the contrary the said Mugganah came 
and went as he thought fitt himself and others from abroad frequently came to see 
him the said Mugganah, so far he was from being under any Constraint of staying 
in the Complainants house, Further this Deponent saith he has heard the said Mug
ganah say that upon the Complainants sending him a Letter conveyed to him by the 
Dutch Chief of Pullicatt desiring to come to that place, he the said Mugganah volun
tarilv and of his own free will came to Pullicatt, and no force had been used to 
bring him thither, at Pullicatt the Complainant met him, and they came Together 
from thence to Madras, and the Deponent hath heard the said Mugganah say that 
Intent of the Compl1a~ sending for him to Madras, was to prove his Delivering, & 
having delivered to the Defendant the sum of 2000 Pagodas and this Deponent was 
present when tne said Mugganah made Oath before the Mayor of his having Delivered 
the Defendant that sum and further the Deponent saith not to this Interrogatory. 

To the last Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he has heard the Complaint. 
say that he gave the sum of 2000 Pagodas afsd. into the hands of the said Mugganah 
with orders to him to carry and deliver the same to the Defendant & that the said 
Mugganah told the Complainant he had done as Ordered at the same told the Com
plainant It 'was the Defendants desire that the Complainant should make no Entry 
of that money in his Books to prevents its coming to his the Complainants servants 
knowledge and this Deponent saith that he hath heard the Complainant say also, 
that he the Complainant had Demanded the sum of 2000 Pagodas aforesaid from 
the Defendant and that the Defendant made him answer the first time by saying he 
would see concerning it; on the Complainants asking him the second time for the 
money the Defendt . desired him to be silent in the affair & lie would get the money' 
re.turned the third time the Complainant demanded. the money the Defend1i• gave 
him for Answer that the money was a Gift therefore he could not Expect to have 
it returned ~im again, Thus much the Deponent heard the Complainant speak of 
the affair & further this Dept. saith not. 

ROBERT GILES. 
1745-2 
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INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such 
witnesses as shall be produced sworn and Exa
mined on the part and behalf of Cashia Chitty 
Audeapah in a certain Cause wherein Cashia 
Chit tv is Defendt . and Mr . John Sanderson is 
Complainant 

- To ALL THE WITNESSES : Do you know the parties Complainant & Defendt . in 
this Cause, or either and Which of them & how long have vou known them or either 
& whic~ of them .Declare. ~ • 
'. 2d. ToRICHD. BENYON ESQR. Item'Didyou ever receive any sum of money from 
the Hands of the Defendant on account or.as sent from the Complaint. John Sander
son Do you know that the Complainant ever sent the sum of 2000 Pagodas to this 
Defendt . or that this Defendant ever received to your knowledge the aforesaid sum 
either from the Complainant or any of his the Complainants Servants Do you know 
any other matter or thing for the Defendant in this Cause If Yea set forth the same 
as you know have been. Informed or do believe Declare. 

3d . To GONGA CHITTY AND MERTOMIAH & CASSURE & VENCATASHA & TAERCON 
DUDASH did you know John Mugganah when Living at Metchlepatam in whose 
service & how long have you known him, in what, station did the said John Mugga
nah serve his Master? Do you know the said Muggonahs Family did they live in good 
Credit and repute what was his the said Muggonahs Father by Trade? Did his the 
said Muggonahs Father live with her lawful Husband or with whom did she live 
Did you know by sight the said Muggonahs Wife, if yea who did she live with before 
said Muggonahs Marriage to her & in what station did she Occupy; Do you know 
that Mr. John Sanderson wrote a Letter to the Dutch Chief at Metchlepatam, if yea, 
to what Intent was the Letter wrote, Do you know the said Mr. John Sanderson 
offered the said Mugganah a sum of money to come to Madras, Did not the said 
Muggana Inform you that Mr. John Sanderson had made him a present of a sum of 
money since his Arrival at Madras Dec]a~e. \ 

4th, To COMMADAYO Item Do you know one John Mugganah late servant of 
Mr. John Sanderson Do you know that he carried a Roundell for the said Mr. John 
Sanderson? Do you know what other Service he occupied in for his said Master? Do 

\ you know the said John Muggonah's Family Do you .know what Credit & repute they 
lived in Declare. 

5th , To all the Witnesses Item Do you know any other matter or thing Material 
for the Defendant in this Cause if so set forth the same as you know, have been 
Informed or dobelieve, with the Reasons for such your Knowledge & belief Declare. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such 
Witnesses as shall be produced sworn and Exa
mined on the part and behalf of the Defendant 
in a certain Cause wherein Cashia Chitty Audea
pah is Defendt . and Mr. John Sanderson Com-
~w~. ' 

To Rangapah & Chinnapiah & Colee & Gournadee Imprimis - Do you know 
that Mr, John Sanderson sent a Letter to the Chief of Pullicatt did you hear or 
was Ipformed that the Chief of Pu1licatt. sent for John Muggonah from Metchle
patam, Do you know that John. Muggonah was ~ent for by two Peons to come to 
the Complainant who was then at Pullicat Do you know the Complt. & the said 
John Muggonah held a private Discourse together? 

Did you hear the Complainant tell the said Muggonah not to be afraid for that 
the Complainant would protect him at which time Did you not observe the said 
Mugganah very dejecte~ and seemingly weeping ~id ~ou not obserye the Complain
ant put his hand on saId Muggonah'.s head and bId hIm fear nothmg, was you not 
present when the said Complaint. stopped the said Muggonah's Douley on the Road 
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{Did not they converse together privately for some time? Near a place called 
TrivaHavoy Do you know of Complainant gave the said Muggonah 25 Pags. Do 
you know the Complt. gave the said Mugganah other 10 Pags. on his arrival at 
Madras & what further you know passed Between the Complainant and said Mug
gonah Declare. Did you not hear the said Muggonah say he was sorry for being 
brought here did not the Complainant make you present to be secret in what Mug
ganah Declared to you. 

2d. Item Do youknow any other matter or thing material for the Defendt . in this 
Cause. If yea, set forth the same as you know have been inform'd or do believe 
with the reasons of such your knowledge or Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM:. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defend~nt. 

BETWEEN John Sanderson Complainant and 
Cashia Chitty Audeapa Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses taken in this Cause by & before the Examiner in this 
Court as follows. ' 

RICHARD BENYON ESQR. President and Governour of Fort st. George aged 41 
years or thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the 
Defendant was on the 22d. day of February 1739/40 shewn at the office of Mr. John 
Russell Attorney for the Complainant by Oharles Nero who left a Note of the nam~ 
Ti.tle and place of abode of the said Deponent and afterwards ,on the same day and 
year being sworn & Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the parties Com.;. 
plainant and Defendant named in the Title of the Interrogatories & has so known 
each of them six years & upwards. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saiththat he never did receive 
from the Defendant at any time any sum of money on account of the Complainant 
Sanderson nor does this Deponent know that ever the Complaint. sent the sum of 
2000 Pags. enquired after in this Interrogatory to the Deft. nor whether the Defend-:
ant ever received the sum aforesaid froIp. the Complainant or his Servants nor did 
this Deponent ever hear of the Complainants sending such a sum of money till the 
13th . day of Novr . 1739 when the Complainant wrote this Deponent thereof. 

5th . AND AS TO THE FIFTH & LAST INTERROGATORY this Deponent saith, that the 
said 13 day of Novr . 1739 being then at the Companys Garden this Depont . received 
a Letter from the Complainant Sanderson Demanding the s'aid sum of this Depo
nent, & this Deponent saith that not rightly understanding. what the Complainant 
meant, the Deponent sent for the Complainant to Explain it, and particularly as 
to the money which the Complainant said the Defendant received from the Com
plainants servant'Mugganah, when the Deponent ask'd the Complainant what sum 
it was, The Complainant answered 2000 Pags. then this Deponent asked him for 
what? the Complainant said he'understood it was for the Deponent, upon which this 
Deponent told the Complainant, that he this Deponent would take his oath he never 
received a Pagoda of it, but the Deponent said to the Complainant he would soon 
Inquire into this matter and thereupon this Deponent called for the Defendant, but 
he being that Morning in Town, the Deponent appointed the Complainant .to meet 
him again in the Evening, when the Defendant being called inL & charged with 
havin~ received the sum of 2000 Pagodas from the Complainant by the hands of his 
servant Mugganah and with having owned the ReQeipt of it, and promised repay
ment, which the Complainant affirmed he had, the Deft. absolutely Denied it but 
acknowledged that the Complainant since his return to this place from Vizagapatam 
had told him the Defendant and that he the Complainant had advanced his Gomas-' 
tahs at Vizagapatam to the amount of 2000 Pagodas in Rupees, and had demanded 

1745-2-A 
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that money of him here which the Defendant said he would to pay if the Complainant 
had any receipt for it from the Defendants Gomastahs, or so soon as they should 
give him any Advice that they had received it, Upon this the Complainant denied 
that he ever made such demand upon the Defendant, and said, those accounts were 
settled at Vizagapatam, and he had been paid there, upon which the Defendt , 
l'cplied no sir for I paid you one Bill here for 8:13 Rupees, and another for 300 and 
odd pagodas the Complainant answered that he was now paid all, ar..d had no Demand 
for any money advanced the Defendants Gomastah's upon this the Deponent Inter
rupted~them, & told the Defendant that the Question was, Whether the 2d, day of 
March 1737/8 he received 2000 pS, from Mugganah the Complainants servant which 
was to be paid this Deponent which the Defendant denying again, the Complainant 
asked the Defendant whether he had not applied to him and told him that if he would 
persuade the Deponent to permitt the Complainant to go down again to Vizaga
patam to settl~ his affairs there and bring up his Family, he would gi",e the Defend
ant 2000 Pagodas The Complainant also said the Defendant told him in Answer 
that the Deponents mind was a little vexed about the Bad Cloth, and some ill usage 
of the Vizagapatam Merchants, but if the Complainant would get the money ready, 
the Deponent would Let him know when it would be proper to send it, But the 
Defendant absolutely Denied that the Complainant had ever made such application 
to him after which they fell into some other discourse which not being material to 
the sum in dispute this Depont, ordered the Defendant to withdraw, then this Depo
nent asked the Complainant how he could be so Weak to Trust such a Sum of money 
in such hands, when this Deponent had Cautioned him against it long before, mean-
ing in a Letter which this Dept. had wrote to the Complaint. the 7 day of Feb"i-y 
1735/6 and not only so, but tho' the Complainant staid in the place till the first day 
of April 1738 and was frequently with the Deponent Between that day and the 
2d , of March 1737/8 being the day the Complainant said he sent the money 
Yet in all that time he never once gave this Deponent the Least Hint or Intimation 
of it to which the Complainant only answered, It was very true he had not, The 
Deponent told him it was a very odd story, and the Complainant said it was so, but 
he would not Lose his money & as to the Letter wrote by the Deponent to the Com
plainant under the aforementd, date of February Seventh 1735/6 this Deponent 
saith that in January 1735/6 the Defendt , came into the Deponents Writing room 
~nd shewed this Deponent a Letter to him the Defendant from the Complainant 
whose servant Mugganah had brought it to the Defendant, together with 1000 
Pagodas Designed as a present for this Deponent, the Copy of which Letter is as 
followf'. 

To CASSEM CHITTY AUDEAPA, 
I have sent my Servant Mugga to you, who will Inform you the great misfor

tune that attends me here for want of a Choice of able people to Contract with, 
besides the prices I allowed last year in proportion to the Reduction made is so great, 

that I am Informed by several people that the Merchants were actually Loosers by 
the Cloth, and still there is a large Debt outstanding by Lingan's set of Mere-hants, 
one of which has proved a Bankrupt, and he owes half of the Debt among them 
for his share. 

You will find by what Mugga will deliver you, I have made the same Compli
ment for the Govemour I ever did for his predecessors, which I do with a great 
deal of Good Will, but can less afford it of any time since Mr, Macrae left Madras, 
you may depend upon my readiness to serve you on all occasions I am 

VIZAGAPATAM Your Assured Friend 
the 19TH• DECR • 1735. JOHN SANDERSON. 

After this Deponent had read the said Letter he was a good deal surprized at the 
matter of it, as well as the Confidence he the Complainant reposed in his Servants, 
and the Deponent considered that if he returned the money by his said servant he 
miaht still pretend the Deponent had received it and though the Deponent should 
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have wrote the Complainant he had not yet the Deponent much doubted in whom 
the Complainant would have most Faith, and therefore this Deponent concluded 
it wa!'l most safe to take the money into his own possession, and without saying what 
his design was, he ordered Mugganah to be brought in with the money, which was 
accordingly done, and Mugganah laid the money down upon the Table before the 
Defenoant after which the said Mugganah and the Defendant went out together 
further this Deponent saith That the 7th. day of February 1735/6 the Deponent 
wrote to the Complainant as follows. 

SIR 

" I have seen the Letter which you wrote to Audeapah, and am very sorry to 
" ooserve by it that you were upon such hard terms whilst you were at Ingeram when 
" at the same time I have very good reason to believe both your Neighbours at 
" Yizagapatam and Maddapollam sat Rent free; but however that be I am sure 
4' nE'ither the Companvs affairs or your own can be carried on in the manner they 
4' ought to be if what "you offer upon the present occasion is once Established as a 
" constant practise, yet that you might not be deceived in what has passed here, 
4' what yout Dubash brought I have thought fit to take into my possession, and 
" de!lire you will send an order to Mr. Morse to receive it of me, he need not be 
., acquainted upon what account it is " neither it is proper that Notions of this sort 
should be pub lick or propogated for fear of the Evil Consequence that such a way 
of thi'1king may be attended with . 

... 'h you know upon what Terms you are upon with me I must recommend it to 
you that you are Industrious and Vigilant in promoting the Investment, you will 
want no reasonable Encouragement from hence, but we cannot answer to give such 
Extraordinary prices for bad Cloth, when we ought to have given Less for th3t which 
if! good but I write you apart and in the General more fully about your Investment 
and this is sufficient here. 

FORT Sr. GEORGE 
FEBY 7rH• 1735/6. 

I am sir 
Your Assured Friend. 

And this Deponent saith That the 5th . day of March following the Complt. 
acknowledged the Receipt of this DepU!. Letter of the above date & in his said 
Letter of the 5th. of March wrote this Deponent as follows. 

" I have your Honours pardon to ask, in offering to do a thing so Contrary 
CI to what you seem to Expect If it is your Honours pleasure of returning that which 
II my ~ervant Delivered, if you please of sending it by some Vessell as it will be 
.. Lef!s publick." Upon receipt of which Letter from the Complainant, and suppos
ing the money delivered was Current Pagodas the Deponent ordered Mr. Goulding 
who waR his Cash keeper to lay it out in Madras Pagodas and the 29th . day of May 
1736 this Deponent sent them by the 90mplainant by Cap: Hepburn & the 1&th. of 
June 1736 the Complainant wrote I this Deponent as follows. "The small Chest 
" Capt. Hepburn brought me came out right according to the mark of the Bag" the 
24 day of July the same Year the Complainant wrote the Depont. again" probably 
cc your Honour would take it amiss if I did not Inform you but the Pagodas I sent 
., your Honour was a sealed Bag of New Madras Pagodas, and it is reasonable to be 
" snpposed may have been paid away in room of others " this Deponent saith he 
kept no Copy of what he wrote the Complainant in answer, But this Deponent 
believefil it was in substance " That he judged the Complainant was right in suppos
" ing the money had been paid away instead of other, and that some bodv was 
•• possibly the better for them, but as this Deponent was not he the Deponent did 
not think himself accountable for the Difference. 

And this Deponent further saith that the Complainant arrived here from 
Vizagapatam the 19th . day of January 1737/8 and soon after had several discourses 
with the Deponent relating to Vizagapatam affairs and the Complaint. doubted so 
little of his going again to Vizagapatam, that he proposed to the Deponent to buy 
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a French ship which was then in the said to be sold, in order to be Employed in the 
Trad!:' between Vizagapatam and this place which this proposal the Deponent very 
xeadilv came into and that ship sailed for Vezagapatam the 27 of February on which 
day also the Complainant delivered a paper into Council relating to the Vizagapatam 
InvelStment and which this Deponent believes was looked upon then, as preparative 
to the Complainants return thither, and this Deponent further saith That talking 
once with the Complainant about his Turned out Cloth (But the Exact time this 
Deponent cannot remember) the Complainant _asked the Deponent if he would take 
it upoI\ his own account telling the Deponent he should have it for 2000 Pagodas 
less than it Cost him Or that he would Loose 2000 Pags. by it, This Deponent did 
not ask him to Explain himself but guessing that he meant what he ought not, this 
Dept. only told him he did not know what to do with it, and this Deponent further 
saith that at another time but cannot recollect the particular day the Complainant. 
brought the Deponent an open Account· Current, the Ballance whereof due to the 
C<.;mplainant would have been upwards of 2500 Pagodas by reason of sevl . Sums 
the Complainant had Disbursed for the Deponents account amongst others the 
Deponents share of the French ship above mentioned and this Deponent observing 
the Complainant had Given Credit in the said account for 2000 Pagodas Cash 
rf'ceived, which the Deponent knew the Complainant had not received the Depo
nent supposed it to be a Sum that the Complainant wanted to be paid in part of the 
Ballance & was therefore going to call for ·his Cash keeper to order the money to 
be p3id, but the Complainant stopped the Deponent & said he did not want the 
monf'Y, upon which the Deponent asked the Complainant for he put it in the 
account for, to which the Complainant replied, that he designed it as a present, or 
desir!:'o the Deponent would accept of it or to that Effect, upon which this Depo~ 
nent a<\ked the Complainant, how he could make any such offer or Imagine the 
Deponent had any such Expectations~ after what had passed Between them about 
thtl 1.'housand Pagodas the Complainant sent by his Servants Mugganah or said the 
Deponent to the Complainant" do you think I refused that Because it was not 
Enough? this Deponent & th!:' Complainant had a good Deal more Discourse at 
that time, hut this Deponent cannot ch.arge his Memory with so much of it, as to 
be particular in Reciting it here but it Tended to Convince the Complainant that thA 
Deponent would accept of no such offers; -and that the Complainant might Depend 
upon all the Good Offices in the Deponents power without any Expectations of that 
sort & therefore the Deponent desired the Complt. to put his account Current in 
his pocket again which the Compl~int. accordingly did, and this Deponent saith That 
what accounts were then Dependmg between them were afterwards made up, and 
the Ballance peing Pagodas Two thousand Five hundred Twenty nine, Twenty Nine 
Fanams and Twenty Cash (2529. 29. 20) was really and actually paid to the Com
plainant Mar~h the 8th . 1737/8 without any Deduction whatever And further this 
Deponent saith that he doth not know or can set forth any matter or thing material 
more, that can be of Service to the Defendant in this Cause. 

RICHD _ BENYON. 

GONGA CHITTY native of Vizagapatam and Dubash aged 35 years or. thereabouts 
being produced as a Wi!ness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant, & ~fterwards
being Sworn and Exammed Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the Srst Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the parties 
Oomplainant & Defendant and has so known them about 20 year~. 

3d. To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the person now 
Enquired -after in this Interrogatory commonly cal~ed by the name of John Mug
ganah, he remembers .the said ~ugganah from th~ time he served Mr. Humpry.Hol
comb at Vizagapatam m the statIOn of a Peon an.d smce that he served the COlIl:plamant. 
in the same station and afterwards became hIS House Dubash, Further this Depo
nent saith he knew' his Family at Metchlepatam, his mothe~r wa~ ke~t -by a Black
smith at that place, and to the day she-dIed was not rna.rrIed hIS WIfe had been a 
Slav!:' to a Chief of Metchlepatam Factory to the best of thIS Deponents r~membrance 
named Lowden, whq at his Death amongst other Slavt>s gave-her, her LIberty when_ 
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Soon after Mugganah married her and neither he or his wife were better respected 
than other Christian Slaves commonly are amongst Moors and Gentues, Further this 
])eponent saith, that in the Conversation with the Peon Mr. Sanderson Employed 
to carry a message to Mugganah at Metchlepatam, he learned from him that he had 
l;ent the said Mugganah some money, but cannot tell how much, with a Letter desir
ing him to come to Madras, but knows nothing more of the Contents of the said 
Letter, nor of any sent the Dutch chief at Metchlepatam, the said Mugganah did 
at no time tell this Deponent of the Complainant Sanderson having made him any 
late present or reward but amongst People of his Rank this Depont . saith he has 
heard that Mr. Sanderson made him a present of 50 Pagodas before he went for 
England and further this Deponent saith not to this Interrogatory. . 

5th• To the 5th• and last Interrogatory this Deponent saith he knows no other 
matter or thing that can be of Service to the Defendant In this Cause. 

The mark of GaNGA CHITTY. 

MEER TOMIAH Merchant of Metchlepatam aged 38 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards being 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

l'tlt. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he has known the Com
plainant Saunderson about 13 years and the Defendant Audeapah about 10 years. 

3d To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows and is acquaint
ed with John M:ugganah, and has been so for many years the first station of Life he 
knew the said Mugganah in was a menial Low servant Even he believes below a Cook 
to a preceeding English Chief to the Complainant Sanderson in Metchlepatam 
Factory, and afterwards he served the Oomplainant in very low offices about the 
Factory till by Degrees he was permitted to wait at the Complainants Table the said 
Mugganahs mother had formerly been kept by a Moor, but being Turned off her 
poverty forced her to set up a Cajan Butteck sold Ohiroots &c[3l then she was 
taken into keeping by said Mugganahs Father but was never married to him, the 
'Said Mugganahs Wife was bred up a Gentoo,. lost her Oast & was sold to an English 
Chief at Metclilepatam, her master dying dismissed her with her Liberty, soon after 
a Portuguese Missionary then at Metchlepatam Baptized her and Mugganah soon 
a.fter that married her, Mugganahs Father this Deponent saith, he believes was a 
Carpenter, his Brother a Blacksmith, but all the Family in General were Extreme 
miserable an<! poor for some years, Further this Deponent saith that it has been 
rEported for Truth by sevl . persons that Mr. Sanderson wrote a Letter to the Dutch 
Chief at Metchlepatam to prevail with Mugganah to come to Madras & sent the said 
Mugganah a message promising him if he cam(" to make him a present of 40 pagodas 
on his Arrival and further this Deponent saith, he knows no other matter or thing 
more that can be of Service to the Defendant in this Oause. 

MEER TOMIAH. 

Cassure Vencataisha Merchant and Inhabitant of Metchlepatam aged 32 years 
()!" thp'l'eabouts being produced as a witness in this Cause on the part of the Defen
dant and afterwards being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1 st. To tlie first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the parties 
Complainant & Defendant, the former he has so known 15 years and upwards the 
LaUer he says he has known 9 years or thereabouts. 

3d . To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he has known John 
Muggana upwards of 20 years at Metchlepatam ~ he se~ved the English Chief of 
that Factory preceding Mr. Sanderson the Complamant, hIS Employment was all the 
Low services about a house for some years and afterwards was Employed as a Peon 
by the Complaint. and then carried his Roundell; This Deponent saith he was not 
personally.acquainted with his Family his this Deponents Cast not pe~mitting him 
to Rank WIth any so much below them but by the Report of others thIS. Defenda~t 
understands that the said Mugganah's Family 'were Extreme poor & mIserable his 
Father and Brother were Black srni~hs, his mother had been a Oommon Whore 
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before his Father took her into keeping to whom she was never married, the said 
Mugganahs wife had been a Slave to the Chief abovementioned who after his death 
gave her, her Liberty after which Mugganah married her as this Deponent has 
already said he had no acquaintance in the Family he knows nothing relating thereto, 
and further this Depont. saith he has heard from others that the Complainant wrote 
a Letter to the Dutch Chief of Metchlepatam to persuade the said Mugganah to come 
to ~l~dras~ and at the s~me time t~e qompla~nant wrote anothe:- Letter to Mugganah 
desmng hIm to come WIth a promIse If he dId come to make hIm some considerable 
prese~ but the Contents of the said Letters further then what this Deponent heard 
from Peons and others Servants the Deponent knoweth not nor did he ever hear the 
present said to be promised to Mugganah in case he came to Madras ever Limitted 
to any particular sum and further this Deponent saith not to this or the 51th• Interroga
tory. 

COS SURE VENCATAISHA. 

Taercon formerly Duhash to the Complainant when Chief at Ingeram aged 40 
years or thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the 
Defendant and afterwards being sworn & Examined Deposeth as follows. . 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he has known the Com
plainant Saunderson about 7 years and the Defendant Casha Chitty Audeapah Ten 
years or thereabouts. 

3d• To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he knew Mugganah the 
person Inquired after in this Interrogatory when living at Metchlepatam he was at 
the first of this Deponents acquaintance with him a Servant in the outhouses in 
Metchlepatam Factory After that a Peon to carry messages and after all was admitted 
by the Complainant Sanderson to attend on his person, this Deponent further saith 
that he has no great knowledge of or acquaintance with the said Mugganahs Family 
any further than that to the best of his Remembrance Mugganah's Father was a. 
Carpenter, M~gganah's Brother was a Blacksmith & the whole Family very poor 
and Indigent till within these few years, This Deponent saith that he knows nothing 
of Mugganah's mother Whether she had been ever married or not, and knows only 
this Oircumstance of his wife, that she had formE'rly heen slave to a Chief of Met
chlepatam Factory who on his death Granted her, her Freedom after which 
Mugganah married her, Further this Deponent saith that he knows nothing what
ever relating to the Letters or p_resent Inquired after in this Interrogatory this 
Deponent being then at Ingeram and further saith not to this Interrogatory. 

To the fifth Interrogatory this Deponent saith he knows no other matter or 
thing material or that can be of service to the Defendt . in this Cause. 

TAERcoN his mark. 

Commadayo formerly Chief Peon at Vizagapatam aged 55 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and after
wardg heing sworn and examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Depont. saith that he knows the Complain
ant J o~n Sanderson about 20 years and the Defendant Cash a Chitty much about the 
same tIme. 

4th , To the 4th , Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the person 
Inquired after in this Interry John Mugganah and hath so known him for the first time 
the Complainant Entertained him, as a Peon, and since that he carried the Complain
ants Roundell and afterwards served as a house Dubash, this Depont. saith also he 
knew the said Mugganahs Father, Mother, and Wife, the former was a Blacksmith at 
Metchlepatam, the second had been a Slave. to an English Chief whose name this 
Deponent hath forgot at that place she was kept by the said Smith and never married, 
by whom she had Mugganah and (lther Children after the death of the said Black
smith she was a Common Whore till she was again taking into keeping by a Moor, 
his wife had been a Slave also, and till the time the said Mugganah had obtained the 
favour and Countenance of the Complainant neither he or any of his Family were 
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. 
respected or regarded any mQre than the lower and looser sort of Christians generally 
are and further this Deponent saith not to this .Interrogatory. . ... . . 

To the fifth Interrogatory this Deponent saith, he knows no other matter or 
thing that can be of service to the Defendant.in this Cause. 

COMMADAyohis mark. 

RUNGAPAH formerly Peon to the Complainant aged 30 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defend1i• and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the Complainant 
Sanderson and has so known him about one year and the Defendant Adeapah 

. Between 14 & 15 Years. 
To the additional Interrogatory this Deponent ~aith that he knows the Com

plainant wrote a Letter to the Dutch Chief at Pullicatt and this Deponent was 
Informed that the said Chief sent two Peons to Metchlepatam to bring the person 
Inquired after namely John Mugganah to Pullicatt this he the Deponent heard from 
the very peons employed on that Message, and was present when they reported to 
the Complainant that the said Mugganah was arrived at Pullicatt, thereupon the 
Complainant Immediately set out from hence for that place, and this Deponent went 
with him, This Deponent saith that on the Complainants arrival at Pullicat and meet
ing with tlie sald Mugganah he took him on one side and discoursea in private some 
time that done the said Mugganah seemed greatly dejected and Cast down the Com
plainant Comforted him and Assured him of his Favour and portection and at the 
same time stroked him on the face often laid his hand upon Mugganahs head and 
Clapped him on the shoulder. Further this Deponent saith that on the road from 
Pullicatt near a Village call Trevallavay, the Complainant st-opped the said Mugga
nah's Douly and both went together on one side, and held a discourse together 
a second time for near half an hour, Further this Deponent saith that at Pullicatt he 
this Deponent saw the Complainant give the said Mugganah 25 Pagodas and at 
Madras 10 Pagodas more both which sums were given as Presents from the Com
plainant And this Deponent saith that he has often heard Mugganah express the 
utmost concern for his being brought up here on such an Occasion, and this Depo
nent saith further that the Complainant made him .this Deponent a present of a piece 
of Sallempores and a Sword strictly charging him at the same time to make no 
mention of what he had observed to pass between the said Mugganah and Complain
ant and further this Deponent saith not to this Interrogatory and knows nothing 
more that can be of service to the Defendant in this Cause. 

RUNGAPAll his Marlc. 

. CHINNAl'AYAll formerly servant· to the Complainant, aged 24 yeau or there-
abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the par~ of the Defendant and 
afterwards being sworn & Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st To the 'first Interrogatory !lus Deponent saith, that he knows the parties 
Complainant and Defendant the former he has known between 9 & .12 months the 
Latter between 2 &. 3 Yeara. 

To the additional hterrogatory this Deponent saith tbat·hekn.owsthe·Com~ 
plainant wrote a· Letter to the Dntch Chief at Pnllicatt who sent the CompJainaDt 
word sometime after that. John Mugganah was come to that place from Metchle
patam,. upon Receipt of. that Message the Complainant set out Immediately. for 
PnUicatt and this Deponent saith with several others of the CompIainanis Servants 
with him, on their Arrival at that place and meeting with the Muggana at tne Dutch 
Chie-fs hoose iIie- Compla.inant took. the: s:aid MuggalLa (lB one side Commanding this 
DeponeBt and aJl the other Servants to .withdra.w, the Complainmtr and Mugganah 
continued in private some time their discourse. mded aoo a. manifest Grief appear .. 
ing in Muggana:hsC"ountell.ance the Complainant Endeavour'd to chear him by 
stroking IDS Face and· often Clapping him on the shoulder telling him to fear nothing 
since he could and would protect you, on the road to'l'\aTIicaWneal'" 'l'reV'a.tavay 
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Village .t~e .complainant .ordered this Deponent to .stop. Mugga.nahs, Pouly he t~ 
Complainant getting out ~f his. Palanquin at the same time took Mugganah at a.dis:,: 
tance from the other Servants and held a second discourse 'together for the space 
of near an hoUr This Deponent further saith that he'knows the Complainant made 
the said Mugganah a present of 25 Pagodas at Pullicatt & has'heard from others' the 
Complainants Servants that Mugganah received another present of 10 Pags • from 
the Oomplaint. at Madras further this Deponent saith That the Complainant never 
once'enjoined this .Deponent to Secresy in any matter.nor did he ,make this Depont . 
any pr.esent. till xhe. time he the Complainant ·was. going for'England when he Gave 
the Defendant two Pagodas And fUdher this Deponent saith that he has .often heard 
Mugganah Expr.ess pimself heartily sorrY.that he. shod .. be Engaged in the Affair now 
jn dispute oetween the parties Complainant and Defendant and further saith ,riot to 
ihis' or the fifth InterrogatOry. .' . '. .' .... . . 

CHlNNA PA¥A ;his .Mark. 
t .. , 

, . , 
· OOLEE fornierlyPalanquin Boy to the Complainant aged 25 years or there-
abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and 
af~e~wards bein~ Sworn and examined Deposeth as follows. 

· 1st . To the. first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that h~ has known the Complai
nant about Six months and the Defendant Adeapah upwards of Ten years. To the 
additional Interry this Deponent saith that he knows the Complainant wrote a 
Letter to the Dutch Chief at Pullicatt and that some time after the said Chief sent 
2 Peons with a message to the Complainant Importing that John Muggana was 
arrived at. that place from Metchlepatam, the Complainant on the first Notice sett 
out for Pl11licatt where he met Mugganah But this Deponent serving the Complainant 
as a Palanquin Boy did not require his attendance on the Complainants person There
fore he cannot tell whether he & the Complainant had any private discourse together 
at Pullicatt or not, nor was this Deponent by to see what passed Between them, 
this Deponent remembers that near Trevalaya Village the Complainant sent his 
servant to stop the said Mugganah's Douly being then on.their way to Madras, Mug
ganah got out of this Douly and the Complainant ought of his Palariquin then it was 
this,Deponent saw them hold Discourse together in private and the Complainant did 
the same a second time at a Village called Valure, thus much the Deponent saith he 
knows of the Complainant and Mugganahs talking 'in private, and this Deponent 
hear& from his Fellow servants that Mr. Sanderson the Complainant Gave Mugganah 
a present of 25 Pags., at Pullicatt but heard of none made }:lim at Madras further he 
saith that Mugganah has at several different times, declared himself very sorry he 
should beopliged to enter Madras again, and seemingly repent his having been 
brought' there' this' time, further this Deponent saith, the Complainant made him 
the Deponent no . present at any time, but at his Departure for England, &, then he 
gave'this'Deponent .12 fanams, but at one time .Enjoined him t.o Secresy; and.frlrther 
this hep'onent saith not to this' or the last Interrogatoq.," . 

• 'C'.. The markot·CoLEE: 
~ I .:: :.,;; 10 • 

.,. ,., ,.. 

GOURNADA formerly Servant as a Cooley to the Complainant aged 25 'years or 
the.reabouts being .produced~ as a Witness iri thisCause.o? the p'art: of the ComplaiI?-ant 
and aft~r,wards .being Sworn & Examined . Deposeth, as fonows. .' 

.' 1st .. To .the· fi,rst 'Interrogatory this Depon'ent- S~ith' That he . has Little or. no 
-Knowledge of the Complainant having. served as ,a Cooley iIi. hi's house for aoout 18 
days and the Defendant he knows by SIght only., .' 

· '. 'To the additional Inter~ogatory this Deponent saith That he Knows nothing 
whatever Inquired form this Interrogatory, nor :canhe ,say anything that can be of 
Service to :the Defendant in this Cause. . . 

The mark of GOURNADA: .. 

~ANUARY THE 17TH •• 1739/40. 
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; M~. SA.JJNDERSON ~~orn_ To the. Truth of this Paper. be£Ol:e .. me .T.UdQ'l'Rl TUl:!loIlI 
Mayor. " _. " . c, • ,';"': 

I John Sanderson Merchant of·Fort st. George do declare,.OnOath that dn,the 
7th.. day of March 1737/8 I.did send 2000 Pagodas in two Sealed Bags by the-hands 
of my Servant John Mugganah and Ordered him to give-the saine. .. into the hands 
of Cashia Chitty Audeapah (Commonly called Narrain) in order that he ~hould 
deliver the !laid two' Bag~ to his Master Governour Benyon, 
, I further Declare on Oath that on or about the middle of February 1738/9 

IDl'eting'the said 'Cashia Chitty Audeapa as I was coming down from the Governours 
I had a discourse with him in the General Table hall near the North East Window, 
Informing him of ~evl. Hardships among the'rest that I expected my 2000 Pags, to 
be returned who upon my Leaving him said that he would ~ee & sp~ak the s~cond 
time I asked him again about the money he said that he had not spoke, but desired 
-me to be:Sool'et' &he .would see & get it.me;:and the third time of asking him for the 
money he told me it was a present and I.must. nQt Expect it, To which I made answer 
I ,should not fail of speaking t9 the ,Governour about it, before Oeft.!:p.dia.,· 

':MAYORS COURr AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

JOHN SANDERSON, 

TUESDAY the 15th, day of April Anno Dri 1740. 
Between John Sanderson of Fort St, George 
Mer.chant Complainant ~nd Cashee Chitty 
Audeapah of the same place [DuJb!1sh Pefen:-
dant. ' 

THIS. Cause, Coming on this day to be heard and Debated before :this Oourt in 
presence of the Attorneys on both sides, on hearing the proofs taken in this Cause 
read, and what was alledged on either side and upon Examination had of the matters 
in this Cause, aild due Consideration thereon this Court doth therefore think fit to 
order and Decree and doth accordingly order & Decree that the ,Defendant do pay 
unto the Complainant the sum of 2000 Pags, ,and that each party do .pay their own 
Costs. 

COURT OF ApPEALS 'AT ' 
MADRASPATNAM. . ' 

'!,Cur-

. (.; :':' 

J,OHN STRATTON 
Reg" . 

. '} " 

: ~'. 

Between Book~ngee', (Jossee . poss." '. Ragoof.', 
Verango . Chitty N ar.lUn:1· Juggo.o and Trivitee, 
Sasachilum Chitty, Trustees to the' Estate of 
Coshua Chitty Adeapah'late of'Fort St,' George 
Dubash Appellant ·and John Crompton 'Executor 
of John Sanderson late of the same place Mer.~ 
chant Respo:Q.dent, - . 

, :r:~IISCAUSE coming onthis day being Mo~day the 29th, day of April Anna 
:qomHll, 1745 to: b~ heard an? d/?bated before this Court by the Attorneys on :both· 
SIdes. Upon hearmg the petltIOn of Appeal and answer'the Appellants exceptions 
to the answer,a~d the answer to these.'Exceptions, Together with the petition of 
Revivour of Jolin Crompton Executor of John _Sander$'on·decefi.sed~to:the authority 
of which. no, obje~tion. made ,by th,e. ,Attqrney . of. ·th,e.,other-- pa.rty· the several- Exhi
bits of.. the H9~~urab~~ PlA -M:ayOTs C(>ur~a:tlq. the Decree there.of. giv~ 'in th~s: ,Calls~ 
on·T~esday t~eJ?t~;:day ,()f,April·Anno Drllj:4HO;:re..ad; and'upOn,(lue'Cohsideraticil'-

1745-3 A 
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had of the matters therein severally contained and of the pleadings and Arguments 
used by the Attorneys on both sides, This Oourt doth think fit to order and .Decree 
.and doth accordingly hereby order and Decree, that the said Decree of the Honoura
ble the Mayors Court do stand Confirmed and that the parties do each of them pay 
.their own Costs in this Court. 

{ith March 1144.. 

;1fl Cur 
GEORGE PIGOTT 

Clerk oj Appeals. 

To the Honourable the Mayors Court at Madras
patnam. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Vishva
nada Badriah Merchant & Inhabitant of Madras having had Sundry Dealings with 
one Zandialla Gungadriah also Merchant of and Living and residing within the 
place aforesaid, he the said Zandilla Gungadriah having occasion for a sum of money 
did apply hihlself to your Orator requesting the Loan thereof whereupon your 
Orator did advance and lend unto the said Zandilla Gungadriah the full and just 
sum of 80 Pagodas (89) Current money of Madras, which in Sterling money of 
Great Britain accounting each Pagoda Eight shillings amounts to thirty two pounds 
or thereabouts for securing the Repaymt . of which Sum with Interest thereon 
after the rate of nine .1Jl Cent'1Jl Annum on Demand, He the said Zandialla Gunga
driah did in and by one Bond bearing date in Fort St. George the Tenth day of 
... '\pril in the year of our Lord One Thousand seven hundred and forty two (1742) 
Mortgage his the sai~ Zan-diana's Gungadriahs house situate in Narrapa Naigue 
Augurahauram Street. ill the Mootal Petta To have and to hold the said House &ca.. 
Appurtenances unto your Orator his Heirs for ever Subject Nevertheless to the 
usual Proviso in such Cases That is to say if he the said Zandialla Gungadriah his 
Heirs Executors Administrators or Assigns should payor Cause to be paid unto 
your Orator his Heirs Executors Administrators or Assigns the full and Just Princi
pal sum of Eiglity }?Is. (80) together with Interest due thereon after the aforesaid 
rate then and in such Case the said Obligation to become Void otherwise to remain 
in full Force & Virtue and your Orator further shews unto. 

[48 pages of the original volume are missing.] 

and Delivered the same to the Defendant, and the most part of the said returns the 
P ]I' 

Defendant sold Clear of Custom and all other 9harges to the amount of 2540. 4. 
out of which sum there was to be deducted Principal money taken up rs. 1420 and 
Respondentia thereon at 36 :1Jl Cent is 511. 7. 16 Principal and Respondentia in 
aU is 1931. 7. 16 so that the Profit arising on the said Goods amounts to the sum 
of 6.()8~ 32. ~4. which in Consequence of the agreement made by the Defendant 
to. the- :Replynt; the- said: Frofit so arisen is of course the property of this Replyant, 
and besides the Goods Sold fo", as aforesaid there yet remains unsold in the Defend
ants ha.nds at Bulse of" Rubies and Sapphires seaI'd and some other Loose stones, 
whicli this Replyant aI'so deems as his property and valued at Pegu at ps. 300. 

And this Replyant says that besides the Fa. 307. 20. 70. ballance of a former 
&cC(1UD.t and tne Respondentia 011 the same P. no. 18 in all Pagodas 418. 8'. 70 
w.hich t0gether with the last Voyages· profit ps,. 608. 32. 64 in an due and payable 
from the Defendant to thiS" Replyant Pagodas one thousand Twenty Seven, ffive 
fanams ffifty:from Cash 10·27. 5. 54 besides· the Rubies and' Saphires- unsold and. 
now m the custody of the Defendant. 

AND this- Replyant further saith tnl1t on demanding of the Deft. the a'bovesaid 
sum and Rubies, at the Juncture of time one Vencattee Puttee came to this Replyant 
:md desired thls Replyant to lend him· Fa, 400 at Re-spondentia to Pega, upon which 
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this Replyant said to the Defendant let him have that sum I know him to be a.n honegt 
man therefore you may safely Trust him. On which the Defendant Let the sa.id 
Vencattee Putty have :ps. 300 and the pefendants Brother ~magon 100 Pa.s• for 
which lIums the said Vencatee Putty gave them a RespondentIa Bond. 

SOMETIME after this Repliant demanding of the Defendant his before mentioned 
right and property th~ Defendant said to this Repliant t~ere is "Vencattee PuttY8 Bond 
for Pagodas 300 (which the Defendant had lent the gald Vencattee Putty) you :may 
go a!ld receive that, which this RePli:ant accepte(f. of a!ld afterwards ~ent to Pegu: 
on his own proper Account where this Replyant recelved of the .Iud Ven.cattee 
Puttf pac 300 so that there still remains due and payable from the :!?efendant to the 
Reph:mt Pagodas seven H~dred and Twenty S~ven, five f1'a?~uruj ~n~ mlty fO~t 
Cash Pagt'. 727. O. 54 besldeg the Bulse of Rubies and Sapphires atIlt III the hands 
of the Defendant. 

And this Replyant acknowledges it to be true th!!-t on his. gqing to !'egue" he 
did Leave orders with the Defendant to disburse money for thIS Replyants FamllyA 
houses expences, which reguest the Defendant says he complied with during this 
Repliants absence. but this Repliant humbly hopes this Honourable Court will cause 
the Defendant to produce a Just and true account of what money he has disbursed 
on account of this Replyants Family during his absence as aforesaid wh,ich being 
done this Replyant is ready and willing to givf' the Defendant Credit for the same. 

All which matters and things this Replyant is ready to aver maintain and provlt 
the same as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly Prays as in and by his 
laid Bill he hath already prayed. 

1741. 28th . April. 

HENRY DEVE1t 

Attorney for the Complainant. 

The Rejoinder ot Subramoney Merchant of 
Madras to the Replycation of W oodundee of 
the same place Merchant Complainant. 

THIS Defendant noW' and at all times hereafter saving and reset'ving to' himself 
all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of exception to the Complainantg Reply
cation saith that the Defts. said answer is true certain and sufficient in the Laws to 
be replied unto and this Defendant further saith as the Repliant in his Replication 
desire-. a Just account may be produced thig Defendant doth therefore refer to two 
!WCOlmts hereto annext to this Defendan.ts Replication to' the Repliantg an$wet to 
this Defendants Cross Bill. 

All which matters and thi.ngs. this Defendant is ready to aver maintain and prove 
and humbly prays as in a.wi ID1 .his said Answer he hath already prayed. 

Oc1!r. 21t. 1739. 

JOHN RUSSELIi 
tlttorney fOT the peJe1/,dam. 

TO' '1'l£E HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT OF' 
~rADJ!:ASPA'1'NAM • 

HUM:BLT CoMPLAINING Shewetn unto this Honourable Court your Orator Alla
g'&pa:h &brtmoney Mel'(!hant of MadrM, That Chinna; Tom:he W oodundee Merchant 
of a!ld now living and residing in MadraS' your Oratot" having agreed to Lett one 
V ellC3lttte ~tty l!:tav-e 4~~ ps. at Res,pondentia drat is to say to get 400 Pagodas at 
Respondentra for the ~a1d Vencat~ Pufty, and your- Orator, and the said Vencata. 
PattY' 1l~ go f!quat maTe' ill. the Profit and loss tne said 400 Pags. to be in'VesteciI fn 
Yadr!l.!I' and to ~e di~eed of at Peg? by_the said Venea~ee I:utty and your ,Orator 
she~s-th3t MeetmgWlth t~e abovesru.tt W09dundeer he tne s:ud Woodundee .having 
nohee yom. orator was gOI~g to Lett the saId Veucattee Put.!y have 400, Pag~~s OD 

the ,wfOl'eS3:1d Termff, &eslr~ ~f your Orato:!" tha~ he the said .W60~undee mIght be 
Con~~rned 100, Pagoda~ wIth.your Or~tor, . WhICh your prato}! ,did agree to; and 
yottr Orator' sheW! That: YOUI' orator drd take. a: .Respondentia .Bond ~rom, the said 
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:v f.Ilcatee Putty. in. theN ame of Arnatchelum Chitty, and Lent him t4e 400 ,Pags; 

.one of which, was the Concern of .the said W oodundee. now yQur Orator shewl! That 
your Orator havi,ng Business in the Country did Leave the said W oodundee to tak.e 
care of your Orators house and Family, and your Orator .sheWs,t.nat, w.hile ,Your 
.o~ato.r was, ~6sen:t.,. an~, 4et~e ~,ai¢l, W oodundet: In.: :rr:ust a~d" pos~ession of, your 
.olators house, he the said W oodundee did take away your Orators Ohest and 
-:Escrutd~e, -iri whiCh 'was' Sundry' Bulses of Rubies, and' Sundry. Bonds' Notes and 
qaj~ns; 'and ,Y?~r.-o~a~o~ '~h~ws tha~ on yo~(;O:~t~rs..r,e~urn .~o ¥a~r~.~y~,+r;Orat~r 
,d~d.!lll\ke Cornplal,nt t? some ()f the Cast by 'Yhich,IOeans your 'Orator re~?,:,~re4 h~ 
):{J.tbl~S B()nds andqaJa~s E;xcept ~he' Respondentia )30nd before J?entl<?n~d an4 
,s,<?;r;ne.Toys va~ue abou,t ,30 Pags.\vhlChBon4, he t~e sal~ Woodu~dee dId pret~p.d. ~as 
mIslaId .and your Orator shews that SometIme after he the saId W oodundee bemg 
'going to 'depart this place for Pegu and your Orator suspecting he .. inigh~ byvirtu~ 
of said Bond recover the said money, of and.from the said Vencattee Putty at Pegiie 
your Orator t<;>: prevent as much as in hini lay, the, said W obdundee' from possessing 
himself of said money; Did write a Letter to the said Vencatte Putty thereby Signify~ 
ing the Clandestine means the said W oodundee had used to possess himself of said 
Bond and at the same time ordered him not to pay any money on account of said 
Bond to the said WoodUJidee But Your Orator shews tha.t the said W oodundee did 
possess himself of your Orators Letter, and prevented your Orators advice from 
reachipg the said Vencattee Putty' and Likewise ptoduced the B6ndand' demanded 
Principal Respondentia and Profits that had accrued from said money, and your 
orator shews, that .the Principal and Respondentia of said ~ondamount~d to 544 
Pagodas besides the Profits that was to be Divided as ,'1Il agreement Between Your 
Orator and the said Vencatee putty . 

. , AND your Orator shew!3 that he has frequently in the most friendly manner 
applied himself to the said W oodundee requesting of him to restore the Bond or pay 
the money received on account of said Bond But now so it is may it please this 
Honourable Court the said Woodundeeabsolutely refuses to give your orator any 
'satisfaction in the premisses. 

To the end therefore that the said W oodundee may upon his Corporal Oath 
true and perfect answer make to all and every the matters aforesaid as fully truly 
and effectually to all Intents and purposes as if the same were here again repeated 
and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay your orator the said, 544 Pagodas with an 
Equal share of the profits as is before set forth and that the said W oodundee may 
.1,lpon Oath set forth what was received 'by him as profit besides the aforesaid Sum 
,and that your Orator may have such further and otlier Relief in the premisses 'as 
shall be agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. " 

Sworn iil Court 
Decr ; 18·: 1739. 

J ORN RussEL'L 
Attorney fOT the Complainant. 

THE ANSWER of Chinnatomby" Woodundee 
Merchant of Madras Defendant to the Cross 
Bill of' Complaint of Allagapah Subramonv of 

, , '. the said place Merchant Complainant., W 

, 'THIS Defendant saving and reserving to himself now and at all times. he~eafter 
ull ani! all manner of Bene:6.ts and advantages of Exception to the' Manifold 'Errors 
ilond Imperfec,tions, Incertainties and ,untr1,lthsin the· Complainants said Bill con
tained for answer thereunto or to so much thereof as this Defendant is advised doth 
materially, concern this Defenaant to make !an,swe:r: unto he this ,Defendant answere.th 
and saith that the Plaintiff did never as, this' Defendant knows let one Vencattee 
Putty.have 400 Pagodas at Respondentia on the Terms set forth in the Complainants 
Bill I')f Complaint, unless the Complainant did so unknown to this Defendant, but 
to. i:nake the. matter clear for the: Inspection of this Honourable Court 'in shott, the 
'~qo Pagodas t?eComplainant pretends. he lent to ': encatta· putty w~s not lent by 
hrm Hut by thIS Defenda~t fro.m whose. hands the saId ·money was paId and Conse
quently tIiis Derendt . was the only titled person to receive it back from the said, 
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Venkataputty to whom this Defendant paid it with his own hands, But this Defen9.-: 
ant doth admit h,e did take up 300 Pagodas from the Complainant but then it was 
in part'of agreatei SUm the Complainant before stood indebted to .this Defendant 
asJp account ~nn_exed to this Defendants'Bill ~ill shew referrence bemg had thereto 
But the Complainant'in'hiii Fictious Cross Bill artfully appropriates the 300 Pagodas 
W'hich this Defendant took up of him to the Bond which Ven~ataputty gave this 
Defcndt . and with which the· Complainant never had any . concern. Qut pretends so 
to have had being unwilling to have the 300 Pagil • dedu9ted out. of .the money he. 
owed to his Defendant as- W: account aforesaid, and to make it plain the Complain;mt 
never had any:Concern in the said Bond so given by the said Venkata putty to thiS! 
Defendant this Defendant ,doth' annex hereto' a Translate of the' Agreement ArticIes: 
whioh was drawn at the same time the 400 ps. was l~t by this 'J!efendant and .the: 
Bond given· by Vencataputty & which Bond has been .since taken up at ~egue .by 
the said Venkataputty and the Contents paid by him to t.his Defendant, But the, 
Articles of agreement still remains with this Defen'dant signed by the said Venkata ... 
putty· which demonstrates the Complainant had no Concern. therein. ' , . 

AND this Defendant also denies that he took away any Ohestand Escrutore 
,)ut of the plaintiffs house, save only that which is his ow:n and this DefendantabsC)· .. 
hItely denys that ever he carried any Bulse of Rubies and Bonds Notes &c.of the 
Complainants which he this Defendt . sta.nds accused with But this Defendantaoth 
admit it to be true, that he this Defendant did dwell and reside in the Complainants 
houi<e, some time as his own, being Brother in Law to the Complainant, at which 
time this Defendant had no dwelling house of his own. But this Defendt . did never 
Conyey ought out of the Complainants house of the Complainants property, But this 
Defendants goods only and even those was Carried out in presence of the Complt .. 
and by his own consent as in the Issue of this Cause shall be fully proved, and this 
Defenoant denies he was ever subject totheOensure of the Cast as the Complainant 
falsely pretends and this Defendant doth absolutely deny that he ever possessed 
l1imself of any Letter sent by the Complt. to Vencataputty or any other person in 
Pegue. And this Defendant hath long from time to time requested the Compl;t~ to 
settle Accounts with this Defendllnt But without Effect. , 

ALL which matters and things this Defendant is ready to averr and prove a~ 
this Honourable Court shall award and humbly: pr!l-YS to be hence Dismissed with 
His R~asonable Cost in this Behalf most wrongfully. sustained. . " I • 

.HENRY D'EVEIL 
Attorney jor the D~fendan~.' 

September :1 5th . .17.36. 
I 'MiLAPORE' Chellaputty. Vencatty Puttee Modlare do hereby agree and Con

tract with W oodundee Modalre that whereas he having procured for me the loan 
of 400 Pagodas from Arnachala Chitty on Respondentia to Pegue, the said Sum to 
be laid out in Goods and Merchandize of this place proper for the market at Ava 
there to be carried by me to be disposed of and the produce to be Invested in Goods 
there and to return to Madras where the said Goods being sold the Principal & Pre
mium of the above mentioned Respondentia discharged, what Surplus or Gains 
shall remain to be equally divided between the said W oodundee Moodelare and 
myself, It is agreed further that in Case of the Goods aforesd . sell for loss or by 
bad debts or otherwise any IJoss should arise thereby the said Woodundee Modlare 
to bear an equal proportion of the same with myself. 

WrrNE.SS 
Porchilure Condopah Moodlare. 
W ntiare Subramony. 
Drawn by Subramony. 

THANSJ,ATED from the Original. 

Signed 
VENCATY PUTTY. 

GEO: JONES 
E~amr. 
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THE Replication of Allagepa Subremony Mer
chant of Madras Complainant to the Answer of 
W oodundee of the same place Merchant Defend
ant. 

THIS Replyanl now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to himself 
all anrl all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the manifold Errors 
Imperfe,ctions Incertairities and untruths in the Defendants said answer for Repli
cation therelmto saith that all and singular the matters and things in the CompltB. 
said Bill are true and certain as the same are therein alleged & that the Defendants. 
said answer is very untrue Imperfect Insufficient in the Law to be replied unto, for 
this RepJyant saith that 200 Pagodas of the four lent to Vencata Putty was Borrowed 
of Arnachelum Chitty by this Repliant and one hundred Pagodas was the Concern 
of this Repliants Brother named lZacuna] and the other hundred Pagodas was the 
Ccneern of the Defendant, which made up the sum of 400 Fa. lent Vencataputty 
for which the said Vencataputty gave this Replyant a Bond in Arnachelums Name. 
and which Bond the Defendant took from this Replyant and received the amount 
of said Bond Together with the Premium, of and from Vencataputty at Pegu, as: 
this Defendant himself acknowledges, as for the agreemt. the Defendant annexes 
to his Answer, it is true, that it is wrote in the Defendants and the said Vencata
puttys names but this Repliant begs Leave to shew, that the true intent and meaning 
of said Agreement was that Vencata Putty should have one half of the Profits and 
this Replyant and the Defendant the other half of the Profits to be divided Between 
them, But this Repliant says that the Defendant and this Replyant being at that time 
in perfect Harmony and friendship one Name was at that time thought sufficient to 
be Incerted with Vencataputtys in said agreement, and this Replyant says the 
Defendt . did not take up 300 ps. of this Repliant Neither doth this Replyant perceive 
that the Defendant has given Credit for any such in his account too and annexed to 
his Original Bill and as to the Defendants pretending that. this Replyant is Indebted 
to him this Defendant thig Repliant begs leave to shew the Contrary by the two 
accounts annexed to this Repliants Replication, which this Repliant begs may be 
received as part of said Replication by which it will appear that the Defendant 
stands greatly indebted to this repliant. 

All which matters and things this Repliant is ready to averr maintain and 
prove as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays as in and by his said 
Bill lip. hath already prayed. 

JOHN RUSSELL 

Atty. fCYf' the Complainant. 
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. ACCOUNT OF RESl'ONDENTIA YIZ". 

15th. From Arnachelum Chitty' "Pags. '1400' '@ 36 l{f! 

9 

Cent for 18 mOS. " '" 
Do. Woodandy @ 40 ~ Cent ~ 18 mOS .... 
From Armagom Ditto' 
Naga Chittys private adventure 
From Armagom 109 Tecalldo• 

From Subramonies @ 20' ~ Cent ~ Month 

Pagodas. 

1400 
30 
20 
33 27 
44 

155 

1682 [27] -

ACCOUNT OF PRmCIl'AL Al5IJ) REsPQBDmrrl& VIZ~. 

1736 
April 28 Arnachellums Principal 

@ 36 ~ Cent Respondentia fill: 
140'0' 

18 mOS. . .. '504 
1904 

W oodandy. Principal ... 30 -
@ 4O'~ Cent fOl: 18 mOIl. 12 

42 
Armogon Principal ... 20 

@. 40' ~ Cent Respondentia. 8 -
28 

Naga. Chitty Principal 37 21 
@ 50' ~ Cent 16' at '40' 

50 22 40 
Armo&,on 109 Ticall 44 
Subramonie principal 155 

@ 20' ~ Cent ~.9. month. 31 -
186 

2254 22 40' 

THE MONEY BECEIVEn m PEGU. 

Woodandyand Canavarum 7 Ticall ... 2 31 40' 
Aundy 21 Ditto ... 7 
Rama.. ~gam 2 9 

12 4 40' 

Pagodas 2266 27 

AccoUN~ OF INTEREST Vlzr. 

Arnachallum Chitty Principal a.nd 
Respondentia. from May the 20' 
1736 to August the 3O'th. 1736 is 1904. -

mOS. ds. 
3. 10' a. 9 ~ Cent ~ a.nnum ... 47 22, 40' 

1951 22 40' 
Subramoirie Do. 186 

Interest on Do. ... 5 27 
191 27 

Armogoll 72 
Interest ...•. . 2 - 74 

Cwed over 2217 13 40' 

1745-4 
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.ACCOUNT OF INTEREST VlzT.--cont. 
Brought Forward 2217 13 40 

Naga Chittl 50 22 40 
Interest 1 9 -

51 30 ~~ [sic] 
yVoodu:ndy 42 
.Canavarum. 2 31 40 

44 .31 40 

~ 
Aundy' . 7 
Ramah Lingam 2 9 

Pagodas 2323 13 40 [sic] 

ACCOUNT OF SALE. 

Ruby sold to Tomby Chitty and 
Paupa Chitty fOl:: ... 1360 

CHARGES VIZ'r~ 

Ball Chitty . 50 
Ga.ve .to Poor 2' 

. Customs' 31 ~ Cent. 47 21 48 
99 21 48 .. 

Net amount 1260 14 32 
Gold 18 '9 
Received of Rama Lingam and Ganaparmaul 282 22 

., Maria ... ... ... ... .... . ... 3 27 
Interest on Ditto. 7 18 

Pagodas 1572 18 32 

ACCOUNT DIVIDENDS VIZT. 

Rama Lingams paid him in full ... 2 9 
.A.undy Do. 7 
Freight &c Charges 33 5 
Arnachelum. paid him in part 1530 4 

1572 18 -

ACCOUNT OF WHAT MONEY DUE TO PEOPLE LVIZTw 

Arnachelums ... 421 18 
Interest on Do. from Septemr. the 
I stL 1736 to . June the 30th. 1737 
is 10 mOS. @ 9 ~ Cent ... 31 20 20 

453 2 20 
Sebramony Accot • lit~ 

tIe-Monsoon ... 191 27 
Woodandy 42 
Canavarum 2 31 40 

236 22 40 
Interest on Ditto ... 17 22 40 

254 9 -
N aga Chitty ... ... 51 31 40 
Interest on Ditto 3 31 40 

55 27 

:A.rmogon· 74 

. P.agodas 837 2 20 
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ACCOUNT OF SALE OF :gUBIES. 

ao. Moakham sold him for 

CHARGES. 
Ball Chitty 32 
Hacasbaw or gave to 

pool: ••. ... 5 
Charges &c 12 27 
The Houble Comp 

Custom 31 18 

... 900 --

si 9 

Net amOlint- 818 27 -

ACCOUNT OF2D. DIVIDENDS VIZT. 

Arnacballum paid him in full ... 453 2 20 
Paid. W oodandy on account Subra-

monie &c ... ... 254 9-
Paid Armogon ... ... 74 ...... -

781 11 20 
Ballance Remains 37 15 60 

818 27 
F.~ 

AOOOUNT SALE. 

. -~ .. -.---- -WOODANIlySold him Vizt • 
1 pair Ruby 17 

. 1 Rubie •.. ·10-
1 Ring 8 
Mush 6 
Pegu Dungery 6 . - 47 - -

SUBRAMONY Sold him Vizt. 
1 pair Ruby 10 
III Corge Do. small •.. 4 -
1 Rubie 3 
i Ditto ·10 -

32 - [sic] 
REcE:rvE~ of Candapa Acct. Ruby. 384 -4 60 -
Boats Profits . 2 10 

465 14 
~e Moneys remain in 2d. Payments Pags. 37 15 

502 30 
Paid N agapa Chitty 55 27 
Interest on· Do. ... 13 40 

56 4, 

Pagodas Remains 446 26 

Pagodas 446. 26 your half is 

MEMORANDUM. 

... Pags. 223 13 

Goons remains in Subramonies band Value_ 
about 60 or 70 Pagodas. 

1745-4A. 

60 
60 

40· 

~O 





WOODANDY DB. 1fJ CONTRA .' ()B. ....... 
1735 Brought Over 52 19 Brought- Over 47i 20 70 
Oct. 10th• To Cash paid J anny 9 .. . .. 

Novr• " 
To Do. D!'. 9 

.. To Do: paid· Schoolmaster· ... 1 6 .. .To Do . paid his Wife 1 13 . , To 3 Clouts ... ... 1 ·4 

Decr • 
" To Cash paid Janny .., 1 3 

1735/6 .. "tI , ~ Jafiry II . To Do, Do. 9 5:l 
R. Febry. To Do. 9 .... 

" ... ;:s 
~ March To Do. 9 <n 

" 
1736 S· 
April ., To Do .. 

I ;;. 9 ~ 

May .. To Do., paid him ".'.-. .8 ~ 
To 3 pS; of Long Cloth ' 7 5 20 ~ 

" 0 
To 3 Turbands 2 29 '20 '"i 

,U r..~ 

" To 1 pS. Dowleis t1 20 C":) - 0 
To Cash paid Teagap~ 1 1 I: 

" '"i ... 
~.,... 

" To Do. paid Niny ...... .1 --3 
~ .. To Do. paid him 1 13 
~ 

'" To Do. paid at st. Thoma • __ S \::Jl 

" To paddy for his Sister 2 10 
;, To Cash paid Schoolmaster 2 

" To Brass Potts ... • .• ,I 4 

" To Cash paid N arraindoss 4 

" To D!l. paid Chandrapa 1 
"', To Do. paid 'Poovy - 13 2d 

Carried Over 83 25 j Carried &ver 471 20 70 
I . ! ~. • 

~ ..... I <:0: 



WOODANDJ 
:W CONTRA ca. eo 

.0 

lirought Over tl3 25 Brougbt Over 471 20 "/0 

June 10th. To Do. pail' rOI Jt'Wr.lIR 35 ...-

July " 
To Do. paid ... 1 12 

,. To Do. paili Nin\" 1 1 

" 
To Un. 9 60 

" 
To a. Chest and Lock 3 

" 
To Cash paid Teagapah 9 

" 
To a Clout 1 18 

" 
To 8 Coats 2 

" 
To Doisties 1 

,.. To 2 pS. Moorees 2 ~ 

" 
~ro 2 Doopattys 1 .~ 

C') 
0 

Augt • To Paddy for his Sister at st. Thoma. 1 
" 

"i 

'ro Cash paid at St. Thome 1 
R.. . , .. 

" 
To 2 Brass Potts' . 24 ..s. 

" 
To 3 Do. 29 60 .""':j 

" 
To 1 pS. of Gingham 9 

0 
"i 

To Cash paid for Gold 18 
.... 

" 
t;:) 

" 
To 2 pS. of Clouts ... 24 ~ 

" 
To 1 pS, of Dowties 34 Ci':l 

" 
To Cuttanies 13 40 

~ 

To Cash paid N aIle Chitty 1 31 
0 

" 

"i 
<:c:. 

" 
To Do. paid him for Seremony 3 21 

~ 

" 
To Cash 1 6 

" 
To Do, paid for Brick 5 16 20 

" 
To Do. paid Schoolmaster 1 

" 
To Cash paid for the adventure with me in 

Vencataputtys Bond at Respondentia., 102 9 

,- To my Concern with you in little Mon-
soon 191 27 

" 
To Cash 20 

"-
To Do.' Moopallingon 18 

. . • 

Carried Over 463 33 20 Carried over: 471 20 70 



WOODANDY 

1736 
Augt • 10th. 

" 
" 
II 

To Paddy at St. Thoma 
To Cash . 
To Ditto paid Poovy 
To Do. paid by Mallea 

Brought Over 

Augt. 31. To Ballance Carried to next Account 

DB. 
463 33 20 

1 
1 31 

9 
·1 

(67 19 "20 
[sic] c', 

4 1 50 

". CONTRA CR. 
Brought Over 471 20 70 

Pagodas 471 20 70 Pagodas 471 20 70 

U36 
Decr• 

FORT ST. GEORGE AUGUST THE 31ST, 1736, 

WOODANDY 

" 
To Uash paid Teagapah 

" 
To Do. Do. Valle:p.a 

,. 'fo Cash 

" 
'ro Do. pat"d Nalle Chitty. 

" 
To Diamond J ewells 

" 
To Cash paid Carpenters ~ .. 

" 
To Do. paid Teagapa's BilL ... 

" 
To Brass Potts 

" 
To Account Pornamallie 

" To Cash paid Choultry Customs 

" 
To Coral -,-,-, 

" 
To Jewells 

" 
To Planks received Wood &C&s. 

" To Account of Tannapa's Ballance' 

Carded over 

2 
2 

9 

3 
2 

1 
16 

6 
43 

89 

ERRORS EXCEPTED ~ 

" CONTRA CR. 

18 .1736 
: Augt , 31. 

9 60 
18 
9 

15 

19 
10 
a3 

32 
10 
33 60 

27 40 

By Ballance brought from Last Account ... 
By Cash received of Ananda 
By Little Moonsoon Account. 191 27 
By Respondentia Account 42 
By 0anavarum 2 31 40 

By Intelest . c n 236. 22. 40 
from August the 30th• 1736 
to June the 30th• 1737 is 10 

236 22 40 

Mos. @ 9 ~ Ct. ~ annum. 17 22 40 

4 1 50 
4 

254 9 

Carded over 262 10 50 



WOODANDY DR. :, CONTRA CR. 
Brought Over· 89 27 40 Brought Over 262 10 50 ~ 

t.:l 

June 30 To a horse .. - 153 27 By Profit & Loss for his share 223 13 

" 
To Silver ~ 18 Octr • 16 By Account Mrs. Walton received from 

" 
To Chinam 18 Armagon by hand Peria Woodandy -- ... 89 
To Paddy 4 

/ .. 
" 

To Cash re~ed of Angara Ohitty for my 
Account 4 18 

" 
To account Vencataputty 14 70 

" 
To account Con dopa 3 2 20 

" 
To one Blew stone .•. 6 - . -~ ~.- ---e 

" To 1 Rubie 10 

" 
To 2 pair Do. for Earrings .17 

" 
To 1 Lunge ... 18 

.::t! 
no 

" 
To mask valued 6 

(") 

0 

" 
To Pegu Dungarys 6 

"'i 
s::I.. 

To 1 Ring 8 
CI> 

" Octr • 10 To Cash paid his Atty. Armogon by Peria ..s. 
Woodandy... ... ... ... . .. 145 ~ 

0 
To Profit and Loss on painting· Cloth ... 46 2 20 "'i .... 
To Painters notes delivered him Vizt. ~ 

Trecaummie 18 :-+" 

Tambeen 11 27 ~ 
Mallia 5 28 

~ 
0 

Greemorty 3 ~ 
Vencana ... 18 

~ 

38 27 

560 24 17e [lie) 
To Bailance due 13 34 60 

Pagodas 574 23 50 
MEMORANDUM. Pagodas 574 23 50 

Account Dyet for 8 years for his Family and 
himself about Pagodas ... . .. 300 - • . ' 1 

FORT ST. GEORGE OCTOBER 1736. 
)' .-

ERRORS EXCEPTED 
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REJOINDER GENERAL INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as 
shall be produced sworn and Examined in a certain cause 
where in one Subramony is Complainant and Woodundee is 
Defendant in Behalf of the Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS Do you know the parties Complainant and Defendant in this Cause or 
either and which of them and how long have you known them or either and which 
of them Declare. . 

To TONAPAH Do you know that the Defendant Woodundee went to Pegu to sell 
Goods belonging to the Complainant, Do you know that the Complt. was to allow 
this Deft. 2/3&. of the Profit thereon, was such Profit ever paid or allowed him as 
;'1P Agreement. 

Do you know that this Defendant' went a second time to Pegu; if yea, for whose 
account and what was agreed of hetwixt the Complainant and Defendant, and say 
if the Defendant has ever received any Profit on his several Sales of the Complain
ants Goods at Pegu Declare in whose hands is such accounts and moneys what such 
Goods so sent to Pegu was sold for Declare. 

Item. Do you know or can you say any other matter or thing material for the 
Complainant in this Cause If Yea set forth the same as you know have heard or do 
believe with the reasons of such your Knowledge or Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

BETWEEN Allagapah Subramoney Complt. 
and 

Chinn a Woodundee ... Defendt . 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 

this Court as follows. 
TONAPA Merchant of Madras aged 44 years or thereabouts being produced 

as a witness in this Cause on tht> part of the Defendant, was on the 14 day of May 
1741 shewn at the Office of Mr. John Russell Attorney for the Complainant by 
Charles Nero who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode of the said Tona
pah and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he has known the 
Complt. 15 years, and the Defendant 30 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he remembers 
tlie Defendant went to Pegu to sell Goods account the Complainant and 
that the Complainant was to allow the Defendant two thirds of the Pro
fit thereon which according to agreement was paid the Defendant. The 
Deponent saith there was a second voyage Intended to Pegu Between 
the Complainant and Defendant, and that the Complainant was procur
ing Goods for the same the Defendant Changing his mind sent this De
ponent to the Complainlb • to let him know he would not be Concerned in 

. the voyage, but as for the Goods which were provided by the Complai
nant they should be shared between them according to their proportions. 
and that the Defendant would do with them as he thought proper, the 
Complainant answ~r~d this Deponent he ha~ procured Goods proper for 
Pegu & was not wIllmg to share them but If the Defendant was willing 
to proceed the Voyage he should have the Goods Entirely on his own 
account paying the Complainant Principal and Respondentia on so much 
as was the Complainants share of them, the Defendant agreed to the 
same and went to Pegu, but on his return the Complainant took posses
sion of what was brought back from Pegue and allowed the Defendant 
no share thereof, The Deponent saith that the moneys and accounts 
belonging to the sevl . voyages made Between the Complainant and 
Defendant to Pegn are in the. hands of the Complainant and 
further saith not to this or the last Interry. 

Ronr. Sr.oPER TONAPAR 
Examf'. 

1745-5 
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ADDITIONAL Interrogatories to be administred to such Wit
nesses as shall be produced sworn and Examined on part of 
the Defendant in a certain Cause wherein One Subramony 
is Complainant and one Pegue Woodundy is Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS Do you know the parties Complainant and Defendant in this Cause or 
either and which of them or how long have you known them or either and which of 
them Declare. 

T~CONDAPAH Item Did you carry 400 Pags , worth of Bonds from the Com
plainant to this Defendant, if yea to what Inte!lt was such Bonds Carried to this De-
fendant and who sent such Bonds, was yo~ WItness to such Bonds Declare. . 

Item Do you know or can you say any other matter or thing material for the 
Defendant in this Cause if yea set forth .the same as you know have heard or do 
Believe with the reasons of such your knowledge or Belief. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

BETWEEN Subramoney Complainant 
and 

Pegu W oodundee Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses taken in this Cause by and before the Examiner in 
this Court as follows. 

CONDAPAH Merchant of st. Thoma aged 51 years 01' thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant was on the 25th • day of 
May 1741 shewn at the office of Mr. John Russell Attorney for the Complainant by 
Charles Nero who left a Note of the Name Title and place of abode of the said Conda
pah and afterwards being Sworn and examined Deposeth as follows, 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant 4 years and the Defendant 10 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he this Deponent 
carried by the Complainants order to the Defendant a Bond for the Sum 
of 400 Pagodas and drawn in the name of Arnachelum Chitty and Wit
nessed by this Deponent, but on what Account the said Bond was sent 
This Deponent cannot say And further this Deponent saith not to this or 
the last Interrogatory. 

ROBT, SLOPER 
Examr• 

CONDAPAH 

TRANSLATE of the Referrees Report concerning the ac
counts of Subramoney and W oodundee dated Madraspat
nam this 15th. day of April Anno Domini .1745. 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRASPATNAM. 

WE Trevengada Moodelare, Servanahpulla and Gruanathen Do humbly report 
that We have Inspected the accounts of Suhramony and Woodundee delivered to us 
hy this Honourable Court but are not capable of making any adjustment thereof un
less the parties are present We therefore beg leave to lay before this Honourable 
Court the Accounts as they are stated by Subramoney which follows. 

SUBRAMONY first Credits Woodundee for the sum of Pags. 13. 34. 60 then 
debts him for the sum of ps. 323 for the Maintenance of Woodundee & his Family, 
and afterwards deducts from it the said sum of ps, 13. 34. 60 and makes a Ballance 
due to himself of tne Sum of Pags. 309. 1. 20. 
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THE Following particulars are said to be in the hands of W oodundee but the 
property of both parties Vizt. 

1 Hand Escrutore. 
I Ditto. 
1 Ditto of Sandall Wood. 
1 Chest. 
I Case with Bottles. 
6 Chairs. 
1 Cotto 
2 Brass Potts. 
1. Pelon and Black for beating Rice. 
1 Brass Bandage. 
1 Brass Pott. 
1 Stone for a Seal. 
1 Sett of Heads Toys or Milare for a Woman. 
1 pair of Scales and Weights. . 
1 Brass Pott with a Cover. 

19 Sapphires. 
10 Rubies. 

AN ACCOUNT OF PRECIOUS STONES. 

1 Sapphior Cutt. 
4 Enmathists. 

·16 Small Rubies; 
3 Ruby Beads. 

The whole amounting to Page. 60 or 70 but not mention whose Possession they 
are in. 

GOODS taken up by Vencatapathe at Respon-
dentia to the amt , of pa, 300 
Premium thereon @ 36 ~ Cent 108 

Amt. of the Princl. Premium 408 
INTEREST on the sum of ps, 408 for 6 years & 9 Mos. at 

the rate of 9 ~ Cent amounts to ... . pa. 247 31 40 

"'nole Amount Pagodas. 655 31 40 

There is no mention made to whom this Money was paid. 
Translated from a Cadjan said to be the Original as near as it will admitt. 

MAYORS COuRT AT 
MADRASPATNAM; 

1745-5A 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

TUESDAY the 28th. ·day of May A.D. 1745 
Between Woodundee of Madras Mercht . Com
plaint. 

and 
Subramoney of the same place also Merchant 
Defendant. . 

and 
... ~etween SJIbramoney of Madras Mercllant 

.. ()omplt and.Woodundee of the same place also 
M~rchant Defendant. 
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'l'JIESE Causes coming on this day to be heard and Debated before this Court 
in the presence of the Attorneys on both sides; On hearing the Bill of W oodundee 
with an Account Current thereto annext, The answer of Subramoney, the Replyca
tion and Rejoinder the Bill of Subramony, the Answer of Woodundee with Translate 

P 1216.23. of a Bond under the hand of Vencataputty dated Sepr: .15. 1736 for ps. 400 thereto 
8. 64 & annext, The Replycation with 2 Accounts thereto annext, The Rejoinder, also the 
644.-.- Proofs taken in the Cross Cause on the part of the Defendant W oodundee the Com

plainant Subramoney not having produced any, an or~er made in these Causes on 
the 24t\ day of December 1744 another order made In these Causes on the l&th. 
day of January last past and the Referrees Report in pursuance of the last order 
read, And on Examination had this Court doth therefore think fit to order & Decree 
and doth accordingly order and Decree That the Bills of both Complainants do stand 
Dismissed out of this Court and that the Complainant W oodundee do pay the Costs 
of both suits. 

9th • April 1745. 

IW CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr• 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRASPATNAM. 
HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Pom

bala Vellapah Merchant of Madras having had Sundry dealing with one Teagapah 
Chitty also of the place aforesaid Merchant He the said Teagah Chitty having Occasion 
for a sum of Money requested the Loan of your Orator who advanced and lent him 
400 Pagodas Current of Madras which in Sterling money of Great Britain account-

B -

. ing each Pagoda 8 amounts to 160£ or thereabouts fo~ securing the repayment of 
which sum with Interest after the rate of 8;'1j? Cent ~W annum at or before the 
Expiration of 2 months from the date of the hereinafter mentioned Obligation He 
the said Teagapah did sign to an Obligation written in: English Copy of which is as 
follows Vizt. "I promise to pay to Pombala Vellapah the full & just Sum of 400 
" Pagodas Current of Madras together with Interest after the rate of 8 iW Cent at 
" or before the expiration of two months from the date hereof for value received 
"as Witness my hand in Fort St. George this 7 day of February 1744/5." 

Signed in our Presence. 
William Dumbleton. 
Two Black Witnesses. 

TEAGAP AH CHITTY. 

The time for Payment being Elapsed your Orator hath often in an amicable 
manner Demanded the same from the said Teagapah Chitty But now so it is may it 
please this Honourable Court the said Teagapah Chitty Wilfully and obstinately 
refuses to give Your Orator any manner of satisfaction your Orator therefore prays 
such General Relief touching the premisses such as to this Honourable Court shall 
appear agreeable to Equity and Good Conscience To the End of the Bill. i , 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM, 

WILLIAM DUMBUi:TON . 
:Attorney for the Complt. 

TUESDAY the 28th day of May Anno Domini 1745 
Between Pombale Vellapah of Madras Mer
chant CompJt, 

r' and 
TeagapaJi Chitty of the same place also Mer
chant Defendant. 
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ON HEARING the Complainants Bill read, and it appearing to this Court that the 
Defendant hath been served with the regular process to answer ~he Complainants 
Bill but Wilfully & Obstinately refusing so to do, On due Consideration had This 
Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and 
Decretl that the Deft. do pay unto the Complainant the full and just sum of 40U 
Pagl)d~s Uurrent of Madras being the Principal money of the Bond on which the 
Plaintiff sues together with such Interest after the rate of 8 :W Cent:W annum as 
now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and also 
the Costs of this Suit, the Plaintiff having made Oath to the. Truth of his Demand. 

!1fl CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

17th. July 1744. 
To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth to this Honourable Court Your Orator Didde 
Butch,mah Merchant residing in Madras That one Colah Rangasoy late of Madras 
But Deceased having in his life time occasion for a Sum of money did apply himself 
to your Orator requesting the Loan thereof Whereupon your Orator did advance 
and Lend unto the said Colah Rangasoy the full and just sum of 270 Pags . Current 

. s 
or Madras which in Sterling money of Great Britain allowing 8 'iQ pagoda amounts 

lb. 
to 108 or thereahout!'. and for Securing repayment of the said money he the said 
Colah Rangasoy did sign and Give unto Your Orator two several Obligations one 
bearing date tp.e 25 June 1743 the late bearing date 15th . Sepr. 1743 both of which 
severally Specify that he the said Colah Rangl:!-soy did Mortgage and make over 
unto your orator his Dwelling house & Ground Situate and being in the Weavers 
Street Between the houses of Cahware paukah Welley and Gardealah Venkatardres 
Contg. in Length 82 ffeet and in Breadth 56 ffeet as by the Bill of Sale of the said 
house will appear in your Orators Custody and ready to be produced as this Honour
able Court shall seem meet. 

AND your Orator shews the said Colah Rangosay Did Depart this place and Go 
a Voyage to Sea and the Ship in which he went is lost with all her Crew being founder
ed at Sea and since the said Colah Rangosays death there is arrived in this place one 
Vencatashia that calls himself the deceaseds Heir and nearest relation and Claims 
the said house so in Mortgage to your Orator whereupon your Orator demands pay
ment of your Orators principal and Interest so lent his Predecessor aforesaid But 
the said Colah Vencatashia refuses to pay your Orator any more than 100 Pags. 
alledging the de<'~E-a!>ed borrowed no more of your Qrator, who is ready to make 
Oath to the contrary and the said CoUah Vencataishia's Error in that Belief arises 
from a :Mortgage of 9 years past when your orator lent the Deceased 100 Pags. 
whi~h the deceased. paid off in his life Long since and the debt now Contracted since 
is but of Late as by the date of the two Obligations will appear as also the Title Deed 
of the said House in Your Orators Custodv But so it is the said Colah Vencatashia 
pretends to have some objections to make which your orators prays he may set forth 
in his answer and by what Title he makes himself Heir to the Deceased's Estate that 
your orator may be safe in the Delivery up of the Title Deeds of the said house. 

To THE END THEREFORE that the said CoUah Vencatashia may upon his Corporal 
oath true and perfect answer make to all and every the matters aforesaid as fully 
and truly as if the same were here again repeated and Interrogated and be decreed to 
pay your Orator his said principal of 270 Pagodas with the Interest due thereon and 
the said Colla Vencatashia may give your orator such further and other relief in the 
premisses as may be agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. 
. HENRI DEVEU. 

Attorney for the Comp.lainant. 
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25th • June 1743. 
I COLAH RANGOSY do hereby acknowledge to have Borrowed and received of 

Diddy Butchenah the sum of 270 Pagodas Current of Madras for Securing the 
repayment of which Sum with Interest at nineW Cent :W Ann on demand I mort
gage my house with 1.hl' Bill of Sale thereof. 

WITNE3S 
Oo~apedda Suuana. 
Numbe l'ettuml)oo. 
drawn by Cullellah Rangiah. 

COLAH RANGASOY. 

Translated by a Cadjan said to be the' Original. 

15th. September 1743. 

,JOSEPH GITBIN 
Exarr..r. 

WHEREAS heretofore I mortgaged my house to Didde Butchenanah for the sum 
of 270 Pagodas Now I hereby oblige myself to repay the above principal with 
Interest at nine W Cent on the 30th . of may. next, or on default of such payment at 
the Expiration of t.he time Limitted That the said House shall become his right and 
prop.;!rty for eYer in Consideration thereof. 

Wll'NESR 
God.daped~h ~nbana. 
Numbe Pettnmboo. 
drawn by Callavelah Rangiah. 

COLAB RANGASOY. 

'l'ranslated by a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

28th • August 1744. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr. 

THE ANSWER of Colah Vencatashia Inhabitant 
of Madras Defendant, to the Bill of Complaint 
of Diddee Butchanah of the same place Com
plaint. 

. TIlE said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to 
himself all & all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the manifuld .... 
Errors, Imperfections Inccrtainties and Untruths in the CompIts said Bill contained 
for answer thereunto or unto so much thereof as he this Defendant is advised mate
riallv doth concern him this Defendant to make answer unto he this Defendant 
Answereth and saith. 

THAT it is upwards of 10 years since one Latchemah (who was the owner of 
the house set forth in the Bill of Oomplaint) mortgaged it to one Diddee Eyavare the 
Complainants Brother for Pags. 170 as will more fully appear to this Honourable 
Court by a Translate of an agreement signed by the said Evavare to the said Latche-
mah bearing date Febry the 3d• 1735/6 hereunto annext and it will also appear, 
that the Ballance then remaining due to the said Diddee Eyavare from the said 
1.atchema was no more than Pags. 100 for securing the repayment of which sum the 
Bill of Sale of the said House was Left in his the said Diddee's Eyavares hands. and 
this Defendant further saith that since the above Transaction the said Latchema 
delivered sevl . Bonds into the hands of the said Diddee Eyavare for him to collect 
the money due on them which was very Considerable, but.Diddee Eyavare dying 
the now Complainant posse sst himself of all and every the aforesaid Bonds together 
with the Bill of sale of the aforesaid Mortgaged premisses, which he now pretends 
and sets .forth in his 'Bill of Complaint that the same was mortgaged to him by one 
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Colah Rangosay who is said to be the Heir of the said Latchema, a most palpable 
Falsity for this Defendant is the only survivg • Heir to the said Latchema as will 
Appear to this Honourable Court by a Certificate attested by several of this Defend
ants Cast, and which Certificate is also hereunto annext for the Inspection of this 
Honourable Court. 

AND this Defendant further begs leave to Inform this Honourable Court, that 
the said Latchema has been dead upwards of Two years, and a short time before 
her Decease s1!e sent for this Defendant (who is her lawfull Heir) and Delivered 
unto him the Agreement which the Complainants Brother signed as aforesaid, and 
at the same time said to this Defendant that he should pay to the Complainant the 
Sum of 100 Pagodas due to his Brother (who was then dead) with what Interest had 
accrued thereon, and then for this Defendant to take possession of the aforesaid 
mortgaged house and demand the Bill of Sale thereof as likewise the several Bonds 
which she naa Delivered as aforesaid unto Diddee Eyavare the Complainants Brother 
and of which the Complainant was then possessed of, and she the said Latchema 
moreover said to this Defendant, take an account of the rent due to the said house, 
and receive the amount thereof from Diddee Butchena the now Complainant. 

AND this Defendant further saith that after the decease of the ~aid Latchema, 
this Defendt . applied himself to the now Complt. and proposed paying his Demand 
of 100 pa. with such Interest that was then due thereon, upon his delivering to this 
Defendant the aforesaid Mortgaged house and Bill of Sale thereof, As also the 
amount of what rent he had received on account of the said house; The Complainant 
takes no manner of Notice but Clandestinely and maliciously goes & files a most 
false and Erroneous Bill in this Honourable Court against this Defendant. 

AND further this Defendant Begs Leave to represent unto this Honourable 
Court how far the Inveteracy and malice of the Complainant runs to ruin this Defend
ant if possible, and to Screen himself and deprive this Defendant of his Right and 
property. About 35 Years ago the said Latchema's Husbands Father borrowed from 
one Vallaboo a Noted Dubash a sum of money giving and Signing to a Bond for the 
same, Some time after the said money was paid, but the Bond by Omission remained 
in Vallaboos Family which the Complainant knowing of did basely stir up to strife 
and persuade the Family of Vallahoo to put the Bond in Execution against this 
Defendant on purpose to Vex this Deft. with a Litiguous suit. 

AND to Conclude this Defendant says that he has ever been willing and often 
Invited the Complainant to come to Amicable Terms, which he relinguishes, but 
for further Satisfaction to both parties as well as to thi& Honourable Court, this 
Defendant humbly prays this Honble Court, would refer this Affair to Referrees that 
they may Give in their opinion and Report thereof to this Honourable Court. 

ALL Which matters and things this Defendant is ready to aver maintain and 
prove as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays to be hence Dismissed 
with his reasonable Costs and Charges in this behalf most Wrongfully sustained. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

February 3d . 1735/6. 
Attorney for the Deft. 

WHEREAS heretofore Colah Latchimah Mortgaged her house to me with the 
Bill of Sale for Pagodas 170 the Interest thereon to the present date being Pagodas 
23 the whole amounting to Pagodas 193 Now having paid me in part PS. 40 and more 
PS. 53 which I allowed her being deducted there remains due to me Pagodas 100 
for the payment of which Sum she has now given me a fresh Bond which sum of 
Pags. 100, I hereby Declare to be the full amount of her Debt to me from the date 
hereof. 

TRANSLATED from a paper writing said 
to be the Original. 

JOSEPH GITnIN 
ExamP• 

Drawn and signed by 
DID DEE lYAVARO. 
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lSttl. September 1744. 

THE Replycation of Deddee Butchena to the 
answer of Colah Vencatashia. 

THIs Replyant saving and reserving to himself all manner of benefit and Advan
tage of Exception to the many Errors, untruths, uncertainties & imperfections in 
the said Answer contained for replycation thereto saith that since the Defendant 
has taken a great deal of pain to set forth the Transactions relating to the House 
now wider Suit, This Replyant, tho' he thinks it almost needless will Explain the 
matter more fully, and rectify the mistakes made therein by the Defendant. 

. ON the 18th• of M;ay 1 ?28 one Nurspo Letchimas husban.ds Father together 
WIth Oolah Rangasoy dId J omtly Mortgage the house under SUlt, to Poncala Kistna 
deceased for pa. 100 as will Appear by the said Mortgage Bond hereunto annext· 
In t~e Year 1734 Nerso? [sic] being de~d, the. said LeLchema and ~olah Ramgosoy 
apphed themselves to Dld~ee Ey~var thIS ~ephants brother ~nd desIred him to pay 
a Sum of money towards dlschargmg the saId mortgage, offermg at the same time to 
mortgage the same to him. hereupon this Repliants said Brother paid Pagodas 150 
towards redeeming the same for securing the repayment of which the said Letchima 
and Colah Rangosay agreeable to their promise Mortgaged the said house to this 
Repliants said Brother by a Writing bearing, date the 5th . of May in the year afore
said, as will also more fully appear by a Translate hereunto annext, The Defend
ant pretends in his Answer, that the premisses were mortgaged to this Replyants 
said Brother oy Letchema only, which is intirely false. 

This Replyant further saith, tha.t on the 3d• of February 1735/6 the Accounts 
being settled oetween this Replyant said Brother on the one part, and Letchima 
and Oolah Rangosay on the other part, there appeared a Ballance of Pags. 100 in 
this Repliants said Brother favour, Upon which The agreement which the Defendant 
has annext to his answer was drawn and signed by this Replyants said Brother in 
the name of Letchema only, but to overthrow the advantage of the Defendant takes 
of this, on the very same day both Letchemah and Oolah Rangosay did Jointly sign 
a fresh mortgage Bond of the premisses to this Replyants said Brother for the said 
Ballance of 100 pa. the Translate of which mortgage Bond is likewise hereunto 
annexed. 

Soon after the said Letchamah and Colah Rangosay had mortgaged the said 
house to this Replyants Bror. for Fa. 100 on the 3 of Feb;y 1735/6 as aforesaid 
they delivered the said house to the care of this Reply-ants said Brother desiring 
him to receive the rent thereof @ i Pagodas 'f! month from a Guzaratt Merchant 
having lived two years in the house left it on pretence that the rent was too high, 
after which this Replyants Brother thro' his own Endeavours got Tenants for it, 
and repaired it, some time after this, this Replyants said Brother departed this life, 
and the said Letchema died soon after, of which when this Repliant was informed, 
he wrote to Oolah Rangasoy then at Metchlepatam to come hither and settle accots. 
relatin~ to said house with this repliant the said Oolah Rangasoy came accordingly 
last year' and adjusted the said accounts in manner following. 

Cash lent on mortgage of the house P. 100 
Interest on Ditto 81 
Cash paid Company for Quit Rent 16 
Repairs 26 35 '?O 

House Rent received as ~ al~{'ount part.iculars 

Pagodas ... 

223 35 30 
142 

81 35 30 

Accounts being thus settled the said Oolah Ran~asoy requested this Replyant to 
lend him a furr . SUJIl of money, offerin~ to give him another Mort~age Bond where
upon this Replyant lent him the smll of Pas. 188. 3. 30 which added to the 
aforesaid Ballance makes the sum of J>ags. '270 and for this Sum he signed the Bond 
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'which is now under Suit This Replyant desired at the same time to return the agree
ment or writing which his said Brother had signed to Letchima only as aforesaid, 
he said he had left it at Metchlepatam, but declared the same to be Void, and added 
that he returned from thence he would bring it and deliver it to this Replyant, but 
now the said Colah Rangasoy is dead the same has fallen into the hands of the 
Defendant who would take advantage of it, and in his answer has advanced several 
falsehoods, as that Letchema put several Bonds into this Replyants Brothers hands 
in order for him to collect the money due on them and that this Repliant perswaded 
Vallaboos Family to prosecute the Defendant in this Honourable Court. 

This Replyant begs Leave to observe, that if Colah Rangosay had no right or 
property in the said house, as the Defendant pretends he had not, he would never 
have signed the Mortgage Bonds aforesaid, Neither would Letchema or her husbands 
Father have taken him for a partner in signing them nor it can be Imagined that he 
would come from Metchlepatam to settle accounts with this Replyant, the Ballance 
of which this Replyant might have demanded of him and obliged him to pay. All 
these Considerations this Repliant humbly conceives shew the pretence of the Deft. 
to be Idle and Groundless. 

This Replyant therefore prays that either the Terms of the said Agreement 
given him in Septemr. last by Colah Rangasoy may be complied with, Namely to 
deliver the said house to him, or tliat the Defendant may be obliged to pay him the 
priD.cipal & Interest due to him on that account. 

And this Replyant saith as in and by his said Bill he hath already saith and doth 
and will A verr maintain and prove all and every thing and things therein Contained 
to be true and certain as the" same :ire therein alledged and expressed. 

HENRY DEVEIT, 
Attorney for-the Repliant. 

KNOW ALL MEN by these presents that we Narsoo and Rangasa for and in ConsD , 

of the Sum of 100 PS. to us in hand paid by Pone ala Kistna at or before the Sealing 
and delivery hereof which Sum we do hereby acknowledge to have received Have 
Mortgaged Assigned and made over and by these presents Do Mortgage Assi~ and 
make over unto the said Ponca]a Kistna All that one house and Ground in the Weavers 
street between the houses of Casware Paupah welly, and Gardedealah Venkatardes 
contg. in Length 82 feet and in breadth 26 feet To have" and to hold the above said 
house and Ground unto him the said Poncala Kistnah his Heirs & assigns for ever. 
Provided the said Narsoo and Rangasia their Heirs or assigns" shall well and truly 
pay to or cause to be paid unto the said Poncala Kistnah his Heirs or assigns the 
full and just sum of 100 Pagodas together with the Interest at the rate of 8 'W Cent 
19 Annum at or before the Space of nine month from the date hereof then this 
Obligation to be void and of no Effect else to be and remain in full force and virtue In 
Witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands and seals in Fort st George this 
18th• day of May Anno Domini 1728. . 
REGISTRED THE 18TH

• MAY 1728. Signed in Gentue C~aracter, . 
:W JOHN STRATTON NARSU. 

Regr . RANGA~IA. 
May 5th . 1734. 

WE COLAH LATCHIMAMA and Volah Rangasia do hereby acknowledge to have 
Jointly Borrowed and received of Did?e Iyavarro the sum of~ne. hundred and ffifty 
Pag~das Current of Madras for Securmg the repayment of WhICh Sum with Interest 
at Nme W Cent on demand We mortgage our house with the Bill of Sale the:r('of. 
WITNESS COLAH LATCHIMA'S Mark + 
Strema Drungum. COLAH RANGASIA. 
Oshern Doss of Guzarat. 
urawn bv Cullevala Padmanabundoo. 
Tran~lat~d from .. Cadj~n said to be the Original. 
, . JOSEPH GITKIN 

E:xamr• 
1745-6 
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.. WE COLAR LATCHIMAH and Colah Rangasai do hereby acknowledge to have 
;Borrowed and received of Didde Iyavaroo the sum of 100 Pagodas Current of Madras 
for Securing the repayment of which sum with Interest at nine ''f Cent on demand 
We Jointly Mortgage our house with the Bill of Sale thereof. . 

WITNESS 
Strema~Drungum. 
Oshern Doss of Guzaratt. 

COLAH LATCHIMAH'S Mark + 
CALAll RANGASIA. 

drawn by Cullevala Padmanabundoo. . 
Translated from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

13th . Novemr . 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examiner. 

THE REJOINDER of Colla Vencatashia to the Repli
cation of Diddee Butchena. 

THIS Defendant Saving and reserving to himself now and at all times hereafter 
all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the many Errors and Imper
fections in the said Replication contained saith, that this Defendant answer is In
sufficient in the Law to be replied unto and this Defendant further saith, that he is 
surprized to find the first mortge. Bond annext to the Bill said to be drawn in the 
year 1718 an~ registred in the year 1728 to be signed by Collah Rangasoy, because 
in the year 1718 the said Collah Rangasoy was a little Child as this Defendant can 
prove. 

As for the other mortgage Bonds annext to the Bill, Letchma at the desire of 
Diddee Iyavaro the Repliants Brother as this Defendant has been Informed, this 
Defendt • not being then in this place, got Collah Rangosoy to sign the said Bonds 
with her, according to the known Custom in all these parts for a Woman not to 
sign alone but upon her Supposed incapacity of acting with Judgement in such 
matters and to prevent the Hazard of being Imposed upon, to get some man to sign 
along with hex:.. But though Rangasoy signed the Bonds, his signing gave him no 
manner of right to the house, as fully appears by a Certificate under the hands of 
the Defts. Cast, annext to his Answer; At the Death of Letchima, this Deft. came 
to Madras with an Agreement which the Repliants Brother signed to Letchima who 
deled it to this Defendant as it is at large set forth in this Defendants Answer, and 
then this Defendant applied to the Repliant and shewed the same to him desiring 
him to settle Accounts and receive his principal and Interest due on his mortgage 
and Deliver up the said house, accounting for the amount of the rent thereof, But 
the Replyant slighted this Defendants reasonable request, designing some Fraud 
in the matter by the assistance of Ramgasoy; who came from Metchlepatam with 
this Defendant, but tms Defendant knowing the Repliants bad Intentions, aid pub
lickly and in the presence of several persons tell the Repliant, that this Defendant 
was the sole proprietor of the said house; and that he had the agreement signed by 
his Brother Dlddee Iyavaro, & that Rangasoy had no right at all to it, and that 
this Defendant would make full proof thereof before the Cast and after this Defend
ant had said all this he strictly forbid the Replaynts having any manner of con
cern with Rangasoy touching the said house, This was done in the Beginning of 
August 1743 but the 'pretended Mortgage Bond as the date thereof shews was at 
the latter End of that month or several days after this Defendant had given the 
aforesaid warning. Here this Defendant humbly asks, since this Defendant shew
ed his Just Title to the said house as aforesd• and told the Replyant that the said 
Rangasoy had not the least right to it; how could the Replyant settle accounts with 
him, as he pretends he did, or lend him any further sum of money, since he knew 
that he must loose it in qonsequence of this Defendants Sole right & property in 
the said house. ., 
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This Defendant therefore most humbly prays this Hofible Court to oblige the 
Repliant to settle accounts concerning the said house with this Defendant, and t() 
deliver up the said house on receiving from this Defendant Pagodas 100 & the Inter
est due thereon together with the Agreement Siglled by the Replyants Brother as 
aforesaid, and now in this Defendants hands or otherwise to order the matter to 
R('fcrrees, as this Defendant prayed in his answer and to Oblige the Replyant t() 
deliver up all the Bonds which Letchma put into the hands of the Replyant Brother. 

And this Defendant further saith as in and by his said Answer he hath already 
said and doth and will averr maintain and prove all and every thing and things there
in contained to be true and certain as the same are therein alledged and Expressed. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as 
shall be produced sworn and examined on part of the Com
plainant in a certain Cause wherein one Diddee Butchenah 
is Complainant and one Colah Vencatashia is Defendant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis do you know the parties Complaint. and De
fendants in this Cause, or either and which of them, and how long have you known 
them. or either and which of them Declare. 

2d. To Sadualla Rangiah Vendarazaloo, Jangamiah Kistnama & Eyrsapah Item 
Do you know the two Cadjans now shewn you at the time of your Examination 
marked RD, if yea do you know how these two Cadjans arose, and from what ac
counts, and how is the account made out, & after what manner was the account 
Closed, was it by Consent of the parties & who were the parties that signed to this 
Bond Declare. 

Do you know the lawfull Heir to Latchimah deceased, who performed her fune
tal Ceremonys who Enjoyed her Effects, who acted for her in her Life time, Say all 
you know of the present affair, between the Complainant and Defendant. 

3d . To Pettumboo and Gooda ~uhbanah Item. Do you know the CaJjans (or 
either of them) now shewn you at the time of your examination marked HD are 
your names or either of them signed thereto as Witnesses. If yea, do you know 
what money was paid on account of the said Bonds and what passed between the 
parties at the time of your Witnessing these Bonds, did you ask if all parties was 
satisfied and what Answer was made, and by whom Declare. 

4th. Item Do you know or can you say any other matter or thing fer t~e Com
plainant in this Cause, if yea set forth the same as you know, heard, or do Believe 
with the reasons of such your knowledge or Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Atty. for the Compl' . 

. Between Diddee Butchenah Complainant 
and 

Cola Vencatashia ...... Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS of "Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 

this Court as follows. " 
" SADUALLA RANGIAH of Madras Schoolmaster aged 32 years or thereabouts being 

produced as a Witness in this Calise on the part of the Complainant was on the 21st• 
day of Novemr. 1744 shewn at the Office of Mr. Wm. DumbletonAttorney for the 
pefendant by 90nnecapah who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode of 
the" said 'Sadualla Rangiah and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and ExaJDin.;: 
ed Deposeth as follows. . 

.::lst:"To"ih~"'fi~st Intertogatory this Deponent saith That he knows the Com~ 
plainant and hath so known him 23 yel1rs 01' thereabouts but L3,th nQ,kn"r.iw!"'dge ot 
the Defendant. .., . 

1745-6.4. 
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. 2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he drew the Writ-
ings on the Cadjans now produced and shewn him marked lID NO.4 and 5 but knOWs. 
not from what accounts they arose or how any suc:h accounts were marle out, That 
the Complainant and Rangasoy came to this Deponent and both requested of him to 
draw the Bond and Agreement on tlle above Cadjans and \.hat Rangasoy signed them 
both after they were drawn. This Deponent further saith that the s!lid Rangasoy 
is law full Heir to Latchima deceased but knows not who performed her funeral 
CeremOflYs. That the '>aid Rangasoy acted for her during her life time and Enjoyed 
her Effects after her Decease and more saith not to thi.~ or the last Interrog8.tor·y. 

JOSEPH GITmN 
Ex(¥(Tt'l'. 

RANGIAH. 

VEERDARAZALOO of Madras Coal Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st.. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complt, 15. years and the. Defendant. 2. years or thereabouts. 

2.d• To tlle second Interrogatory this. Deponent saith that he hath no knowl
edge of the Cadjan now shewn him marked lID No" 4. But knows the Cadjan at the 
same time shewn. him marked lID N°, 5 That it is an _.<\greement Concerning the 
payment. of a Bond contg~ a Mortgage of an house for 210 Pags. which Mortgage 
arose from Accounts between the Complrunant and Oolah Rangasoy the part1.f'lllars 
of which are as follow!'! Vizt. The Complainant had formerly Lent the said Oolar~ 
Rangasoy an 100 ps. the Interest thereon To the time of settling the ac,.:ounts last; 
year appeared to be 81 Pags. to these was added 16 Pas, which the ComplaiIJ.t.nt had 
paid for the Quit rent of the said Rangasoys house as also 26. 30. 30· paid for the 
Iepairs, of the said house so that the whole amounted to 223. 30. 30 dUf! 10 the. 
Complainant out ef which was deducted 142 Pags . the Complainant having received 
that Sum for the rent of the said house the Ballance therefore remained only 81. 30. 30 
in: favour of the Complainant Now since which Ballance the ~aid Rangasoy having 
received Goods and money to the amount of 188. 5. 50 the debt Increased again 
to 270 Pagodas for the payment of which the ~aid R.angaroy gave a Bond as above, 
which he signed, This Deponent further saith he knows not who is Lawfull Heir to 
Latchima deceased or who performed her funeral Ceremonies That he knows the' 
above R.angasoy acted for the said Latchema, while Living and Enjoyed her Effects 
atter her decease anfl more- saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 

Fl.1lamt: 

VEERADARAZALOO. 

J ANGAMIAH of Jradras Petty Merchant aged 60 years or thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the Rart of the Complainant and afterwards being 
Sworn and' Examined' Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant 15 years but hath no knowledge of the Defendant. 

2d'. To ihe second' Interrogatory this Deponent saitli that he. has no knowl
[edge] of the two Cadjans now shewn him at this his Examination marked ED No. 4 
& 0) nor' can he' say froID', what accountg he arose', how any such Accounts are to 
be made 0111; relating- thereto That he' knows Cblah Rangasoy is Heir to Latcliimll 
deaeasedt and, Enjoyed lier' Effects afterwards hut knows not who· preformed her 
funeral Ceremonies'. that the said ('A)lali- Rangasoy managed' her Xffairs during hen 
Lifetime and more saitli not to tills or the' last: Interrogatbry~ 

"The. mark ot .I.urGAlIU,H. 
r 

E%am'f'. • 



• Pleadings in the MayoTta COtlri, 1745 45 

IUSTNAMA of Madras Weaver aged 30 years or thereabouts being produced· as 
a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being Sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant 10 years and the Defendant he hath known 8 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the 2d. Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows not the Cad
jans now shewn him m~rked HD or can say ought concerning the s~me ~~at he knows 
Colah Rangasoy is Herr to Latchema deceased, acted for her while Livmg a~d En
joyed her Effecls after her decease but knows not who performed her funeral Cere
monies or can further say to this or the last Interrogatory. 

J OSEPII GITHIN 
The )llark of l:ISn+AMA. 

Examf'. 

EmSAP'AH of Madras Conicoply aged 54 years or thereabouts being produced 
as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being' 
sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the Complt. 
and hath so known him 30 years but hath no Knowledge of the Defendant. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he has no knowl
edae of the two Cadjans shewn him at this his Examination marked HD No. 4 & 5 
or °ought concerning the accounts they may have arisen from that he knows Ranga
soy is Heir to Latchema deceased that he acted for her during her Life time and 
Enjoyed her Effects but cannot say who performed her funeral Ceremonies or ought 
further to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam'!'. 

IRS APAH. 

PETTU'MBOO of Madras Minter aged 46 years or thereabouts being Produced as 
a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being Sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as follows, 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith tllat he hath known the
Complainant 15 years or there~bouts but hath no knowledge of the Defendant. 

Third. To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the 
Cadjans now shewn him at this his Examination marked HD No. 4" and 5 and that 
his name is signed as a Witness to both of them He further saith that he- did not 
see any nlO~ey paid on account of. the said' .Oadjans That ?-angasoy:, acknowledged 
he had recelved the Contents and together WIth the Complamant desrred one Gooda' 
Subanah and this Deponent to sign as Witness to the above Cadjans and more saith 
not to this, or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
PETTUMBOO-. 

Exam". 

, GOODA S:UBANA.~ of.Madras Merchant ag~d 34 years .or thereaboutS being pto
duted as a Wltne~s m this Cause on the part of the Complamant, and afterwards being 
Sworn and' Exanuned Deposeth as follows. 

1st' To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that' he' h-ath known the' 
Complainant 20 years or thereabouts but hath no knowledge of'the' Defendant. 

, 3d~. To the 3d. ~t'errogatory this Depanenf saith~ t'ha.1: ,the' fu'oC'adj'ans now 
produced. and. shewn hIm marked lID No., 4 ana: 5 and SIghed as :j; Witness to- both. 
oI ~hem" That he saw no money paid but on. this Depo'nts~ ~sking it they were both, 
satisfied •. Rangasoy acknowledgpd tliat ne· had' l"~ceived th~' Content's 6f the said: 
Cadjans and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

GOODA &JBANAB. 
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INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as 
shall be produced sworn and Examined on the part and Be
half of the Defendant in a certain Cause wherein one Didde . 
Butchenah is Complainant and one Colare Vencatashia is 
Defendant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the parties Complainant and 
Defendant in this Cause (If Yea) how long have you known them or either and which 
of them Declare. 

To Vadjeral Vencattee Ramadue and Chitture Juggoo Item Do you remember 
ever to have seen the two Contending parties together (if yea) did they seem in Amity· 
with each other, what Topic did they discou;rse upon, do you remember either party 
to have made any mention of a house (if yea) what house was so mentioned, whose 
property is flaid house, and what further past at that time or any other relating to 
the present dispute what time was this Meeting of the Oontentiing parties IJerJare. 

To Vittere Gontue Paupiah Item Do you remember to have seen in the hands 
of one of the Contending parties an Agreement given to Colare Latchema (if Yea) 
what was the Contents of such Agreement, whose hands did you see it in, and how 
long ago is it since you saw it Declare. 

To Alladu Chinn!lmuntue and Siden Raganaiachu Item When did nolare Narsue 
Dye Declare. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Item Do you know or can you say any other m:ltier or 
thing material for the Defendant in this Cause If yea setforth the same as you know 
have heard or do Believe with the reasons of your knowledge and Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

BETWEEN Diddee Butchena Complainant 
and 

Colare Vencatashai Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examr • in this 

Court as follows. 
VADJERAL VENCATEE RAMADUE of Metchlepatam Braminy aged 36 years or 

thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant 
was on the 12th. day of January 1744 Shewn at the Office of Mr, Henry Deveil Attor
ney for the Complainant who left a Note of the llame Title and place of abode of 
the said Vadjeral Vencaty Ramadue and afterwards being sworn and Examined De
poseth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath hown the 
Complainant Ii year & the Defendant] 6 years or thereabouts. 

2d , To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he remembers to have 
Seen the contending parties together about 16 months past, when they seemed to 
be in Amity with each other That the Topick they entred upon was concerning an 
house lately belg , to Oolare Latchema and now the Defendants property lie further 
f!aith that the Defendant desired the Complainant to settle Accounts thereon, who 
replied That one Soy also Claimed a right therein, and that he therefore could make 
no answer to his request, till he the Defendant and the said Soy had made it appear. 
to which of them the Title of the said house belonged That the Defendant then 
desired it might be referred to the Cast to whose determination he would Submitt 
and at the same time shewed the Complainant an Obligation that was given to Colare 
Latchima by Diddee Iyavaroo and ordered him not supply Soy further with money 
till it was· determined whose property the house was and more. saith not to this or 
the last Interrogatory. . 

. VADJERAL VENCATY RAMUDU. 
JOSEPH GITHiN 

Examr• 
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. CHITTURE JUGGOO Farmer near Metchlepatam aged 52 years or thereabouts be
ing produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

181;. Tothe first Int.errogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant about a year and an half and the Defendant he hath known 24 years or 
thereabouts. 

2d.· To the second this Deponent saith that he remembers to have seen the 
Contending parties together in amity about 16 months that the Defendt . then desired 
the accounts relating to Colare Latchmahs house might be settlpd and at the same 
time shewed the Complainant a Paper which his t.he Complainants Brother had giveIl; 
the said Cola Latchima concerning the same, to which the Complainant made ,no 
other reply than that he had no knowledge of the Defendant, He further saith' that 
the house is now the Defendants property and that he then ordered th~ Complaina~t 
not to give one Soy any more money on account thereof and more salth not to this 
or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

CHITTURE JUGGoo. 

VITTURE GONTUE PAUPIAH of Madras BramillY aged 23 yrs, or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows . 

. 1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant 10 years and the Defendant one year or thereabouts, 

3d • To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he remembers to 
have seen in the Defendants hands, an agreement given to Colare Latchima about 16 
months ago That he at the same time heard the agreement read But cannot at this 
Juncture remember the Contents hereof, and more saith not to this or the last Inter
:.:-ogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

VITTURE GONTUE PAUPIAR. 

ALLADU ANNAMONTU of Madras Petty Merchant aged 70 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and after
wards, being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant 20 years and the Defendant one year or thereabouts. 

4th, To the 4th, Interrogatory this Deponent saith that it is twenty years or 
thcreabts , since Coloo Nursoo di~d and more saith not to this or the last lnterroga
tory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

ANNAMONTU. 

SIDEM RADANIACOLOO of Madras Peon aged 70 years or thereabouts oeing pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendt . and afterwards being 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st, To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complaint. 20' years and the Defendant 6 Months or.thereabouts. 

4th. To the fourth Interrogatory this Deponent saith that Colu Narsue died 
about 20 years ago and more saith not .to this or the last Interrogatory: . 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

== 

The mark of RAGANIACLOO. 
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FRIDA~ the 31st.. day of May Anno Domini 1748. 
Between I.>iddee Butchena of Madras .Mer,·hant 

Complainant 
and 

Colla. Vencatashia of the same pllwe Inb41,itant 
Deft. . 

THIs CAUSE coming on this day: to be heard and debated before this Court in 
the presence of the Defendant and of the Attorneys on both sides. On heating the 
Complatpants Bill with, Translates of aCadjan Mortgage Bond dated the 25 -June 
1743 for Pagodas 270 and of an assignmt. dated the 15th . September 1743 for Pago~ 
das thereto annext, The Defendants answer with Translate of a Declaration dated 
the 3d . day of February 1735£6 thereto annext, the Replycation with a mortgage 
Bond in English dated the 1St . May] 728 for Pagodas 100 and Translate, of two 
Cadjan mortgage Bonds dated the 5th . May 1734 for Pagodas 150 and the 3 February 
1.735/6 for Pagodas 100 thereto annext, the Rejoinder also the Proofs taken in this 
Caus~ read, And on Examination of the matters in this Cause, what was alledged on 
either, and due Consideration had thereon. This Court doth therefore think fit to 
order and decree and doth accordingly order and Decree that the Defendant do pay 
unto the Complainant the full and just sum of 270 Pagodas Current of Madras being 
the principal mone;y~ of the first above mentio!led bond, together with such Interest 
after the rate of 8 if Cent 19 Annum as now IS or shall hereafter become due there
on until full pay~ent is made and also the Costs of this Suit and in default of pay
ment at or before 21 days from the date hereof that the mortgaged premises be sold, 
and the money arising from Sale paid to the Complainant in and towards the dis
charge of his said Debt aI\d Costs. -

!iJ CUR 
NOAH CASA¥'AJOn. 

30th • ~pril 1745. 

RegT •. 

To THE HONOURABLE Tm: MAYORS f!OURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Colah 
Bassava Chittee Merchant and Inhabitant of and now living and residing in Madras 
ha.ving had Sundry Dealings with one Chittereapah also Merchant of and now Living 
and resideing within the place aforesaid He the said Chittereapah having Occasion 
for a Sum of money did apply himself to your Orator requesting the Ln211 thf'reof 
whereupon your Orator did advance and lend unto the said Chittereapah the full 
and just sum of 170 Pagodas Current money of Madras which in Sterling money of. 

B. lb. 
Great Britain accounting each Pagoda 8 amounts to 68 or thereabouts for Securi~g 
the re..£ayment of which Sum with Tnterest accrui:qg thereon after the rate of 8 1¥ 
Cent!W Annum on demand He the said Chittereapah did make sign and Deliver unto 
your Orator one Cadjan Bond Note or Writing Obligatory bearing date in Fort st. 
George the 16th . day of May which was in the year of our Lord 1743 as will appear 
'19 Translate of said Bond for the Inspection of this Honourable Court hereunto 
annexed to which your orator most humbly referrs and prays the same may be admit
ted as part of this your Orators Bill of Complaint the Original being in your Orators 
Custody ready to be produced as this Honourable Court shall please to direct and 
your orator further shews that your Orator hath often and that in the most amicable 
manner demanded payment of 'the beforementioned Sum with Interest from him the 
said Chittereapah. 

But now so it is may it please this Honourable Court the F~id Chittereapah Wil
fully and Obstinately refuses to give your Orator· any manner of satisfaction your 
Orator therefore prays a General Relief touching the premes such as to this Honour
able Oourt shall appear agreeable to Equity and good Conscience Is the End of the 
Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
'Attorney for the Complainant. 
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16 May 1743. 
I Chittereapah do hereby acknowledge to have Borrow~d and receive~ of Colah 

Bussava Chitty the sum of 170 Page. Current of Madras w!llch s~ I promlse to pay 
on the sixth of June and on default of such payment the sald sum IS to run at Interest 
at 9!1Il Cent and become payable on demand. 

WITNESS 

drawn and signed by 
CHITTEREAP AU 

Attaputtee Comorapah Chitty. 
Oolah Singanah. 
Translated from a Cadjan said to be the OriginaL 

MAYORS COURT AT 
lliDRASPATNAM. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr 

TuESDAY the 4th. day of June Anno Domini 1745. 
Between Colah Bussava Chitty of Madras Mer
chant Complainant 

and 
Chittereapah of the same place also Merchant 
Defendant. 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill with Translate of a Cadjan bond under the 
Dpfendants hand dated the 16 mav 1743 for PS. 170 thereto annext read and it 
appearing to this Court that the Defendant hath been served with the Regular Pro
cess to answer the Complainants Bill but Wilfully and obstinately refusing so to do, 
on due Consideration had This Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree 
and doth accordingly Order and Decree That the Complainant [sic J do pay unto the 
Complainant the full & Just Sum of 170 Pagodas Current of Madras Together with 
Interest after the rate of 8 W Cent W Annum as now is or shall hereafter become due 
thereon until full payment is made and also the Costs of t.his ~uit The Plaintiff first 
making Oatli to the Truth of his Demand. 

ii CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reg'P. 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MAnRAS
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Coja 
Pogose de Cauchick Armenian Me!chant now being & residing in Madras having 
had divers and sundry Dealings witli one Coja Murzam de Muckerton a}!!o Armenian; 
at present residing in Madras and having great Confidence in the Integrity of the 
said Coja Murzam de Muckerton, your orator did during his stay at Uetchlepatam, 
employ him to provide your orator divers Goods, as :W Account particulars here
unto annext will more fully appear, and to which intent and purpose your orator 
did advance him when at that place divers sums of money as by the said Account 
will also appear, but notwithstanding the Tmst vour orator reposed in him the said 
Muckertoom, did at divers times provide and s"end your orator his Goods always 
WOTRe than other peoples by 10 'W Cent and the price greater than others by as mucD 
;W Cent comparing your orators Goods with others of the same sort from the same 
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place, and which if your orator was to be strict would make a difference in account, 
of almost 20 W Cent but by a moderate Calculation in the most friendly manner 
there is at least 10:W ct. arises in the badness of the Goods and overcharge of the 
Price, which he the said Muckertoom will not allow your orator besides 5 :W Cent 
Commission which he Charges Your Orator, which your Orator denies To admit of 
by reason your orator did in the year 1739 purchase without Commission for the 
said Muckertoom 2180 Pags. Worth of Goods in this place, and did sell the same 
for him in Manilla besides others sent therewith to the amount of 4700 Dunn-ra in 
Considetation of which Friendly Term he promised to supply your orator with so 
many Goods at Metchlepatam on the same Friendly Terms, bilt Contrary to such 
his promise he now Charges Commission which your Orator refuses Unless he also 
allows Commission for what your Orator sold aforementioned. 

'l'HESE Differences in a Oourse of a Long Account, in large Sums of money 
makes the Ballance of Accounts betwixt us very unequal and to adjust which your 
orator has frequently in a most friendly manner desired to referr the said accounts 
to 4 of your Orators Nation even Indifferently Chosen by himself. But he will 
neither go to Arbitration without Compulsion, nor pay your orator his Ballance 
which in all Appearance must he on I)r about the sum of 1690 Pagoos. Currt. of 

s. 
Ma .. lras which in Sterling money of Great Britain allowing each Pagoda 8 amounts 
to 666£ or thereabouts and your orator shews the said Muckertoom has shifted 
accounts off till he is within a day or two of his departure to Metchlepatam, where 
he is now making ready for, without giving your orator any manner of satisfaction 
tho' all your Orator desires is only to allow him, according to his own Books, which 
shews his disbursements but he pretends to have no Books at all and at least will 
produce none, tho' your orator is very well persuaded No A.rmenian Lives and 
Trades without Books, wherefore your orator prays the said Muckertoom may be 
Compelled to make Choice of Referrees, after what manner so ever shall seem 'inost 
meet to this Honourable Court, for your orator is Tired out with making daily 
applycations to the said Muckertoom without Effect. 

To the End therefore that the said Coja Meerzam de Muckertoom may upon 
his Corporal Oath true and perfect answer make to all and every the matters afore
said as fully truly and Effectually to all Intents & purposes as if the same was here 
again repeated and Interrogated & be Decreed to pay your orator such Ballance as 
shall appear to be due with Interest thereon after the rate of 8 'iQ centW Annum 
from the time any Sums became due and that your orator may have such further 
and other Relief in the premises as may be agreeable to Equity and good Conscipnce. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 



1742 
July 

Sep. 

1743 
Oct. 

" To Ballance due to me in our last 
account Currt• -

13 To Rupees for 10,000 @ 357. 'iil 100 
Pags, is •• 

23 To a Bill of Exchange paid T", Ven
catzam .• 

" 
To goods you provided for me t) the 

amount of ps, 4,702 70 10 bein~ 10 
~ Cent worse •• 

To Commission 5 ~ Cent on ps, 
4231. 35, 70, p, 211. 8 you charged 
me Contrary to our Agremt. 80S appears 
by acct. Sale of your painting sold at 
Manilla in 1739 for Spanish Dollars 
4700, I Charged you no Commission 
thereon and therefore I debt you for 
the above sum •• •• •• • . 

28 To one Chest of Ophiam sold at Mum
patam on aocount of Coja Joannes de 
Parper •. 

To Sundry Goods remaining in your 
hands-

cor. ps. 

COJA MEERSOM DE MUOKERTOOM 

1743 

56 - -

2,800 14 

2,000 

470 3f -

211 8-

51 14 -

July 11 By Sundry Goods you provided on my Account 
and received by Sundry Boats as ~ your 
Invoice 

Long Cloth 1 ps. 8 12 
Present given to Cooley boys 80S ~ my 

Invoice, - lit 
Cors .P @ 

Chints 
Ditto 

• • 70 'iil 36 15 ? Corge. 
10 @ 29 1O! 

Battilies 
Ditto 

PAINTING HIRE. 
40'14 @ 17!-

Ditto Lavehick 
Mandill 
Chints 
Chabar boff Reshes. 
Moorees Do. 
Chabar boff Lave-

hick. 
Longees 

Do. 2d. Son 
Do. 3d• Sort 

Pallempores 
. Superfine Chints ,. 

10 11'131. 
8 6'2 
1 

10 @ 17'3 
2'10 34'3 

10 : 25'3 
1 

1 
1 

20 
2 
1 

2,585 10 
293 14i 

757 15 
118 4j 
49 

6 2 
170 13 
85 7t 

251 14 
34 9 

20 10 
17 8 

187 8 
67 4 
46 12 

QB. 

4,702 3 [sic] 
Handkerchiefs 
Lavehick 

1 17 72 4~ 
14 12 51- By Batty on ps, 4702. 3 @ 10 W Cent 470 3f 

84 5f 
To Batty on Pags. 4674. 12 a.t 10 ~ 

Cent . •• 567 7t 

Pagodas 6,242 4j 

By Ballance due to me 

ps. 

5172 6} 

1069 14 

6242 4 

• 



COJA MEERSOM DE MUCKERTOOM IN ACCOUNT WITH COJA POGOSE DJilAUCCRIOK ACCOUNT GENERAL 

1744 
To Ballance as ~ Contra. side without 

Interest .. .' , , .. .. .. 1,069 14 
June 4 To the purcha.se of 27 Corges of Chints 

@ 23 ~ Corge 621 
----

Pa.godas • • 1,690 14 

FORT ST. GEORGE QCTOR 2d. 1744 

E.E. 
~ HENRY DEVEIL 

Atty. IO'!' the Oomplaint, 

By BaIIa.nce Total due t.o me •• y--- •• 

CR. 

1,690 14 

1,690 14 
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23 October ~ 744. THE answer of Coja Mirza de Muckertoom: of 
Madras Merchant Defendant to the Bill of Com
plaint of Coja Pagose de CauchiGk of the same 
place Merchant Complainant. 

THIS Defendant saving and reserving to himself now and af all times hereafter 
all man..TJ.er of. exception to the many Errors Uncertainties untruths and Imperfec
tions in the said Bill Contained for' answer thereunto or to so much ,thereof as tms 
Defendant is advised materiallv concerns him t.o make answer unto He'this Defendant 
answereth and saith that he admits the Complainant did Employ this Defendant to 
provide Paintings as is set forth in the 13ill vf Complaint, 'fhis Defendant admits 
Lik€:wise that the Complainant advanced him sevl . sums of money to that End as 
'W account hereunto annext will appear, He also saith that the Complaint. sent a 
parcel of Cloth to him at Metchlepatam to be painted which together With the Goods 
this Defendant provided he Sent to the Complainant with the Account Current here
unto annext The Ballance of which accot . in the Complainants favour was Madras 

ann 
Pas. 207, 51 which Ballance the Complt, requested this Defendant to write to Coja 
Mall to pay, as he Coja Mall was Indebted to this Defendant and to Debt his the 
Complt&. Account for the same, as :111 Translate hereunto annext marked A This 
Defendant Accordingly did so, as will likewise appear by another Translate marked B 
also hereunto annext, whereby he humbly Conceives he after such Transferr was 
not or is, any way answerable for the same the account thereby being Closed and 
apFoved of by the Complainant as fully appears by the said Translate marked B 
nor cali this Defendant see and humbly hopes this Honourable Court will think so 
to, what the Complainant can want with this Defendants Books which are at Metchle
patam after the Closure and approval of all accounts Between them, unless it be 
to btl Litigllous and to hurt this Defendant in his Business by obliging him to Stay 
here when his affairs much want his presence elsewhere, 

THTS Defendant further saith that the Oomplainant being Informed from Persia, 
that Paintings would not sell there by reason of the Troubles there had been for 
two year&, has taken the Liberty to advance many falsehoods in his Bill as, that the 
Paintings sent to him were bad; and that this Defendant had overcharged in the 
price but this Defendant declares that he did not Charge more than the real Cost 
Commission included This Defendant absolutely denies to have ever prolnised or 
made any agreem~. with the Complainant to provide paintings without Commission 
as is setforth in the .Bill of Complainant and says that the reason the Complainant 
dB not charge Complainant on the 21RO Pagodas worth of Goods and also two Bales 
of Handkerchiefs, which produced the sum of ·1700 Spanish Dollars; was because 
of an agreement in Consideration of this Defendants sons ~ervice to the Complainant 
for 3 years at his place, Manilha, and on Board of Ship, as ~ Write.r and Purser, 

THl8 Defendant Intreats this Honourable Court to observe that the Ballance 
which the Complainant Charges on this Defendant. Octt'. 28, 1743 is Pagodas 1069. 14 
whereas the aforesaid Letter marked B dated 21 Novr, 1743 or one month after 

an 
that pretended Ballance declares it to be only Pagodas 207, 5. 

AFTER this Defendants Arrival here in the month of June 1744 as both accounts 
Testify this Defendant purchased a parcel of Chints of the Complainant for Pags, 621 
which he was to pay on demand with Interest at.6 W Cent 111 Ann. which the Com
plainant made no demand of till Sepr, 29th . when this Defendt , told him that he was 
Going to Metchlepatam in two or three days and would pay him before he went as 
this Defendant can fully proveBut the Complt, out of a Litiguous Temper Filed his 
Bill in this Honourable Court against this Defendant on the 2d , of Oetr, and this 
Defendant de(,lares he now is and has heen always ready and Willing to pay him 
the said sum of Pas. 621 with Interest which is the only Just. demand he has on this 
Defendant., 

All w~i.ch matters and things this Defendant is ready to Averr main~ain. and 
prove as thlS Honourable Court shall direct and humbly prays to be hence dismlssed 
with his Reasonable Costs and Charges in this behalf most Wrongfully Sustained. 

ROB'!. SLOPER 
Att!l. for the Deft. 



1743 

COJA PAGOSE DE CAucmCK 

1739 
July 11. To Sundry Goods provided Vizt. 11 

1742 Long Cloths 1 P~. • . • • 
Present to Coofeys as ~ advice. 

Corges 
Chints 70 @ 36.15 ~ Corge .• 
Do. 10 @ 29. 61 
Cashees 2.10 @ 34. 3 
Chints 10 @ 17. 1 
Moorees Keshes 10 @ 25.3 
Chabarbor Laheeks 1 
Longees fine 1 
Do. 2d Sort 1 
Do. 3d. Sort 20 @ 9.6 
Chints Superfine 1 •• 
Pallempores 2 @ 33.10 •• 

Painting hire for 42.14 Bettela 
Handkerchiefs @ 17.12 ~ Corge. 

. , Do. 8 Bettela 
Lacheeks @ 6. 2 ~ Corge. 
Do. 1 Mandill •• 
Do. 10 Jamavaurs @ 11.13 

~ Corge 

8 12 
-Ill 

2585 10 
293 141 

85 71 
170 13 
251 14 

34 9 
20 10 
17 1 

187 8 
46 12 
67 4 

757 15 

49 -. 
6 2 

117 8 

To BALLANCE Transferred to the Credit of 
Coja Malls Account 

Madras Pagodas •• 

. METCHLEPATAM 

9 71 

3761 61 

930 9 
4701 7 

207 5 

4908 12 

July 13. 
Sep. 23. 

1743 
Oct". 28. 

ERRORS EXCEPTED 
Signed in Armenian 

By Balla.nce due to him in our last ~count 

By Rupees 10,000 @ 3571 ~ 100 Pas. is 
By a Bill of Exchange •. • • • • 

By 1 Chest Ophium 

(JR. 

56 -

2800 14 
2000 -

51 14 

Madras Pagoda. • • 4908 12 

~ MEERZAM DE MUCKERTOOM. 



DB. 

1744 
June 4th. To Ballance due Pa.goda.s 

COJA PAGOSE DE CAUCBIOX 

1744 

621 - - June 4 

FORT ST. GEORGE 

ERRORS EXCEPTED 

Signed in Armenian 

By Chints 27 Corge re;ed in 
Madras 23 ~ Corge .. 

~ MEERZAM. DE MUCKERTOO :M 

• 

Pags• 621 - -
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TUANSLATE of a Paragraph of a Letter from Coja Pagose to Coja Meerzam 
Muckertoom dated October the 23d• 1743. 

SIl. 
COJA MALL told me that he owed you money, I desire you to make me Debtor 

for his Ballance due to you, and Write to Coja Mall to pay me, I will receive it from 
him. 

A True Translate. 
'f THADDEUS AGA PERRY. 

A. 
TRANSLATE of a Paragraph of a Letter from Coja Pagose de Cauchick to Coia 

Meerzum de Muckertoom dated the 21st. Novr . 1743 at Madraspatnam. 
To Coj'l. Meerzam de Muckertoom. 

I received your Favour dated October the 24th. on the llth. Instant wherem 
you desire me to come to Metchlepatam to observe my Affairs more Clearly, than 
I can here, but tho' I am at this Distance, I understand what Goods Cost there parti
cularly from others, and If you knew I was able to come, I am apt to Believe vou 
would not request it of me, For my Part it is the same To me whether I come or not, 
I wrote you before that I have nothing to say concerning This affair, what is done 

anI. 
is past, the Ballance of my Account which is to be Pags . 155. 71 and the produce 

ana. 
of one Chest Ophium Pagodas 51. 14 which amount to Madras P. 207. 51 you 
Wrote that Coja Muckertoom would pay me by the hands of Coja Mall. I will 
receive it according to your request and am with all respect. 

'rranslated from the Original 

Your most humble Servant 
PAGOSE DE CAUCHlCK. 

Wrote in Armenian as near as it will admitby 
THADDEUS AGA. PEERY. 

B. 
13th . Novemr . 1744. 

THE REPLICATION of Coja Pagose de Cauchick 
Merchant of Madras Complainant to the Answer 
of Coja Mirza de Muckertoom of said place. 

THE Said Repliant saving to himself all manner of Exception to the untruths 
and Insufficiencies, of the Defendants said Answer for Replication thereunto Saith, 
that all and singular the matters and things in the Complainants Bill contained is 
true, as is therein alledged, and that the Defendants said Answer, to the said Bill 
is very untrue Imperfect and Insufficient to be replied unto and 

'!'HIS Repliant saith that the Defendant by ommissions and over Charges in his 
Account, causes a great difference to arise Between the two Accounts, which this 
Replyant will make very Clear for the Inspection of this Honourable Oourt. 

The CompI . by his Account demands a. Bill. of Currt. PSI 1690 
The Deft. by his Account admits of no more to be due than ps. 621 

So that the Difference to be made out is 1069 

Now this Replyant hath shewn the Difference appearing on the face of the 
Accounts, it will be necessary to Shew how it arises, which is through the following 
Omissions and Errors to this Replyants prejudice and which admitted will (by being 
rectified) make out the Complaints. Ballance of 1690. 

No. 1. The first Omission to this Repliants prejudice is an Overcharge, he 
ought to give Credit for 470 Pags. a difference oflO'f ct. arising from the Badness 
of Cloth and painting in the Goods provided at Metchlepatam. 
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.. No. 2d. Second Article is also an Overcharge, we ought to have Credit for Back. 
again it being Commission unjustly Charged 211 Pagodas on his Metchlepatam 
Goods, why no Commission is due thereon shall be shewn hereafter, 

N°. 3d• Third Article is an Omission of Credit which ought to be given for 
Pags. 84 being sundry remains of Goods left in. his hands which this Repliant shall 
prove hereafter. 

NO.4. Fourth article is giving himself Wrong Credit for the Sum of Pagoda~ 
207, never received by this Repliant as shall be shewn. 

N°.5. Fifth article is an omission of Batty to make the above Sums Current 
of 97 Pagodas, being 10 !1P Cent the difference between the money here and Metchle
patam Supposing the above sums to be all made o~t by this Repliant. 

Now this Repliant humbly begs Leave to shew Just Cause, for having the above 
5 articles admitted on both sides.,; to the End this Repliants B~l1 of 1690 may be 
Justly made out, The first and most material Article of 470 Pagodas is a great 
Difference made to arise by the Defendants having in a very unfriendly manner 
loaded the Invoice with Exorbitant Prizes, & sent in Goods the Qloth and painting 
of which is worse 10!1P Cent then Goods of the same kind, sent from the same place 
to other Merchants, now here so that the Value of the Goods compared with the 
Prices Charged is no Less than 470 Pagodas at 10 !1P Cent by a most friendly Cal
culation, tho' 20 !~ Cent might be very Clearly made out, But that this Replyant 
would not Act with Rigour and Severity. 

'l'J~e Defendant has not Laid down so Exactly as he ought the ~everal Prices 
particularly but to Screen the Extravagance of such Over Charges pretends that 
his Commission of 5 !1P Cent is Blended With t.he Prime Cost, to Lessen the appear
ance of what he hath Over charged. 

UPON the Defendants Arrival here, the Complainant reproached him with his 
ill usage, and in the most mild and Friendly manner to prevent Future. Quarrells 
Begged he would put the Judgment of these Goods to Arbitration, or pay this Repliant 
71 19 Cent for his money advanced and take the Goods himself, at the rate they 
are Charged, which could' be no request unreasonable to an honest man, but the 
Defendant absolutely denied both, tho' it is Impossible this Article can be made 
clear to this nonourable Court by any other means, than that of Referrees to inspect 
and Compare the said Goods with others of the like sort, overcharged by an Account 
under the Defendants own hand in the Armenian language annext hereunto. 

No. 6. Which this Repliant prays may be ah"lo inspected and Compared with 
the value of the Goods and to shew that this Replyant can have no intent to be Liti
guous, this Repliant will Submitt to the Report of any Cast or Nation for stich 
Inspection provided this Repliant hath only an equal Number of the same people 
in our behalf, so that leaving the Decision of this article, in suspence fora further 
Information to be given this Honourable Court. This Repliant therefore humbly 
proceeds to make out the second article of Pags: 211. This sum will be found to 
be Charged for Commission on {qe Metrhlepatam Goods but Blended with the 
Prime Cost which this Repliant has separated hy deducting 5;W Cent from it, and the 
Commission is found to be the above 211 Pagodas which this Replyant objects to 
very Justly and therefore debts the Defendant that Sum back again for the following 
reason. 

THE Defendant must Either take off this 211 Pagodas Commn. or Give this 
Replyant Leave to Charge COIlllilission on the two Sums of Pagodas 2180 and Dollars 
4700 the produce and purchase of Goods sold at Manila, on the Defendants Account 
in the year 1739 which Commission will farr exceed that he now Charges, and which 
the Defendant Confesses in his Answer but pleads his Son Muckertoom served 
this Replyant that Voyage is a Writer, but to shew this Hofible Court of what Ser'.'ice 
he could be to this Repliant, and that he was only sent with this Replyant for Instruc
tion is plain from a Translate of Coja Narzar's 'Letter hereunto annext No. 4 which 
not only shews. the Boys Incapacitv of Serving but also shews he was not at that time 
in hi!'. Fathers power or Disposal: But hOll11c1 to serve Nazar as a servant or Factor 

1745-8 
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fora certain Term of Years, So that by the Armenian Laws, the Father during that 
time had no, property in him, but Nazar only as is plain for this Replyantduring, 
that Voyage Negotiated for & on behalf of the said Servant 1970 Pagodas Which 
produced in Mancala 3676 Dollars or !>s. 241)0 by which the Produc~ of Gain was 
480 Pagodas, one third of Which became the Boys Property, and two thirds the 
Masters which Nazar thought a very sufficient Ccnsidn . for the Young man's Service, 
and all this was done without Commission which this Replyant in Equity was and is 
still Intitled to, so that in Purchase and Sale this Replyant Negotiated for the Father 
and SOl~in one year upwards -Of 9740 Pags , and Yet the Defendant is so ungratefull 
to Charge 211 Pags , on the Metchlepatam Goods if thE; Defendant persists in the One, 
~his Repliant hopes Relief for the other, and humbly Presumes the Foregoing reasons 
are sufficient to set aside the Defendt9 • Coinmission of 211 Pags. 

The third Article of 84 Pagodas is the remains of Goods left in the Defendants 
hands never accounted for; but sa,id to have been run away with by the Weavers 
andrecovered back, as acknowledge by the Defendants own Letter hereunto annext 
marked N°. 5 and which shews the Deficiency ordering this Replyant to receive the 
Amount thereof of his son Muckertoom who never paid it or accounted for it in any 
shape Whatsoever. 
" The fourth' Article to be made out is ps. 407 which the Defendant by ,his Ac

count hath Erroniously carried to his Credit under a pretence that sum was either 
paid or accounted for by Coja Mall,. 

Tis true die Defendants own letter marked (B) annext to his Answer Intimates 
his son Muckertoom was to receive that Sum of Coja Mall, and pay it this Repliant, 
who hath at Sundry times by Turns applied to both, but was never paid by either, 
Nor was it Likely Coja Mall should pay it when he declares under his hand by NO.7 
hereunto annext That he neither hath paid it nor hath any such money in his Hands 
of the Deft9., or to that Effect, so that 'tis very plain the money is not paid, and as 
the Defendt .himself does not deny it is due who must be applied to for payment, 
hut the Principal, since the Order refuses it, But the Defendant in his Answer very 
Modestly bids this Repliant set down with nothing, alledging he has Transferred the 
Debt to Coja Mall, and we must receive it of him, whether he will or not, a very hard 
Case and without Precedent. 

What Right has the Deft. to make Coja Mall pay a debt of 207 Pags. when 
he declares not to have in his hands any such money, The Deft. can only pav this 
money once, and this Repliant desires to receive it but once, Let the Defendant prove 
he has once paid it, and this Repliant. received it, then. will this Replyant give it up, 
but surely no honest man, would deSIre a Person to glve up 207 Pags. without any 
Consideration" & it is plain by the Letter (B) annext to the Defendants Answer, that 
this Repliant hath nothing to say to Coja Mall, but the Defendants Son was to be this 
.Repliants paymaster, ,and not Coja Mall, and this Replyant never understood it other 
-jvays, if any Transferr was proposed by the Defendant, it was understood by this 
llepliant with a View of being immediately paid, which not, being done the demand 
must in Equity rest on the Original. 
, . The Defendant may Shift and pretend what Close of accounts he Pleases at that 
Distance it was not in this Repliants power to Controul him or his accounts at Metchle
patam But the Letter No. 1 hereunto annext gave him plainly to understand what he 
bad to expect here on his Arrival, and this Honourable Court, is not to Learn that 
all accounts are to be rectified and liable t.o Inspection where any Impositions, Over
c,barges, or Errors can be .mad~ appear, 01' else every man is in the power of his 
~istant Correspondent, These thmgs are always excepted to both in Law and Equity 
and nothing but general discharges Given by each party can Totally stop the Exami-
nation into former Accounts. . 

The last Article to be made out is Pagodas 97 the Batty or Difference of Ex
change Between Madras and MetchJepatam for as this Repliant advanced Current 
money must be made to good to do, which the above Sum is required to be added to 
th(> several Sums before made out. supposin~ them aU to be Confirmed bv this 
Honourable Court, which if admitted this Repliants Ballance, will prove as "in the 
,Account annext 1690 Pagodas. ' 



• 
Pleadings in the Mayor's COtlrt, 1745 59 

. AND this Replyant doth averr that this Complaint is not founded on any new 
Invention or Disappointment of Sale, as t~is Defendant in. his Answer Says Letters 
annext N°.1, 2, 3 will Evidently !;hew that this Suit is the Result of time and the 
s~ronge&t provocations and 'tis plain from all, that has shewn him, that this Repliant 
could not call him to account before, but was obliged to waite the Defendants Arriv~l 
here, with a Grellt deal of Impatience and Uneasiness and the more so Because t.lUB: 
Repliants affairs called him to Persia this Year, which this Defendant knew by several 
I.etters, and therefore retarded his coming till he could avoid it no Longer for this 
Replyant was determined at all events to Waite his Coming hither . 

Nor can the Defendant with any Justice pretend that this Bill was Filed with 
any Malicious intent as he insinuates for he himself in his answer, now Given in 
acknowledges, he was again preparing for his Departure to Metchlepatam, in two 
or three days, but Promised to pay 621 Pagodas before he went,this Repliant was 
inclined to believe by that he Intended some Settlement of accounts before he went 
but seeing no proposals further of that kind, and being Informed the Defendant was 
hireing Cooleys for his departure, it Carried in it a very ill face, and Left this Repli
ant to fear another Separation, and this Repliants Affairs Calling him soon to Persia, 
it might be possible parties might never meet again, or at least not for many years, 
and 'tis purely upon this very account this Repliant stays liere, the,Defendt. having 
in his Letter Annext NO.3 promised to come in January & Explain in Particular, whnt-, 
~ver was relating to this and the last Years .Goods which was no sign of Accounts 
being Clos!ld, the Deft. might Close his accounts his own Way to conceal his Tran
sactions. . But that can be no Argument against this Replyants right Demand, for 
if the Defendants accounts are Just and Honest they will bear Inspection without 
Danger to him, if not it is humbly presumed Equity has a right to take place at any 
time. 

AND this Replyant saith as in and by his said Bill he hath already said and doth 
and will Averr and maintain all and every thing and things to be true, and certain in 
such manner and form as is therein and thereby AUedged and Expressed. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Replyant. 

. TRANSLATE of a Paragraph of a Letter from Pagose to Coja Mirzam de Mucker--
toom dated July the 22d. 1743. 

I received vour Favour of the 7th. Instant on the 20th. with an Account of 
the Goods you provided for me. I have Compared them with the Goods, which 
Coja Abraham provided for me in your Sons presence, and I must acquaint yoU:; that 
Besides the Painting there is a difference of 3 or 4 Pags, 119 Corge in the Cloth itself, No 
at whiqh I am very much Surprized. I have served you on several Occasions, in a 
friendly manner but your return is no ways answerable to it; When I received the 
Goods without Seeing your Acct , and saw the Coarseness of Them, I thought the 
price had been Considerably-Less, bnt I now perceive the Contrary; Coja Abraham 
~arges 5''f Cent Commission & 5 19 Cent for the Charges of Merchandize, which 
IS more than the Custom of Merch,mts allows him; Yet for all this the Chints he 
provided for others Cost Madras ps, 3'6-1- 'i? Corge besides the 5 i? Cent Commission 
and!) '':@ Cent Charges aforesd ., Besides the badness of the Painting, I imagined 
your Goods would have Cost 10 'i? Cent Less but I find to the Contrary they are 5 
:i9 Cent dearer; Ajee Jaffer paid this Year 10 Pagodas :1j? Corge for painting Peran.:. 
ces, as the Constant Price has been for these 4 years. But you charge Pags;14. 13! 
which makes a difference of 50 'i? Cent, I am apt to Think vou have made a Mistake 
in this Article .. As I h~ve behaved like a ¥riend to you, f expect The same usage 
from you, ,But If you wIll not Grant me t~IS, all that you can Charge is 5 ii?Cent 
Commn. Without any Charges of Merchandize, If the Price be so Extravagant When 
~an I ~ope t<;> sell the Goods ,or what Profit <can I expect from them? The Difference 
IS no mconsiderable matter but a Large sum, if it was otherwise .I should not mind 
it, I h?pe you ,will Write me a true Account otherwise ~ shall make s?me dispute 
about It. T~o I. w~s not at Metchlepatam yet I know partICularly the PrICe of Goods 
there, of which, If. you please, I shall send you an account, I hope you will send a 

1745-8,A, 
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true Account Else I must stay here, one thing farther I desire of you is to give me 
71 ~19 Cent ·,19 Annum and take the Goods yourself for which I shall think myself very 
much obliged to you. 

SIR 

TRANSLATE of a Paragraph of a Letter from Coja Pagose to 
Coja Mirzam de Muckertoom dated Octr. the 3d , 1743. . 

We Continue here without going to Persia, but Intend for that Kingdom 
in January according to your Letter be pleased to come hither in December and shew 
that th~ Goods you provided are hette:r; than others and of an higher Price. 

TRANSI.A'l'E of a Paragraph of a Letter from COla Mirza~ de 
Muckertoom to Coja Pagose without date. •. . 

IF the Bussanah Ship dont sail this year, I will come to you in January and 
explain is [sic] particular whatever relate to the Goods both of this and last year. 

A TRUE Translate of the foregoing Paragraphs of Letters wrote in Armenian 
marked No. 1.2. 3. 

To COJA PAGOSE. 
SIR 

:W THADDEUS AGA PEERY.· 

No.', I HEREBY recommend to you Muckertoom de Mirzam and Joannesde Aga 
Manoel to serve You. They are not fitt to buy and sell or keep Cash. In such 
~atters they must have. no dealings. I Give you a full power, and desire you to 
manage their affairs as your own, but pray dont Let them any money, but keep it in 
your own hands and bring it with you thither, & deliver it to me or my Order, In the 
s?me manner you bring your own Money from Manilha I desire you will bring this. 

¥ADRAS Your most humble Servt. 
March the 26th . 1740. NAZAR JACOB JAN, 

No r.. • O. 

SIR 

A True Translate of the Original. 
lW THADDEUS AGA PEERY. 

TRANSLATE of a Paragraph of a Letter from Coja Mirzam de 
Muckertoom to Coja Pagose de Catcheek dated the 26th • 
Deer. 1743. 

I sent you the 23 Instant six Bales of Goods on Jevendoss boat and this day one 
II .: _ Bale of Goods more on Gorell Balla's boat, The Painters I Employed ran away with 

37 ps, of Handkerchiefs and 14 ps. of Lachecks which remained in their hands, but 
I have recovered them and if you please you may receive the price of them from 
my son Ooja Muckertoom. . 

• A true Translate of the Original. 
, :W THADDEUS AGA PIU:RY. 

N0.7. . I COJA MALL DE SAFER do hereby Declare that Meerzam de Muckertoom or his 
Son Muckertoom did neither of them Transferr me any money to pay Coja Pagose 
neither have I paid him. ' 
FORT S~; GEORGE . ~igne'd COJA MALT,. 
1744. NovR. 2D. 

True Translate from the Original. 
't9 THADDEUS AGA PERRY, 

4th. Deer. 1744. 
THE Rejoinder of Coja Mirza 'de Muckertoom to the Replyca-
tion of Coja Pagose de Cauchick. . 

THE said Defendant saving to himself all manner. of Benefit and advantage of 
Exception to the untruths and insufficiencies of the said Replycation saith that the 
Defts. said Answer is certain true and sufficient in the Law to be replied unto, and 
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.also saith To the first Article of the Replycation that the account he sent to the Reply • 

.ant and hath annexed to his answer is Just in every particular That the Replyant 
received and approved of that account, and accepted of the Ballance to be paid him 
hy Coja Mall fully appears by the Translate annexed To this Def'ts. answer marked B. 
'This Defendant further saith That the Replyant made several frivolous and Litiguous 
-Complaints before the ffyling of his Bill in Answer to which this Deft. desired him 
-to go himself to, or send; or Employ some Person at Metchlepatam, to Enquire into 
his Affairs more exactly as appears by the said Translate But his Acceptance of the 
Ballance without either going or Sending shews that he did not think it Necessary 
'Therefore with Submission to this Hofible Court what can be the end or design of 
.opening this pretended account other than to be Litiguous and this Defendant averrs 
.ana can prove, That the Complainant made his applica to a person at undoubted 
<Character and repute requesting him to use his endeavour to perswade this Defend· 
ant to give him 80 or 100 Pagodas with which he would be content instead of the 
.large Sum now Demanded of him (Exclusive of what this Defendant admitts) and that 
.8uch.Applycation was made and Totally rejected by this Defendant. 

To the second Article concerning Commission this Defendant says that, -he has 
.(lone no more than the Custom. of Merchants allows him, For the Justice of which 
be referrs himself to this Honourable Court, and thought that by his Answer he had 
lullv Obviated all objections on that Head. wherin he Declared that his Son Coja 
..Muckertoom had ser';ed the Repliant as a Writer, & Purser for the space of 3 y~ar~ 
-which $ervice he averrs was worth 200 Pagodas 'tt? Annu~ and consequently a suffi· 
-cient reason why the Complainant should not Charge Commission and tho' th~ 
Repliant seems to make use of a Weak pretence in a Letter from the Late Coja Nazar, 
.as that he was not fit to Buy or Sell or keep Cash Yet it is Humbly hoped those are 
no reasons why he was not able to keep Accounts which was the very End and Intent 
of his Employ, and the very Cause for the Complainants not Charging Commission 
nt the End of the Manilha ,Voyage and this Deft. doth averr that his Son was never 
'Bound as a Servant to Coja Nazar for any Term whatsoever, he only serving him a,s 
a Factor and could have left that Employ at pleasure without any restraint of the 
Armenian or other Laws and that his said Son, was sent by him this Defendant as 
':Writer and Purser to Manilha with the Repliant at his the Repliants own Request, 
-Coja Nazars Recommendation or Letter being wrote without this Defendants knowl:-
-edge or Privity and cannot possihly bear such a Construction as the Complainarit 
.puts thereon the same as this Defendant Conceives being only meant as a Security 
for Nazars own money whose. in Far.t that sum of 1970 Pagodas was and this Deft, 
-further says that no Armenian can go a Supercargo to Manilha, without having or 
appearing to have a large concern in the Voyage, in order to Enable the Complain· 
.ant to be capable of the Employ his this Defts. Concern together, with those of 
Johannes de Aga Manoel and Coja Petres de Gregoriaga, were Entrusted with him, 
'all which. 3 concerns were made up without Commission, and why should the two 
"'Last be better Intitled to that Benefit for the Single reason of lending a Friendly hand 
-to enable him to undertake the Voyage, than this Defendant also Lent him his son to 
Assist him therein. 

. To the 3d• Article of 84 Pagodas This Defendant saith that the Cloth was pur~ 
chased here, and sent to him to Metchlepatam to be paint~d, and when this Defendt . 
Wrote the Letter annexed to the Replycation (marked N°.5) he supposed the Repli
ant would go t<;> Persia, and on that Supposition out of Friendship to him, in order 
-that he might leave no accounts unsettled behind him, told him he might rec~iv~ 
-the price of those Goods from this Defendants said Son; But since the said Voyage 
·was not performed No ships having gone to Persia, that Season & the Repliant havmg. 
-frpquently desired him to send them as soon as possible as he can prove, and they 
now .being at the Sea Gate, what can be more reasonable than that he should take 
them. . 

To the fourth article of Pagodas 207 This Defendant sahh; That Coja Mall and 
the Replyant dwelt in the same House, that the Repliant 'wrote· this Defendant ~s 
:appears by the Letter marked A annexed to this Defendts . Answer, That as COla 
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Mall had told nim he was Indebted to this Defendant, this Defendant might Transferr 
the Ballance due to be paid by Coja Mall upon which this Defendant wrote to his
Son to Order Coja Mall to pay it, and this Deft. proves by the said Letter marked B· 
that his Son accordingly applied to Coja Mall, and can further prove that he Trans'! 
ierred the aforesaid Ballance in the presence of the Replyant to which Coja Mall and 
the Repliant both consented and as to the Certificate under Coja Malls hand it is; 
~xcept that part wherein he says he has not paid the Repliant a very great untruth fo~ 
that there was at the time that Tarnsferr was made the sum of 209 Madras Pagodas.. 
due fI1>mCoja Mall to thi~ Defendant so th",at there is . now allowing Coja Mall to ~e· 
answerable to the Complamant for the 20 j PagOS. still a small Ballance from COlli 
Mall to this Defendant. 

THE fifth and last article is that of 9'7 Pagodas Batta' on a Supposition that the
foregoing Articles are fully proved on the part of the Complainant. ,If that be all 
the Foundation of it This Defendant leaves it to the Judgment of this Honourable
Court, whether those Articles have been fully proved or not, This Defendant humbly 
conceives he has herein shewn they are not and therefore no Batta can be due. 

THIS Defendant further says that Though it may not as yet very evidently 
appear. the Complainant has founded his Complaint on a new Invention, as the Deft. 
in his answer says, Yet it is hoped this Honourable Court will think there is a great. 
presumption for it, on perusal of the Translate of a Paragraph. of a Letter hereunt()o , 
annexed marked C, and he also saith, as in and by his said Answer he has already 
said and does and will averr and maintain all and every thing and things therein to
be true and certain in such manner and form as they and every of them are therein 
alledged and Expressed. 

SIR 

ROBT. SLOPER 
Attorney for the pefendant.· 

PARAGRAPH of a Letter from Coja Pagose de
Cauchick to Coja Mirzam de Muckertoom dated 
Madras October the 14th. 1742. ' , 

THERE is no Call in Persia for Chints for which reason my Correspondents' 
c. there have wrote me not to Buy any. It is my Misfortune that things should fall 

out thus, when I intended to go thither after so many good years of Trade there. 

SIB. 

PARAGRAPH of a Letter from Coja Pagose de
Cauchek to Coja Mirzam de Muckertoom dated' 
Madras October 3d• 1743. 

'. COJA MALL told me that he was Indebted to you. Be pleased to debt me for 
the Ballance of his account, and Write hither that I might receive it from him. 

A True Translate of the two foregoing Para
graphs from the Original. 

.~ THADDEUS ADA [sic] PEERY. 
WE whose names are 'hereunto subscFibed do hereby Cert.ify. and declare that. 

It is the Custom among us Armenians, whEm a man enters in a Factorship to serve 
as a Factor to his Master, that a Master only can, and has power to require and. 
Demand whatever concerns his Factor in his Transactions, and the Father of such. 
'a Factor has no right to Claim any thing or intermeddle with the Affairs that concern. 
a Factor or his Master Dated in Fort St. George this 13th, of Deer. 1744. 

A true Translate from tbe Original. 

AVETICK DE CANNAHAN. 
MICHAEL' DE GREGORIO. 
J OANNES DE COJA, !lfAUL. 
CAUCHICK DE PETROSE. 
GREG()RIO DE SAFFRAS~ 

.1fl THADDEUS ADA [sic] PEERY_ 
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_t9 March 1744 
. DB. COJA PAGOSE HIS ACCOUNT PARTICULARS . 

Corge pa, ,Pags. i\JlnB. Pags. Anna. Page. Ann •. 
LONG CLOTH' 1 

with its Cost I!Jld Charges 
Vizt. 

The Cloth 8 i2 
presented to 'Cooleys as 

l' advice .:' ill' 

, Cost of the Long Cloth .. ' 9 7. 
-cnrnTS •• 70 - .. 

with its Costs and Charges 
, Vizt. 

The :Brown Cloth l' Corge .. 18 1260 
Washing 11 7 'IOt 
Stamping 13! " 57 15! 
Colours •• .,. 13 'It 915 7t 
Mending 2 8 12 
Washing and Chanking 8t 36 It 
Sea Gate Custom 1 It 75 7! 
Package 8! 38 '4!. 
Freight to Madras 6 26 4 
Finishing or repairing 

the Stamping ~ 8 12 
Commission and Peons. 2 21 150 15 

Cost of Chints •• 70 @ 36 15 ~ Corge 2585' Il 
<mINTS .. 10 -

with its Costs and Charges 
Vizt. 

The Brown Cloth ~ Corge .. 18 180 
Washing 1! 1 It 
Stamping 10 6 4 
Colours .. 6 71 64 II 
Mending '2 I 4 
Washing 8t 5 21 
Seagate Custom Il! 7 5t , 
Package . 8f '5 71 .. 
Freight .-. 6 3 12 
Finishing 2 1 4 
Commission and Peons. 1 12t 17 101 
Costs of Chints .. 10 @ 29 6t 293 141 

-CASHES •• .. 2 10 
with its Costs I!Jld Charges 

V· t lZ. 
Brown ~ Corge 20 50 -
Stamping pl - 13! 
Cplours 9 1 22 ~O! 
Mending 11 '-, ,3! 

, Knoting the Strings 5.1 ~3! ,~ 

S,ea. Gate Custom I 5f 3 61 
Washing and Chanking 5 12k 
fa.ckage I!Jld Freight 7t I 21 
C~)lnmission and Peons 2 3.1 ,I' 5 ,8! 

Cost of Cashees 2 10 @ 34 3 85 71 
·CBINTS 1st• -Sort 2 16 

Prime Cost ~ .Corge 16 ,8, 46 31 
Sea. Gate Custom .. 12 2 It 
Package 12 2 Ii 
-Commission and Peons -9 I 91 
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Brought over .. 2595: li-
Cost of 1st• Sort of Chints. ; 2 16 'Ii) 18 9 52 -

CmNTs 2 D. Sort ' 7 4 ' 

Bought ready Painted .... 14 8 . 104 < 6;6 

Sea Gate Custom 12 5 7 6fij a. 

Package 12 5 6~ , .. 
Commission and Peons '8 

16 
3 '9" 

C~st of 2d. Sort 01 Chints 4@ 
, • 111" 

7 16 8 118 3 [sic] 

MooREEs KASHES 10 
, With its Costs and Charges. 

Vizt. 
Brown a .• 13 7 134 6 
Washing 1 10 
Stamping 5t 3 7 
Colour 7 12i 77 lOt 
Mending It 15 
Knoting 'l>t 3 7 
Washing and Chanking 4 2 8 
Sea Ga.te Custom 12! 7 13 
Package 7i 4 8t 
Commission and Peons 1 lOt 16 9 

Cost of Moorees Kashes 10 @ 25 3 251 14-
CBABABORR LACHECKS 1 , 

With its Costs and Charges 
Vizt. 

Brown 19 6 
Stamping 5t 
Colour 11 t 
Mending 6 
Washing 2! 
Sea gate Custom 121 
Package 31 
Commission and feons 2 4 

Cost of Chabarborr Lachecks 1 @ 
4. oJ.' 4 

34 9 
LONGES FINE .. 1 20 10 

Do. Second Sort 1 · . 17 t 
Do. Third Sort 20 9 6 187 8 
Chints Ready made Super-

fiile .. 1 · . 46 ~2 
, . 

P ALLEMPORES •• 2 · ., 
With their Costs and Charges 

Vizt. 
Brown 17 34··-
Washing 11 3t 
Stamping 1 2·,-
Colours 11 11 22 3i" 
Mending 2 '4i 

Washing .. 8i l6t 
Custom Hi 1 12, 
Package 13 1 10 
Commission and Peons 2 1 4 2 

.cost of Pallempores ... 2 -@ 33 10 • a 67 4-

P~i.NTING BETTEELA HAND-
KERCHIEFS 42 14 •• 

Carried over .. 3431 Ii-
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With their Costs and Charges 
Vizt. 

W~shing 
St~mping •• 
Colours 
Mending 
Sea gate Custom 
Washing 
Package 
Freight 
Commission and Peons 

Costs of Painting Betteela 
Handkers• 

Painting Betteela Lachecks 
Painting Mandills 
Painting Jamavaurs 
With its Costs and Charges 

Vizt . 
. Washing 

Stamping 
Colours 
Mending 
Washing 
Custom 
Package 
Commission and Peons 

Costs of Painting J am~
vaurs 

Corge. Fa. Pags. Anno. 

Brought over 

.. • 

42 14 @ 

8 -@ 
1 

10 

12 

1 

1 

3 
14 

9 
6 
41 
8 
81 
5 
2 

17 12 

6 2 

4 
11 

7 12 
4 
81 

15f 
12 

9 

Fags. Ann.. Fags. Anna. 

8 
37 

536 
16 
54 
21 
~2 
11 
48 

2 
6 

77 
2 
5 
9 
7 
5 

t 
5f 
flf 

8 
14 

8 
8 

...L. ,. 

21 
131 
8 

10 

751 15 [aiel 

49 
16 2 

117 8 

4694 13 

ROBT. SLOPER 

.AttY. for the De/,. 

lNTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as 
shall be produced Sworn and Examined in Behalf of the 
Complainant in a certain Cause wherein one Coja :Pagose De 
Cauchick is Complainant and one Meerzam de Muckertoom 
is Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS Do you know the parties Complainant and Defendant in this Vause 
or either and which of them and how long have you known them or either and which 
of them Declare. 

2d , To OVANNES DE SER MUCKERRATEACH, Nazar Coja Mall Tonnapa Item Did 
any person desire you to Inspect any Goods if yea, what person, and what Goods 
did you inspect do you know or was you Informed who provided such Goods. 

3d . Did you observe any difference in the Goods, or their Value, .if yea say, 
what Difference there appeared ;, Corge and what goods appeared the best and 
which appeared the worst. 

4th. Do you know this paper now shewn you at the time of your Examination 
marked HD say if you did not Sign this paper, do you know the Contents, and do 
you in your Conscience believe the Contents of this Paper true set forth all you know 
Concerning the present Dispute, all you have heard, and all you do believe with the 
reasons ~f su{)h your Knowledge 'or Belief Declare. . ' 

1745-9 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 
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. MAyoB,S COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM, 

Records of Fort St, George 

BETWEEN Coja Pagose de Cauchick Complaint. 
and 

Coja Mirzam de Mucker~60m Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before -the Examiner in 
this Court as follows :-

. OVANNES DE TER MUCKERRATCACH of Madras Merchant aged 51 years or 
therea};louts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complain
ant wa~ on the 12 day of December 1744 shewn at the Office of Mr. Robert Sloper 
Attorney for the Defendant by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and 
place of abode of the said Ovannees de Ter. Muckerrateach and afterwards on the 
same day and year being Sworn and Eiamined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complt. and Defe;n;dant 14 months or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that the Complainant 
desired him to inspect four Bales of Painted Goods, two Bales the Complainant told 
him was provided by one Coja Abraham and two Bales by the Defendant He further 
saith to the third Interrogatory that the Goods said to be Coja Abrahams were better 
by 4 Pagodas ~19 Corge than the Defendants. This Deponent further saith to the 
fourth Interrogatory that he signed the paper shewn him now at this his Examina
tionmarked HD That he knows the Contents thereof and believe them to be true 
and ~ore saith not to this or the last Interrogatory, 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam', 

COJA OVANNES DE TER MUCKERRATCACR. 

NAZAR COJA MAUL of Madras Merchant aged 33 years or thereabouts being 
Produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st, To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the parties 
Complainant and Defendant and hath so known them 25 years or thereabouts. 

SECOND, To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent saith That the Com
plainant desired him to Inspect four Bales of Metchlepatam Paintings, and that he 
observed when the Goods were opened That two Bales had Coja Abrahams mark, 
and two Bales that the Defendants mark He further saith to the tmrd Interry, That 
he observed a Difference in the Goodness and price of the Paintings That Coja Abra
hams Goods appeared, according to the best of his Judgmt. to the better by 4 Pago
das '19 Corge than the Defendants this Deponent further saith that he signed the 
paper now produced and shewn him marked HD that he knows the Contents thereof 
and Believes them to be true and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam', 

NAZAR COJA MAUL. 

TONNAPAH of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thei'eabts. being produced as 
a Witness in tois Cause on the part of the Complainant and. afterwards being Sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as follows, '. , " 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent s~ith that he hath known the 
Complainant ten years and the Defendant 3 months or thereabouts, 

2d, To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith that the Complainant desired 
him to inspect some Metchlepatam Goods provided as the Complainant Informed 
by Coja Abraliam and the Defendant, He further saith to the third Interrory that 

\J ~ ) L )1·. ~~ 'l. \ \ \ )L~ 
.' 

C)b-5 
~ql~4 
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ihe Goods said to be provided by Coja Abraham, exceeded the Defend'bs. in Good
ness and price according to the best of his Judgment about 4 Pagodas in a Corge, 
This Deponent further saith that he remembers the paper now produced and shewn 
him was read to him by the Armenians who assisted him in valuing the Goods as 
above, and that he then signed it as an approbation of what they read and more 
saith not to these or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr. 

TONNAPAH. 

ADDITIONAL INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such 
Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and Examined on' 
part and Behalf of the Complainant in a certain Cause' 
wherein one Coja Pagose de Cauchick is Complainant and 
one Mirzam de Muckertoom is Defendant, 

IMPRIMIS Do you know the parties Complainant and Defendt', in ,this Cause or.' 
either and which of them and how long have you known them or either and which 
of them Declare. 

2d. To COJA GREGORIA DE SAFFRAS I~em Do you [Eiic ] the Defendant ever make 
anv consesions in your hearing what offers of Accomodation or consideration was 
made and by whom and to whom and in whose presence Declare. 

3d • Item Do you know or can you say any other matter or thing that can be 
of Service to the Complainant in this Cause. If yea set forth the same as you know 
have heard or do Believe with the reasons of such your Knowledge or Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN Coja Pagose de Cauchick Complainant 
and . 

Coja Mirza de Muck;ertoom Defendt . 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken bv and before the Examiner in 
this Court as follows. • 

COJA GREGORIA DE SAFFRAS of Madras Merchant aged 25 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on 
the ]2 day of Decemr. 1744 shewn at the office of Mr. Robert Sloper Attorney for the 
Defendant by Connecapa who left a note of the name Title and place of abode of 
the said Coja Gregoria de Saffras and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that the Complaint, and 
Defendant 14 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that the Defendant 
Confessed on this Deponents asking him the reason of the Difference between him 
and the Complainant that the Dispute arose about the Complainants Commission, 
on a voyage to Manilha which he say he was ready to pay him That this Deponent 
informed the Complainant thereof who immediately went to the Deft. what passed 
between them this D~ponent knows not or can further say to this or the last 
Interrogatory . 

JOSEPH GiTHIN 
Examr • 

1745-9-A 

GREGORIA DE SAFFRAS. 



68 : Records of Fort St. George 

ADDITIONAL INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such 
Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and Examined on 
behalf of the Complainant in a certain Cause Wherein one 
Coja Pagose de Cauchick is Complainant and Mirzam de 
Muckertoom is Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS Do you know the parties Complainant and Defendt . in this Cause or 
either and which of them and how long have you known them or either and which 
of them Declare. 

2<\ To COJA MAUL SAPHER was you ever ordered to pay any money to Coja 
Pagose de Cauchick by Mirzam de Muckertoom if yea what Sum was you ordered to 
pay did you pay any Sum, and if not, why ,did you not pay it, Declare. 

3d• Did you stand Indebted to Mirzam any Sum of money at the time he Order
ed you to pay money on his account, if yea how much money did you at that time 
stand indebted to him Declare. 

4th. Item Lastly Did you ever in your books give yourself Credit for any 
money paid to Pagose by order of Mirzam or did you in your books debt Meerzam for 
any such Sum Meerzam ordered you to pay If yea say what Sum of money and on 
what account. 

5th • Item Do you know or can you say any other matter or thing material for 
the Complainant in this Cause if yea set forth the same as you know have heard or 
do believe with the reasons of such your knowledge or Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Atty. for the Complt. 

BETWEEN Coja Pagose de Cauchick Complt. 
and 

Coja Mirzam de Muckertoom Defendt . 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
~lis Court as follows. 

COJA MAUL SAPHER of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on the 13th • 
day of Decemr. 1744 shewn at the office of Mr. Robert Sloper Attorney for the 
Defendant by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name Title and place of abode of the 
said Coja Maul Sapher and afterw8:rds on the same day being Sworn and Examined 
Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interro~atory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant 10 Years and the Defendant 25 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he never was 
ordered by the Defendant to pay any sum of money to the Complaint. That he may 
be Indebted to the Complainant but cannot say in what accounts being not settled 
neither can he further say to any particular Question Enquired off either in these 
or the last Interrogatory. 

J OSEPB GITHIN 
Examr . 

COJA MAUL SAPHER. " 

INTERROIlATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as 
shall be produced Sworn and Examined on the part of the 
Defendant in a Certain Cause wherein Coja Pagose de 
Cauchick is Complainant and Coja Mirzam de Muckertoom 
is Defendant. 

1st. To ALL THE WITNESSES Do you Imow the parties Complaint. and Defend
ant or either and which of them and how long have you known them or either of 
them Declare. . 
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2d. To COJA MALL SAPHIER was there at any time when and by whom. Appli
cation made to you to pay any and what Sum of money for either of the ContenJing 
parties to the other and which of them, Did you or did you not undertake to pay 

. such sum of money, if you did what might be the reason for such Undertaking, 
were you at that time or were you not. indebted to the party for whom you under
took to pay. in any and what Sum of money. was such promise of payment accepted 
of and approved by the party to whom it was to be mad~, or was it not, to whom 
did you after such undertaking and acceptance deem your self Debtor for the same 
was there or was not any and what proposal made with regard to the manner that; 
the same should be paid in, was such proposal or was it not approved of by the party 
to whom the same was to be paid, were the Terms so agreed on ever offerE~d to be 
Complied with, were they Complied with, if not, your reasons why they were not 
Declare. 

3d• To the Revd• Carripiett and Coja Sultan David Have you at any time and 
when had any discourse with Coja Mall Sapher Concerning the payment of any 
money now in dispute Between the parties Complainant and Defendant Declare. 

4th. To Coja Ovan John Have you at any time and when had any discourse 
with the Complainant concerning the Accounts in dispute between him and the De
fendant Did he make any proposals concerning the same, what were such proposals, 
did you make the same as required, what answer did you receive thereto, with the 
whole that passed thereon Declare. 

5th • To VANATICK are vou Servant to any person, if so, to whom, have you 
at any time Lately and when"demanded any money relating to the matters in Ques
tion from the Defendant what was the Sum you Demanded, by what authority Did 
you demand the same and what Answer you received to such Demand Declare. 

6th • To DON JERONIMA was you or was you not at any time, when and where 
from and to a voyage at Sea with the Complainant and the Defendants son in what 
Station did the son act, was he according to the best of your Judgment capable of 
the Employment was he Treated and Behaved towards as a capable person Declare. 

7th. To COJA ABRAHAM Do you or do you not remember when the Paintings 
in dispute, between the parties Complainant and Defendant were provided, where, 
were they provided, and by whom, where were you at the time whether did you or 
the Defendant arrive there first, what Term or Space was you betwixt your arrivals, 
had the first that arrived there any advantage of providing Goods better or cheaper 
than the latter, if so, by how much as you believe Did you provide any Goods for the 
Complainant at the time the Defendant did, have you seen those the Defendant did 
provide, had the Defendant a sufficient time allowed him to provide them in, were 
they or were they not as good as might be reasonably expected thev would Consider
ing the time tIiey were provided in, was there or was you not as you believe due 
Care taken by the Defendant in the providing of them had you or had you not, at 
any time when and where any Discourse with the Defendant concerning such Goods 
and the time he had to make them in, if so the whole thereof Declare. 

8th . To Catchick De Petrus. Coja Sultan David, Alexander Jaco Jan, Treman
galum Cotnrapa, Tonnapa and Pelli'apah, Do you understand the Goodness in a 
Mercantile way a.nd method o~ providi~g painted Goods in India (if you do) Suppose 
a Merchant prOVIdes a QuantIty of Pamted Goods, and has a long time allowed him 
to make or provide them in; and also has the same Sort to provide for another but 
is Limitted to a short Time for providing or making of them Will there in proba
bility, or will there not, be any Difference in the Goodness and Price of the Commo
dities, If it is Supposed there will what might be that difference according to the 
betlt of your Judgment Declare. 

9th . To ~LL THE WITNESSES do you know or can vou say any other matter or 
thing material for the Defendant in this Cause If so set "forth the same as you know 
have been Informed or do believe with the reasons for such vour knowledge or 
B~cl. • 

. ROBT. SLOPER 
Attorney fOT the Defendant. 
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BETyvEEN Ooja Oatchick Oomplainant 
and 

Ooja Mirzam de Muckertoom Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
this Court as follows. 

COJA MAUL SAPHER of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant was on the 7th • 
day of ~ March 1744/5 shewn at the office of Mr. Henry Deveil Attorney for the 
Complainant by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode 
of the said. Coja Mall Saphir and afterwards on the same day and year being Sworn 
and ExaInlned Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory thi.s Deponent saith, that he hath known the 
Complainant 10 years and the Defendant 25 years or thereabouts. 

2d.To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith That there never was 
any Application made to him to pay any Sum of money for Either of the Contending 
parties to the other, neither did he ever undertake to pay any Sum of money for 
one of the Contending parties to the other he further saith, That he may be Indebted 
to the Complainant but cannot say in what Sum accounts being not yet Settled ana 
more saith not to any particular 9uestions· enquired off in this or the last Interro-:-
~~. : 

JOSEPH GITHlN 
Examr . 

COJA MAUL SAPHER. 

THE Revd. PADRE CARAPIETT of Madras aged 47 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
being Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interro~atory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant from his Infancy and the Defendant he hath known 30 years or there
abouts. 

3d. To the 3d • Interry this Deponent ~aith that he never had any discourse 
with Coja Mall concerning the payment of any money now in dispute Between the 
parties Complainant and Defendant But at a time when this Deponent 
went to Visit Coja Maul Saphir on account of his Indisposition he found 
the Defendant in Company with him and both in a dispute, the Substance 
of which to the best of this Deponents remembrance was as follows; The 
Deft. asked Coja Maul how he could sign a Certificate, the purport thereof this 
Deponent knows not, That Coja Maul replied he signed it Because he thought it was 
Just, The De~. then asked Coja Maul if he had offered any paintings to the Complt. 
he replied he did, but the Defendant refused to take them, The Defendant further 
adding that the Complainant had Wrote to him to receive a Ballance due to him on 
accounts between them of Coja Maul and that he had Consented thereto in a Letter 
back to the Complainant as also had wrote to his Son thereof, asked Coja Maul if 
the Complainant had applied to him for any paintings on that account Coja Mall 
replied he never did Neither did the Defil8. son ever make any mention thereof to 
him whereon the Defendant required on what account he offered the paintings to 
the Complainant Coja Maul answered that he should reserve his reasons for so doing 
to himself, and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr . 

. PADRE CARAPIET. 

COJA OVANES JOHN of Madras Merchant aged 45 years or tll(~reabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
hein~ Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 
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1. To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Complainant 
20 years and the Defendant six years or thereabouts. 

4th. To the fourth Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he had a .discoUrse 
with the Complainant concerning accounts in dispute between him and the Defend
ant at the Complainants house about the month of May last, whell the Complainant 
desired this Deponent to use his endeavour to make up the affair Between him and 
the Defendant without going to Court whereupon this Deponent required the amount 
of the difference between them, The Complainant answered an 100 PS. the Dept. 
then asked if an 100 PI'. would content him on account of the painted goods and 
the Manilha affair too, The Complainant replied he should be thoroughly satisfied 
with that as also should be Obliged to this Deponent if he could make it up so, Thi. 
Deponent further saith that he made the Complainants proposals to the Defendant 
who said he had drawn up the account Between them and that he did not find he 
owed the Complainant anything on Ballance This Deponent then asked the Defend
ant if he was not Indebted on account of the Manilha affair The Defendant replied 
he did not know that he was and doubted not but the Complainant would have made 
this Demand before if there had been ought due on that Account and more saith 
not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 

Examr • 

OVAN JOH •• 

V ANA TICK of Madras Dubash to the Complainant aged 30 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and after
wards being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1sll . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant 4 years and the Defendant 7 years or thereabouts. 

5th. To the 5th . Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he is Servant to the Com
plainant and that he did lately by his masters Order demand money of the Defend
ant, but cannot say the amount of the Sum, as also at the same time demanded the 
Metchlepatam account that the Defendant answered he would settle accounts and 
clear off before he went to Metchlepatam and more saith not to this or the last Inter
rogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 

Examr • 

VANATICK. 

DON JERONIMO of Madras Merchant aged 55 years or thereabouts being pro., 
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards being 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Int;rry this J?eponent saith, That he hath known the Complt. 
7 years and the Defendant 5 years or thereabouts. 

6th . To the 6th . Interrogatory this Deponent saith, that he was about 5 or 
6 years past a Voyage to Manilha with the Complainant and the Defts. Son but knows 
not in what Station the Son acted, That he, also two other Armenians appeared to 
be subservient to the Complainant, but cannot further say in regard to the Defend
ants Sons capacity or the Complainants Treatment of him having never Concerned 
himself with their affairs And more saith not to this Interrogatory. 

To the last Interrogatory this Deponent saith that to the best of his remem
brance he has heard say that the Defts. Son was Concerned wroh • the Complainant in 
Trade and more saith not. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 

Ezamr • 

JERONIMO DE ITA. 
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CATCHICK de Petrus of Madras Merchant aged 80 years or thereahouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he hath known the 
Complainant and Defendant 10 years or thereabouts. 

&th . To the 8th . Interry this Deponent saith, that he understands the good
ness aI\d method of providing painted Goods in India and saith that it is to be sup
posed,o\vhen a Merchant has a long time allowed him to provide a large Quantity 
of painted Goods for one man & is Limitted to a short time by another to provide 
the same sort, there will be a difference in the goodness and Price of the Commodi
ties but he cannot Judge what that difference may be it being precarious and depend-
ing on the Capacity of the Buyer and more saith not to this or the last Interry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

CATCHlCK. 

ALEXANDER J ACO JAN of Madras Merchant aged 34 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st , To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the parties 
Complainant and Defendant in this Cause and hath so known them 15 years or 
thereabouts, . 

8th . To the 8th . Interrogatory this DeponE-nt saith that he understands the 
goodness in a mercantile way and method of providing painted Goods in India and 
that when a merchant has a long time allowed him to provide a Quantity of painted 
goods he certainly has the advantage of buying his goods better and Cheaper than' 
when he is Limitted to a short time but cannot sav bv how much and more saith not 
to this or the last Interrogatory. - -

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

ALEXANDER Joco JAN. 

TREMONGALUM COMORAPAH of Madras Merchant aged 57 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and after
wards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath seen the 
parties Complainant and Defendant but hath no certain knowledge of either. 

8th , 'fo the 8th • Interry this Deponent saith that he understands the good
ness and method of providing painted goods in India, and that it is to be supposed 
there will be a Difference in the goodness and Price of the Commodities, when a 
merchant has a long time allowed him to provide a quantity of Paintings for one 
Man, and is Limitted to a short time to provide the same Sort for another, but this 
Deponent Cannot say what may be that Difference it depending Entirely on Fortune 
and more saitli not to this or the last Interrogatory . 

.T OSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

TREMANGALUMCOMORAPAH. 
POLLIAPAH of Madras Merchant aged 55 years or thereabouts being produced~ 

as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards being Sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Com,plainant 2 years and the Defendant 6 Months or thereabouts. 
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8th• To the 8th • Interry this Deponent sait~ that he un.d~rstands the good
ness and method of providing painted goods i~ Indi.a and that It IS to ~e. supposed 
there will be a Difference in the Goodness and pnce of t~e CoIDlD:0~tles when a. 
Merchant has a Long time allowed him to provide a quantlty of PaIntIngs ~or one 
Man & is Limitted to a short time to provide the same sort for another. This Dept. 
cannot say what might be that difference it depending Entirely on fortune and mora 
saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr• 

POLLIAPAH. 

TONAPAH of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being pr?duced as 
a Witness in this Oause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards beIng sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

lat. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Oomplainant 10 years and the Defendant 3 months or thereabouts. 

8th . To the 8th• Inte"i-ry this Deponent saith that he understands the Good
ness & method of providing Painted Goods in India He fur.ther sait~ that it is a ~re
carious Trade and that there may and there may not be a Dlfference In regard to tIme 
as knowing merchants have purchased as Good Oommodities and. at as a Oheap a 
rate when Limitted to a short time as when they have had a long tIme allowed them 
and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr . 

MAYORS OOURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

TONNAPAH. 

TuESDAY the .11th. day of June Anno Domini 
1745. . 

Between Ooja Pagose Armenian of Madras 
Merchant Oomplainant 

and 
Ooja Mirza de Muekertoom of the same place 
also Merchant Defendant 

THIS OAUSE coming on this day to be Heard and debated before this Oourt, in 
the presence of the Oomplainant, and the Attorneys on both sides On hearing the 
Complainants Bill, with an Account Ourrent thereto annext, The DefendtB • answer 
with an account Ourrent and Translates of two Paragraphs of Letters from the Oom
plainant thereto annext, the Replication with six Translates of Letters and of a 
Declaration of Ooja Mall and an account thereto annext, The Rejoinder with two 
Translates of Paragraphs of thE: Plaintiffs Letters to the Defendant thereto annext, 
Translate of a Declaration of Ooja A victeek de Oanaan and others on the behalf 
of the Oomplainant, an account particulars delivered into Oourt by the Defendant, 
also the Proofs taken in this Cause read and on Examination of the matters in this 
Oause what was alledged on either ~ide and due Oonsideration had thereon This 
Oourt doth therefore think fit to order and Decree & doth accordingly order and 
Decree, That the Defendant do deliver up unto the Oomplainant the 37 pieces of 
Handkerchiefs and 14 pieces of Lachecks, mentd• in the pleadings in this Oause, 
and said in the Defendants Rejoinder to be now remaining in the Godowns at the 
Sea Gate, and also that the Defendant do pay unto the Oomplainant the full and Just 
Sum of 207 5/16 Madras Pags . and 621 Pags. Ourrt. of Madras, so much appearing 
to be due to the Complainant for Ballance from the Defendant together with such 
Interest after the rate of 8 W Oent [1jJ Annum as now is or shall hereafter become 
due thereon until full payment is made, and that the Oomplaint. do pay the Oosts 
of this Suit. . . 

'1jJ CUR 
NOAIf OASAMAJOR 

Regr• 

1745-10 
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To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth to this Honourable Court your orator Kircake 
Grecian Merchant at present residing in Madras eldest son of and Attorney for Sabel
les Perew Inhabitant of Allvaaintookore near Constantinople That one Simon Mucker 
also Grecian Merchant late of Madras but deceased, did borrow and receive of your 
Orator~ said Father and principal at two sevl , times two sums of rooney consisting 
of Lyon Dollars or Arssellannies 360 which sum in Rupees at the exchange of 126 
for 100 Arssellannies amounts to ARs~ 4561 and is in Pagodas at the present 
Exchange of 335 ARB, 'W 100 ps, 137TPags, 35 f8, as:~ the account hereunto 
annext will fully appear and your Orator further shews the said money was 
lent the deceased at two sevl . times at an Interest of 81.'~ Cent 'W Ann, which 
Interest was to be added to the Principal at the end of each year until the whole shod. 
be paid and as Security for the said money the de~ed gave your orators said ffather 
two Notes or obligations the first bearing date at Sellomno the 7 May 1730 and the 
2'1, at Constantinople the 3d, Novr , in the same year as !, two sevl . Translates here
unto annexi will more fully appear both of which are Translated under Oath mane 
before the Worshipfull Willm. Young Esqf. Mayor of Calcutta and attested under 
the seal of that Corporation, and your orator further shews that he being a Stranger 
thought it Convenient to prove his power of Attorney by the oaths of two Witnesses 
attested by the said Wi!liam Young Esqr. one of whom was present at the Loan of 
the first 2000 Arssellames and became a Witness to the Bond. 

Your orator further shews that the great distance he is at from his native land, 
the Witnesses to the Bonds dispersed in several parts of the world, and the Bonds 
being of some years standing, renders it almost Impossible to do more than to prove 
the deceaseds hand Writing which sevl , persons in this place are very well acquainted 
with, but the strongest proof in your orators favour is an Entry made in the deceased's 
own Writing in his own beoks now in the hands of the Revd, Father Sev~rin dated 
15th , Octr, 1743 signed by himself some short time before his death the Exact 
Words of which, your orator cannot rehearse, but the substance thereof as near as 
possible from those who have read and Interpreted the same to the Revd. Father 
Severin who refuses to lett your orator see it personally are to this Effect Vizt. 

I Simons Nichols declare these my W oreIs are true that I took up and received 
of Bassava S~volle Pereu money on two Bonds one for 2000 Arssallanaes and one 
for 620 Principal to pay ev.ery year Interest on Interest Till the Whole was repaid 
and thinking that I may dye to morrow make my Son in Law Argureeroy Attorney 
& Give him full power In Trust to my Estate and he must pay Sevolle the principal 
Sum of 3260 Arsellances with Interest from the hour I took the money, till the 
hour it is repaid him Interest on Interest without deducting a Cash, and he must not 
stay till it is Demanded but pay it before if he disobey me in this he win answe!' it 
before God Signed Nichola Mucho I also Declare I have summ'd up the account of 
13 years Interest which is, being Interest on Interest to which I adc! three years to 
come being in all 16 years Interest which with the Principal Sums borrowed and 
making the Interest princl . at the End of each year makes [lacuna] ,Entred in the 
year 1743: 15 of Octr , . 

Your Orator further Informs this Honourable Court that tho:ugh he hath forgot 
thp. sevl . sums yet they are fully mentioned in the deceds books, which with the other 
Credentials are all the proofs the nature of his Case will admitt off, and supposing 
his Time fully made out the party in Trust may plead that the Time is not Elapsed 
for renderin~ an account of the Deceas~ds F~tat.e to which your erator begs Leave 
to say that the present Complaint is not preferred in an Expectancy of an immediate 
pllyment, but purely meant to Clear and memorialize his Title to Enter his Claim 
in due -time and Challenge any pretence which may be untimely urged when per
adventure he may be absent, and not in a Capacity of supporting his right, as being 
a merchant residing in a distant Country, and compelled by his Occupation to seek 
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his bread in divers parts of the World, where his Trade and Interest, calls him, nor 
is possible he can Oontinue here in expence and Suspence so long as the deceaseds 
Executors may Enlarge their demand of further time for rendering an account to 
this Honourable Oourt of the Deceaseds Effects now in the Reverend Father Severins 
Posses!1ion. 

To the end therefore that the said Revd . Father Severin or any other to whom 
the said Trust may hereafter devolve may upon his or their Oorporal Oath true and 
perfect answer make to all and every the matters aforesaid as fully truly and Effect
ually to all Intents and purposes as if the same were here again repeated and 
Interrogated and that he may be Decreed to pay your orator his Principal and Interest 
or shew sufficient Oause if he can, why the same should not be paid or that he or 
any other Person interested in the Deceaseds Estate may admitt your .Orl(lto:r;s 
Demand or produce all Writ~gs Bonds, Bills &c that any ways relate thereto and 
pa;larly prays an order of this Honourable to have the Books of the deceased lodged 
with the Register till your Orator can regularly Translate the aforesaid Paragraph 
or any other therein Incerted to his Benefit, and that the Revd . Father Severin or 
any oth~r person In Trust for the Deceased's Estate or any part thereof may further 
set forth and say if he or they know ought of the Deceaseds Seal or Seals one or 
more and wnat is become of the same, and if in being, that every Seal of the 
deceased in his or their Oustody or power be shewn and Oompared with the Bond:; 
now under Suit in pre sense of thi~ Honourable Oourt or that your orator may 
obtain an Interlocutory order or Decree to attach the said monies in the hands of 
the Re,ierend Father Severin or in the hands of any other person to whom the said 
TrUflt Ehall hereafter devolve and that your orator may have such other General 
Relief in the premisses as may be agreeable to Equity and good Oonscience. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

OOPY of the 1st. Bond made at a place called 
Sellemno dated the 7th . day of Ma~ 1730. 

ACCORDING to this my Present Writing I Nircolou Mucher, do confess to have 
Borrowed and received of Bassau Savolle the full and Just Sum of 2000 Arsellannies 
Ourrent money of Sellemno paid me in new Zelottas, which Sum I promise to pay 
with Interest at 8!- , Oent which Interest amounts to 170 Arsellannies " Ann (170) 
for Security of which I have hereunto set my hand and seal in the presence of sevl . 
Responsible Merchants dated in Sellemno 7 May 1730. 

W[TNES~ 

Ooja Athanas Saveajoghie. 
Oonstanteno del padre Attanass. 
Ooja Kerreake Niccolow. 
Ooia de Amendoss. 

WK. WESTON 
Regr. 

(L. S.) 

1745-10 A 

SIMONES NICCOLOU MUCHO. 

Registred in Book. H. H. Folo. 126. 
:W 

W·. WESTON 
Regr• of the Mayors Court of Calcutta. 
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. A Oopy of the second Bond made at Constaliti~ 
nople dated the 3 day of Novl'. 1730. 

. ACCORDING to this my present Writing I Niccolow Mucho, do Confess to have 
borrowed and received of Bassau Savolle the full & just Sum of 1620 Arsellanies, 
which sum I promise to pay at the fair of Sollemno with the Interest due thereon 
the said above mentioned money I acknowledge to have been paid me in New Zellot
tas for which I have §iven this obligation unto which I have set my hand and seal in 
Const,ntinople the 3 . day of Novr . 1730. 

WITNESSED by the under 
responsible Merchant; 

COJA KERREAKES NICCOLOW 

WK. WESTON 
Regr . 

(L. S.) 

SIMOANES NICOLOW MUCHO. 
Reg<!. in Book H. H. fo. 126. 

WK. WESTON 
Regr• of the Mayors Court of Calcutta. 

CALCUTTA 27th •. Decemr • 1744. 

No.3. THIS day appeared before me Mr. 'fheodorous Foresty and declared on the 
Holy Evangelist that the Annexed Translations of the Origl . Letter of Atty. of 
Savolles Pereu and of this first Bond of Simons Nicolou Mucho dated the 7th• May 
at Sellemno 1730 & of the second Bond of Simons Nicolou Mucho dated at Constan
tinople the 3d• Novr. 1730 are true and Just Translations and agree Exactly with 
the Originals to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

WK. YOUNG 
Mayor. 

CALCUTTA 27th • Decemr • 1744. 

THIS day appeared before me Demetrius de Costa and Caja Athenas, who 
NO.4. declared on the Holy Evangelist that they were well acquainted with the hand 

Writing of Sa.voHes Pereu and that to the Best of their knowledge ann. belief the 
Signeture of the Letter of Attorney of Savolles Pereu to which this is annexed. jg 
the very hand Writing. of hi~ Savolles Pereu. 

WK. YOUNG 
Mayor. 

COpy of a Power of Attorney Translated from the Greek Language. 

KNOW ALL MEN by these presents that I Savalles Pereu Have made ordained 
No.5. Constituted and appointed & by these presents Do make ordain Constitute and 

appoint Kireake my Eldest son to be my true and Lawfull Attorney for me & in my 
Name to ask Demand and receive of Simones Nicolou Muchothe sum of money 
which is due 10 Me by the said Nicolou Mucho's two Bonds wrote with his own hand·~ 
one being for 2000 Arsellannies or J ... yon Dollars, and the other for 1620 Arsellanies 
or Lyon Dollars both sums amountg. to the sum of 3620 Arsellanies or Lyon Dollars 
as he the said Nicolou Mucho has been so long a time absent, and not paying me; 
ohliged to send my son and Attorney, to seek for him in India where he is at pre~ent, 
to demand the above mentd. money with the Interest that may be due thereon 
aceording to his Bonds one dated the 7 May and other 3 Novr , 1730 both being on 
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. the same year and as the said Simon Nicolou. Mucho has not paid me the abo~e 
mentioned sum of 3620 Arsellannies or Lyon Dollrs. with the Interest thereon III 

the place where he borrowed, and as he wrote me sevl . times he would, but never 
did for which reason I give full power to my Son and Atty. Kireakl;l to sue and 
demand o£.the above mentd. Nicolou Mucho the above Sum of 3620 Arsella • or Lyon 
Dollars with the Interest due thereon & my said Son 'and Attorneys Charges that he 
has been at on his Long Voyage to India to seek after him & do Confirm this by 
setting my hand & seal before the lmder written. 

SA V ALLES PEREU. 
WITNESSES and Confirmed by the Archbishop of 
Tornou named Anthen Row. 

Alliflercos Armasses, Jonanas Padra. 
Athanasseas Theodorow. 
Christos Sawolle. 
Georgeous Sawolle. 
Georgeous Theodrow, Slavrass Chresoscholou. 
Johnches Phalcoa. 

WH. WESTON 
Regr . 

(L. S.) 

Lapresent est Interpretee mot par. mot dell 
orriginal Gree in Engloises avec toute la fidelte, 
sur quoi Jayme Suis Susigl1ez et Jay Confirme 
par mon J urament. 

THEoDw. FORESTY. 
Registered in Bool~ H. H. PolO. 125. 

WH~ WESTON 
Regr • of the Mayors Court of Calcutta. 

THE ANSWER of F. Severin Executor of the Last 
Will and Testament of Simon Nicolas Mucho 
late of Madras Merchant deceased, to the Bill 
of Complaint of Kircake Grecian Eldest Son 
of and Attorney for Savalles Pcreu Inhabitant 
of Allvain~okoore near Constantinople. 

THIS Defendant saving and reserving to hiIIlself all manner of13enefit and 
advalltage of Exception to the many Errors and Impetfe~tions in the said 13 ill con~ 
tained for answer thereunto or unto so much 'as this Defendant is advised mat.erially 
to .make answer 'Unto He this Defendt . answereth and Raith. , . 

. THAT he believes it may be t'r.·ue that: the Deceased Simon Nicolas Mucho 
might have Borrowed of the' Complainants Father the sums set forth in the Com
plainants Bill, and that the Translate of thf'Bond annext thereto, may be true, and 
that what the Complainant relates of the Writing in the Deceaseds Mucho's Books, 
Concerning the present demand may be. also true, which books and other papers of 
t,he Deceased, as also' his Seal are now in this Defendants Custody, as Executor of 
the Deceased }.fuch6, and ready to be produced when this Honourable Court shall 
please so to order. . 

This Defendant begs leave to Inform this HonOllrable Collrt with the reasons 
why he did not think it Safe for him as Executor to the deceased Mucho to comply 
with the Complainants demands of paying the Bonds under Suit, First This Defend
ant doth not know but there may be other Demands of the same nature on the 
Deceaseds Estate which cannot yet have been made because of the dis.tance of the 
place where they have been Contracted, and that a Sufficient time ought to be allowed 



78 . Records of Jt'ort St. George 
• 

for the said Demands to be Legally. made on this Defendant as Execu,tor of the 
Deceaseds Will, to which End this Defendant has given due Notice of his Death to 
the Heir in the said Will named, and who this Defendant has been Informed is said 
to be coming from Turky to these parts, so that it would not be reasonable for this 
Defendant as Executor, to pay anyone person in prejudice of another, who may 
have as Legal a Demand on the Deceaseds Estate. 

SECONDLY this Defendant was Informed by a person (0£ the same Nation as 
the Deceased Mucho) now residing in this place that one of the Complainants 
Brothets had formerly Stolen the very two original Bonds or obligations of the 
Deceased Mucho (which are now sued for by the Plaintiff) out of his Father Savolles 
Pe.rew's house, and that the said Savelles.Perews thereupon, wrote a Letter to the 
said Mucho not to pay the said Bonds, which Letter of the said Savolles Perew, is 
now among the papers of the said Muchu in this Defendants Custody, a Translate 
whereof is hereunto annext, and in the opinion of this Defendant The Complainants 
Father was very remiss in not obtaining a Certificate under the hand of his Britan
nick Majesties Minister at the Portf;, Certifying that he the Plaintiff is Son to the 
said Sa voIles Perew, which would have obviated any Difficulty that might have 
arisen on this head for if one Son stole the Bonds, another may very well Counter
feit his Fathers Sign and Seal. But this Defendant in no wise hereby Charges the 
Complainant with s'o doing and only offers. this Reflection in Consequence of the 
before mentioned Letter from Sayolles Perew Concerning the Bonds taken by his 
other Son. 

THIRDLY this Defendant begs leave to observe that the Translators of the 
Article relating to this debt said to be wrote in the Deceased Books are persons, 
seemingly in the Interest of the Complainant. and ought to be under oath, before 
any Credit should be given to such Translation and 

LASTLY this Defendant does not think himself Empowered to pav a demand 
of this nature, contracted in a Distant Country, without the Sanction of~a Decree of 
this Honoura.ble Court, especially as no mention is made in the Deceaseds Will of 
any debts that he owed, nor has this Defendant yet Collected in all the Debts owing 
to the said Estate and this Defendant is ready to abide by any order or Decree of 
this Hofible Court in relation to the present demand. 

All which matters and things this Defendant humbly offers to the Considera
t!on of this Honourable Court and prays to be hent::e dismissed with his reasonable 
Costs in this behalf most wrongfully sustained. 

ROBT. SLOPER 
A tty. for the Defendant. 

TRANS1.,\TIOlll of a Paragraph of a Letter from Savales Perew ffather of the 
PIt, wrote in 1740 to the deced Simon Nicbe. Mucho he tells him Viz6. That if his 
Son, Cristo by name should come to him, with his nephew whose name is Thomas, 
with his two Bonds, you a':'e not to pay them, because my said Son Cristo stole them 
from me, when I was in the Country at a place called Braxwo. ' 

23 July 1745. 
THE ReplycatioD of Kercake Grecian Eldest 
Son of and Attorney for Savalles Perew Inhabi
tant of Allvaintokoore to the answer of F. Seve
rin Executor to the last Will and Testament of 
SimonI'! Nichs . Mucho Deceased. 

THE SAID REPLIANT saying and reserving to himself all and all manner of 
Exception to Incertainties untruths and Insufficiencys of the said Answer for &ply
cation threunto saith that all and singular the matters and things in this Replyants 
Bill contained are true, as the same are therein alledged and expressed that the 
answer thereto is very untrue Imperfect and Insufficient in the Law to be. replied 
unto And this Repliant further Saith. . 
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THAT the Defendants reasons for not . paying the J).ow demand may .be very 
good. and this Defendant doth Confess a Limitted time is always allowed for 
Demands to be made upon the deceaseds Estate, but then publick Notice ought to 
be given to that Intent, which this Repliant desired the Defendant to apply for, but 
he refused so to do, which obliged this Replyant to Enter his Claim now, or be 
subject to a great Loss of time. . 

THE Defendants surmize about Counterfeiting the Principals hand, is very 
hard, and it is humbly hoped, that if two men are Brothers, both may not turn out 
alike, for this Replyant doth admit his Brother did convey away the said Bonds 
now under Suit, from the Family, with a large sum of money, which was afterwards 
retaken by tliis Repliants pursuit after his said Brother, and this Repliant is Justly 
empowered to receive the same as' Translate of a Letter bearing date 23 of 
January 1743 Translated from the Deceaseds Letters and which with the other 
papers hereunto annext will manifest this Repliants Title from No.1 to 4 to which 
for Brevitys sake this Replyant most humbly referrs, the originals being all found 
in the Defendants Custody and Translated from thence & which was sufficient to 
set aside, the Defendants Surmizes. . 

BUT this Replyant humbly begs Leave to offer the following matter to the 
Consideration of this Honourable Oourt, to which this Repliant in all things admitt, 
Whether this Repliant upon due proofs may not be paid his present demand, upon 
giving Good Security and Bond of Indemnification in case of Dormant Debt' arise
ing hereafter or if not this Repliant prays a fixt time for receiving the said money 
and that the same may be attached or Lodged in the Cash of this Honourable Court 
till the time of payment and tha~ this Honourable Court will grant an Interlocutory 
Order to that purpose; this Repliant also in a particular manner prays, that the 
Custom of this Repliants Cast may be considered by this Honourable Court, on 
account of Interest allowed by the Deceaseds in his Books as '19 the sevl . Translates 
annext will appear to be Confirmed by himself. All which matters and things this 
Repliant humbly submitts to the Judgment of this,Ronourable Court and in General 
prays as in ana by his said Bill is already prayed. . 

HENRY DFVFl!L 

Attorney 10r the Replyan~. 

THE m(,uey that I received of Bassa Sanly at Selemma amounts to 3500 Cruz 
which at 8 .~ Cent 19 Annum make 280 Cruz Interest, which were to be paid in 
1730 from which time till this day that I write this in Macao 12 years are Elapsed. 
I write this in 1742 to Compute What I am indebted reckoning Interest upon Interest. 

1730 280 
1731 ... 302 48 

In 1734 Bassa. Sa.uly received of Cagik Kiriaki 970. 
582 .. 

1732 the Interest amounted to 

. 1733 amounts to 

1734. 

916 
280 

73 32 

1269 
280 
110 

1659 
413 



8(J 

1735 , 

1736 made 
1737 made 
1738 made 
1739 made 
1740 made 
1741 made 

\ 1742 made 
1743 made it 
1744 made it 
1745 made it 
17-l'6 made it 
1747 rna-de it 
1748 made it 

The Principal was 
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2072 
2518 
2999 
3520 
4001 
4601 
5249 
5949 
6705 
7521 
8367 
9316 

10342 
11430 

3500 

14930 

40 

Interest upon Interest 
amounted to 11430 

TRANSLATED from a Portuguese Translation of an Extract from the Deceased 
Mucho's Books. 

NOAH CASAMAJOR. 

I SIMON NICHOLAS MUCHO Write these words in Madras the 15th• Octr • 1743 
that I am indebted to Bassa Sauly 3500 Cruz Zellattas of our Country. for which I 
gave two Bonds, one for 2000 Cruz the other for 1500 Cruz at 8:W Cent:W Annum 
which was paid me at Selemia in the Month of May 1730, but I dont remember the 
day of this money Kagi Kiriaki repaid Bassi Sauli and his Son Kirichy 970 Arsellanies, 
a little more or less, I dont remember how much it was Exactly that my Brother 
wrote me; To make out the Account of Bassa Saulys money from the time I took 
it until the time it must be repaid him the Interest of each year must be added to it, 
The Interest of the 7 Bags of money amounts to 280 Arsellannies as I have a suffi
cient Fortune if my money gets safe to my native Country. If Bassa Sauly is alive, 
or if he be dead, his Children are his Heirs, I hereby recommend you to God, 
Arrieri my S:::m in Law and Constitute you my Attorney to pay this money; the 
principal with Interest upon Interest for the years that are past, until the very day 
of payment before they shall demand it of you; and further you are to make an 
account of the 970 Arsellannies that Cogi Kirraki paid Bassa Sauly and his Son, 
and deduct the amount of it. 

Simiones Wrote this and Consented Bassa Saulys Money, with compound 
Interest thereon for 10 years makes, according to the account I have stated 7553 
Arselanies, I now add 3 years which are past, and it will at least require the space 
of 3 other years before it can be paid which, makes 6 vears, those six years make 
Arsellannies &c. •• 

Until the day that I write this it is 13 years and makes Arsellanies 9522 the 
Principal and Interest amounts to so much for the 13 years that I have had the 
money. I add 3 other years to it, which make 16 years Bassa Saulys money The 
Principal with Interest upon Interest 12115 Arsellanies. 

TRANSLATED from a Portuguese Translate taken from an Extract of out of the 
Deceased Mucliu's Books. 

NOAH CASAMAJOB. 
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THIS is in the first place to enquire after your health, and secondly to acquaint 
you: that I have been a long time expectg • your coming or that you would my money,. 
but you have done neither, wherefore as I cannot go in person, I have sent your 
two Bonds by my Son Kirichy and have given him a power of Attorney, Witnessed 
by the under written persons, to receive my money with the Interest due on it,. for' 
the 13 years, that are past seem to me an age, and its very hard that my Heart must 
be made Sorrowful in myoId age, but who can recall what is past, However upon 
Kii:ichys arrival with Gods Favour, as you 'are an old Merchant see that you give' 
me satisfaction, because I have suffered many Losses in my Old age, and my only 
hopp. is in this; and I desire you to pay Kirichy what's due to me without de}ay, 
that he may not be retarded in his Return to me because God only knows what IS to
happen. 

I wrote you formerly, if you have received my letter, that the two Bonds were· 
Lost, but I have recovered them again and given them to . Kirichy to Igo and make
an End of it and when he has received the money he may do what he thinks proper. 

Athanasius Theodore Son in Law to 
Sauly Piro Witnessed this. Kristo Son 
to Bassa Sauly Witnessed. George Son 
to Bassa Sauly wrote & Witnessed this 
the 23d• January 1743. 

SAULY PIRo. 

TRANSLATED from a Portuguese Translate of an Extract or 
the original Letter. 

NOAH CASAMAJOR. 

THIS is to acquaint you that we are arrived at Constantinople, and that we
expect Janchi in 10 or 15 days he being arrived We met our Nephew Kirichy at 
Uonstantinople, who is getting ready to go to you, his Father sends your two Bonds. 
hy him, which he has given him for his Fortune, and he will give his other Sons neat 
money, He has given those Bonds to Kirichy with a power of attorney, which We 
have Signed, Which power of Attorney, he carrys to you and when you have it pay 
him his money, with what is due on it, you are to keep 420 Cruz, I say 420 which 
was paid for Kiriachi, as to the 500 Cruz that he received of me when he married 
his Daughter Bassa Sauly has wrote me that he will pay me here as he 4ad given the
Bonds to Kirichy for his Inheritance, Wherefore I desire you when Kiriachi arrives, 
that you will give him good Assistance as he is a Stranger and our Nephew. What 
can I say more Brother who art in India, but that I Live in hope that We shall meet 
again. -

KAGI KIRIAKI 

17 March 1743. Legitimate Brother to Nicholas Muchu. 

TRANSLATED from a Portuguese Translate of 1m Extract of the Original Letter. 

;19 NOAH CASAMAJOR. 

REJOINDER GENERAL. 

BETWEEN Kircake Son to and Attorney of Savelles Peru Complainant. 
and 

Father Severin Executor of the Last Will and Testament of Simon 
Nicholas Muchu deceased Defendant. 

1745-11 
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To THE HqNOURABLE .THE MAYORS COUR1' AT MADRASPATNAM. 

. . IN Pursuance of an Order of Referrence made in this Cause on the 4th •. day of 
this Instant I have Stated an account of What is due to the Plaintiff from the Estate 
oof SImon Nicholas Muchu Deceased and do find that there is due to the Complainant 
the Sum of 10887 Cruz and 71282 Decl . parts which .at 3 Cruz for 4 Zelottas and 
.96 Arcott Rupees :W 100 Zelottas make 13884 Arcot Rupees 9 pice as will appear 
.by the Account Current hereto annext, All which I humbly Certify to this Honour
oabl~ Court Witness my hand in Fort St>. George, this 11th , day of June Anno Domini 
1745. 

NOAH CASAMAJOR. 



-THE ESTATE OF SnrON NICHOLAS MUCHO DECED IN ACCOT. WITH KIRCAKE SON TO AND A'rTORNEY OF SAVOLLES PERU. 

DR. 
To the amount of the Deceased Muchus two 

Bonds as made up by himself in his Books 
as ~ 'l'ranslate annext to the Plains. RepIy
cation No. 1 Cruz 11867 at 3 Cruz ~ 4 
ZeIottas, make ZeIottas 15622. 66666 dtlc1s• 
& 96 An;ot Rupees ~ 100 ZeIottas make 
Arcot Rupees .,. 15189 12 2 

ERRORS EXCEPTED 

By the Amount of ·120 Crus to .be deducted as 
~~ Translate annext to the PIts. RepIy~a. 
No.4. from the year 173.1 to tte .present year 
allowing the same Increase thereon as in the 
Debit side arnot. to Crus 979. 28718 Dec1s • 
at 3 Crus ~ 4 ZeIottati and ·96 Arcot Rupees 
~ 100 Zelottas make Arcot Rupees 1305 11 

By Ballance due to Kircake Arcot Rupees ... 13884 

15189 12 

FORT ST. GEORGE 11TH. JUNE 1745. !, NOAH CASAMAJOR. 

5 
9 

2 

It 
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TUESDAY the llt~, day of June Anno Domini 1745 BETWEEN 
Kircake Son to and Attorney of Savolles Perew of Allvain
tookool'e near C:onstantinople of Madras Complainant, 

'and 
Father Severin (Executor of the last Will arid Testamt , of 
Simon Nicholas Muchu (late of Madras Merchant deceased) 
of the same place Defendant, 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to oe heard and debated before this Court in 
the presence of the parties and their Attorneys on both sides, on hearing the Com-
plainants Bill with Translates of 2 Bonds 'of Simon Nicholas Muchu de;ed one dated 
the 7th, :May 1730 for 2000 Arsellanies the others 3d , Novr, 1730 for 1620 Arsella
nies, two Certificates under the hands of Wm, Young Esqr, Mayor of Calcutta, and 
'Translate of a power of attorney from Savolles Perew to the Plaintiff thereto annext, 
'The Defendants answer with Translate of a Paragraph of a Letter' from Savolles 
Perew to the deceased Muchu thereunto annext, The Replycation with Translates 
-of two Articles out of the deceased MuchusBooks, and of two Letters to him there
to annext, The Rejoinder ari order made in this Cause on the 4th, Instant, and the 
Registers Report with an account Current in pursuance thereof, Read and on Exa
mination of the matters in this Cause, what was alledged on either side and due 
'Consideration had thereon, This Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree 
and doth accordingly Order and Decree that the Defendant do pay unto the Com
plainant the full and Just Sum of 13884 Arcot Rupees and 9 Pice so much appearing 
to be due to the Complainant'Jrom the Estate of Simon Nichs, :Muchrt deceased, ac
cording to the before mentioned Report and Account, and also that the Costs of this 
:8uit be paid by the Defendant out of the Deceased Muchu's Estate, The Complai
nant having given Security in the aforesd , Sum to refund in proportion in Case of 
.any Dormant debt on the aforesaid Estate until the 15th , Sepr. which' will be in the 
year of our Lord 1746, 

4 th , June 1745. 

'ijJ NOAH CASAMAJOR, 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS 
COURT AT liADRASPATNAM, 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth to this Honourable Court your orator Coja 
Muckertoom Armenian Merchant Factor, agent, and younger Brother to one Coja 
Baboozon, at present residing at Bengal That on the 21 January 1744 your orator 
-did sell and dispose of Sundry Goods to a Mallabar Merchant Inhabitant of this place 
.at two month!" Trust, by name Vekepoorum [sic] Venkia and your orator did take his 
Note or obligation the above date for the sum of 464. 22, 40 and which note or obli
,gation is drawn in the name of your orators said Elder Brother, for whom your 
·orator is the acting person your orator also shews that the said Venkepoorum Venkia 
-did also take up of your orator a further quantity of Bengal Taffetys to the amount 
of 89. 9 fanams for which Sum he also gave your orator one other note or obliga
tion bearing date the 8th . of June 1744 which is also drawn in your orators said 
Elder Brothers name payable in two months from their several Debts and which two 
.sums added together makes 553. 31. 40 Currt. of Madras which in Sterling 

B ' 8 d ' 

money of Great Britain allowing 8 .~ Pagoda amounts to £.221: 4. 0 or there
abouts and your orator shews he has frequently in the most Friendly manner request
ed payment of your orators said money and Interest due thereon, But now so it is 
mf!J it please this Honourable Court the !;aid Venkepoorum Venkia absolutely 
refuses to give your orator the least Satisfaction in the premises. 

To the End therefore that the said Venkepoorum Venkia may upon his Corporal 
Oath true and perfect answer make to all and every the mat~ers aforesaid as fully 
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truly and Effectually to all Intents and purposes as if the same was here again repeat
ed and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay your orator his principal and Interest 
due and that the Orator may have such other relief in the premisses as may be agree~ 
able to Equity and good Conscience. 

8th • Jlme 1744. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

I VENKEPOORUM VENCATIAH do hereby acknowledge to be Indebted to Goja 
Babazoon in the Sum of 89. 9 fanams on account of a parcell of Bengal Tuffatys 
bought of him which Sum I hereby promise to discharge in two months from the 
date hereof and on default of such payment the said Sum is to run at Interest at 9 
'W Cent and become payable on Demand. 

WITNESS 
Gundaveddee Subiah. 
Perraseram Moodu Kistna. 

VENKEPOORUM VENCATIAH. 

drawn by Vellana Cunnia Sheveramiah. 
Translat~d from a paper Writing said to be the Original. 

. . JOSEPH GITHIN 

Ezam". 

21st • June 1744. 

I VENKEPOORUM VENCATIAH do hereby acknowledge to be Indebted to Coja 
Babazoon in the Sum of 464. 22. 40 on account of Goods bought of him which 
Sum I here promise to pay in: two months from the date hereof and on Default of 
such payment the said Sum is to run at Interest at 9 , Cent and become payable on 
demand. 

WIT~ESS 

Gundaveddee Subiah. 
Perraseram Moodu Kistna. 

VENKEPOORUM VENCATIAH. 

drawn by Vellana Cunnia Sheveramiah. 

Translated from a paper Writing said to be the Original. 

MAYORS COTJRT AT 
MADRASPATUM. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

TuESDAY the 2d. day of July Anno Domini 1745. 
Between Coja Muckertoom Brother and agent. 
to Coja Baboozon of Madras Merchant Com
plainant. 

and 
Venkepoorum Venkatiah of the same place also 
Merchant Defendant. 

ON READING the Complainants Bill with Translates of two paper bonds under 
the Defendants hand one dated the 8th . June 1744 for Pags. 89. 9 the other dated 
the 21 June 1744 for pa. 464. 22. 40 thereto annext. The Defendant appeared in 
Court and acknowledged the Execution of the said Bonds and the Justness of the 
Complainants Demand. on due Consideration had, this Court doth therefore think 
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fit to order ana Decree and doth accordingly order and Decree that the Defendant 
do pay unto the Complainant the full and Just sum of 553. 31. 40 Currt. of Madras 
being the principal money of the two before mentioned Bonds, together with such 
Interest after the rate of 8!'f Cent 'W annum as now is or shall hereafter become 
due thereon, until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit. 

.l8th • June 1745. 

:'f CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Rtgr . 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator Atta
putta Comrapah Merchant Inhabitant of Madras That one Cambalinga Chitty also 
Inhabitant of this place did apply to your. orator for the Loan of a Sum of money 
at whose request your orator did advance and lend to the said Cambalinga Chitty 
the full and just sum of 169. 20. 56 which in Sterling money of Great Britain 

8 Ii> 8 d 
accounting each Pagoda at the rate of 8 amounts to 67. 16. 6 or thereabouts to 
secure the repayment of which the said Cambalinga Chitty did sign and give to your 
orator one Cadjan Note or Writing bearing date in Madras the 30th . day of March 
which was in the year of our Lord 1744/5 thereby promising to pay your orator on 
demand the before recited Sum with Interest thereon at the rate of 9 W Cent 'W anfi 
and your orator shews that he has requested of the said Cambalinga Chitty sundry 
times in the most friendly manner to discharge his said obligation to your orator. 
But now so it is the said Cambalinga refuses to give your orator any Satisfactio'l in 
the premisses. To the end therefore that the said Cambalinga Chitty may upun 
his Corporal oath true and perfect answer make to all and singular the matters and 
things aforesaid as fully and truly to aU Intents and purposes as if the same were 
here again repeated and Interrogated and be decreed to pay your orator the princi
pal and Interest due on the said Obligation and that your orator may have such 

further & other relief in the premes as shall be agreeable to Equity and Good 
Conscience. 

ROBT. SLOPER 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

30th . March 1745 Madraspatnam. 

I COMBALINGA CHITTY Son of Pyrrhisude Chitty do hereby acknowledge to have 
Borrowed and received of Attaputtee Comrapah Chitty the sum of 169. 20. 56 
which Sum I promise to pay on Demand with Interest at 9 :W Cent. 

WITNESS 
Tommoota Nina Chitty. 
Normacorra Vencata Chitty. 
drawn by Moorigopilla. 

'1:ranslated from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

COMBALINGUM. 

, 
"t:,'" 

.TOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr ' , 
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TUESDAY the 2d. day of July Anno Dmi 1745. 
Between Attaputtee Comrapah o~ Madras Mer
chant Complainant. 

and 
Combalinga Chitty of the same place Inhabitant 
Defendant. 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill with Translate of a Cadjan Bond under the 
Defendants hand dated the 30 Marcil 1745 for Pags . 169. 20. 56 thereto annext, 
<the Defendant being in Court acknowledge~ the ~xecution ~hereof and the Justness 
,of the Complainants demand on due ConsideratlOn had this Court doth therefore 
think fit to order and Decree and doth accordinf;i.ly order and Decree that the Defend~ 
,ant do pay unto the Complainant the full and Just Sum of ps. l(W. 20. 56. Cur.rent 
oo()f Madras togr . with such Interest after the rate of 8:W Cent i1P Annum as now IS or 
shall hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and also the Costs 

.. of this Suit, 

. 21st. :May 1745. 

:1P CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

RegT • 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS
PATNAM. 

, HUMB;LY OOMPLAINING Sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator Cud
.dalore VEmciah Braminy of Madras that Cashua Chitty Audeapa being in want of 
money did request your orator to procure him 400 PagS

, for 8 Months on a Mortgage, 
whereupon your orator applied himself to Mylapore Comrapah desiring him to 
personate the Lender of that Sum to, the said Audeapah and take Securities for it in 
his name and your orator would furnish him with money to lend. Comrapah agreed 
so to do, your orator then gave him ,the money and he Comrapah carried it to 
Audeapah who for Securing the Repayment of that Sum gaveComrapah a Bond 
payable in 8 months from its date which was on the 3d • day of February 1733/4 as 
will appear ,W Translate of said Bond for this Honourable Courts Inspection here
unto annexed to which your orator most humbly referrs and prays the same may 
be admitted as part of this your orators Bill of Complaint the original being now in 
your orators Custody and ready to be produced as this Honourable Court shall 
please to Direct And your Orator shews further unto this Honourable Court that 
in and by the said Bond it is Stipulated and will appear that Audeapah did mortgage 
unto Mylapore Comrapah one hOl1;,se situate in the Black Town which house being 
the property ~f the Peddanaigue had before been Mortgaged by him to Cashua Chitty 
Audeapah which house the- said Comrapah was posses rent Free and in Considera
tion thereof no Interest was to be paid by the said Cashua Chitty Audeapah, now 
your orator shews further unto this Honourable Court that notwithstanding the 
"Tenour of the Bond aforesaid and that your orator was is in possession of the Title 
Deeds of the said Mortgaged premisses yet Cashua Chitty Audeapah kept Possession 
'of an~ occupi,ed t~e mortgaged premisses hi~self Wherefore your Orator humbly 
"ConceIves he IS Intttled to demand Interest whICh your orator pravs may be allowed 
him from the day of the date of the aforementioned Bond until 'the day the whole 
debt shall be discharged and Your Orator further shews that tho' the before men-' 
tioned ~ond is drawn in the name of Mylapore Comrapah the property thereof rests 
solely III your orator and your orator further shews unto this Honourable Court 
that since the 'before mentioned Transactions happened Cashua Chitty Audeapah 
before mentioned has departed this life l-eaving hehind him an Estate sufficient to 
'Pay your orator with a Considerahle Overplus which Estate is in the possession of 
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the following persons Vizt. Bookangee Oossidoss, Trivati Sashachelum, Ragoor 
Veeragua Ohitty, Narlum Jaggoo who are appointed Trustees of whom your orator
hath often in Amicable manner demanded payment of the above recited Sum with.. 
Interest. 

BUT now'so it is May it please this HOfible Court the said Trustees refuse to
give your Orator any manner of Satisfaction your orator therefore prays the said 
Trustees may be Oompelled to. pay your Orators Demand and that your Orator may 
have. ~ General Relief touchiI?-g the premisses ~uch as to this Honourable Oourt 
shall a}>pear .agreeable to EqUlty and good Oonsclence. . 

. WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Atty, for the Complt. 

3d• February 1743/4 Madraspatnam. 

I OASSUVA OHITTY Arliapah do hereby acknowledged to ha:Ye borrowed· and 
received of Mile Oomorapa Moodelare the sum of 400 ps. Currt. of Madras for 
Securing the repayment of which Sum in 8 months from the date hereof Ireinort
gage Moocundaraiens house Mortgaged to me by Peddanaigue and on default or
paymt, at the time above Limitted the said Oomropah is to have the use of the said 
house in Consideration of Interest till the debt is. discharged. 

OASSUVA OHITTY ADIPA, 
WITNESS 

Viriche Oomorapa Moodelare. 
Ambala Tada Ohitty, 

drawn by Munnella Ohinnatomby. 
Translated from a Oadjan sd. to be the original. 

MAYORS OOURT AT 
~lADRASP ATNAM. 

-

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr ; 

TUESDAY the 2d. day of July Anno Dmi 1745. 
Between Ouddalore Venciah of Madras Braminy Oomplai--
nant 

and 
Bookangee Oossadoss, Trevati Sasaschelum Ragoore Vee
ragua Ohitty and Nadum Jaggoo Trustees to the Estate of 
Oashua Ohitty Audeapa deced of the' same place Merchts• 
Defendts. 

ON HEARING the Oomplts, Bill with Translate of a Oadjan Mortgage Bond dated 
the 3d • February 1743/4 under the hand of Oasuva Ohitty Adipa for)?ags • 400there
to annext read, and it appearing to this Oourt that the Defendants have been served. 
with the Regular process to answer the Oomplainants Bill but wilfully and obsti
nately refusing so to do, On due Oonsideration had This Oourt doth therefore think 
fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly Order and Decree 'I'hat the Defendant 
do pay unto the Oomplainant the full and just sum of 400 Pags • Ourrent of Madras 
being the principal money of the prementioned Mortgage Bond, together with such 
Interest after the rate of 8:' Oent~ Annum as now is or shall hereafter become 
due thereon until full payment is made and also the Oosts of this Suit and in default 
of payment at or before 21 days from the date hereof that the Mortgaged premisses
be sold & the money arising from such Sale paid unto the Oomplainant in and tQwards-
the discharge of his said Debt and Oosts. . ' 

i'i CUR 
NOAH OASAMAJOR 

Regr, 
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'31st •. May 1745 .. 

To THE HONOURABJ.E THE MAYORS: 
COURT AT MADRASPATNAM, 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Myla
pore Comrapah of Madras Merchant Inhabitant having had Sundry Dealings with 
one Peryanah also of the place aforesaid Merchant He' the said Peryanah having 
Occasion for a Sum of money did apply himself to your Orator requesting the Loan' 
thereof Whereupon your orator did advarice and Lend him the said Peryanah the 
full and just sum of (P. 40) Current money of Madras which in Sterling money of: 

s 
Great Br,itain accounting each Pagoda, 8 amounts to (£16) or thereabouts. for'. 
securing the Repayment of which he the said Peryanah did make Sign and Give unto> 
your oratprone Cadjan Note Bond or Writing Obligatory bearing date in Fort st. 
George June the 20th . which was in the year of our Lord' 1744 as will appear W 
Translate of said Bond for the Inspection of this Honourable Court hereunto annex!; 
to which your orator most humbly referrs & prays the same may be admitted as. 
part of this your orators Bill of Complaint, the Original being in your Orators Cus
tody ready to be produced as this Honourable Court shall please to direct, and your' 
Orator further shews that he has often in the most amicable manner demanded pay
ment of the before mentioned Sum with Interest accrewing thereon. 

But now so it is May it please this Honourable Court the said Peryana WilfuUy 
and obstinately refuses to give your orator any manner of Satisfaction your Orator
therefore prays a Genl . relief touching the premisses such as to this Hofible Court 
shall appear agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. 

To the End therefore that the said Peryanah, may upon his Corporal Oath true 
and perfect answer make to all and singular the matters and things herein before
alledged and set forth as fully truly and Effectually to all Intents and purposes as if 
the same were here again repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay vour 
orator his full Principal with such Interest as now is or shall hereafter become" due
thereon until full payment be made and also that your orator shall be Decreed to
receive from the said Peryanah all such Costs and' Charges as have arisen or shall: 
hereafter arise in Consequence of this Suit. 

20th . June 1744 Madraspatnam. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney tor the Complainant. 

I PERIANAH son of Vokapa Moodelare do hereby acknowledge to have Borrow
ed and received of Mile Comorapa Moodelare the Sum of 40 ps. Currt . of Madras: 
which Sum I promise to pay on Demand with Interest at 9 :19 Cent. . 

WITNESS 

'l'revenbalum Pandarum. 

Sadasheven . 

.drawn by Vicunda Vauteer. 

Translated from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

1745-12 

PERIANAH, 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf-. 
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TUESDAY the 2d. day of June Anno Domini 1745 Between' 
Mylapore, Comrapah of Madras, Merchant Complainant 

and 
Peryanah of the same place also Merchant Defendant. 

,b~HEARINGthe Complainants Bill with Translate of a Cadja~.i30nd Under the 
Defts. hand dated the 20 June 1744 for Pags. 40 thereio annext read~ The De~ . 
.appeared in Court and acknowledged the Execution of the afsd, Bond; and it appear
ing to ijlis Court that the Defendant hath been served with the Regular process to 
Jin~wer the CompIts Bill but Wilfully and obstinately refusing so to do, on due Con
sideration had, This Court doth therefor~ think fit to order and Decree and doth 
accordingly order and Decree, that the Defendant·do pay unto the Complt. the full 
.and Just Sum of 40 Pags. Ourrent of Madras, being the principal money of the before 
mentioned Bond together with such Interest after the rate of 8 ~W Cent·1jJ Ann as 
now is or .shall hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and also 
the Costs of this Suit, The Complainant having made Oath to the truth of his De-
mand. ' . 

10 May' 1 743. 

,1jJ OUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Re!lr, 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator Tomby 
Chitty Merchant of Madras was in the year 1724 applied to by one Hyeronimo 
Monteiro also then residing within the place aforesaid who requested your Orator 
to lend him a Sum of :money at Respondentia whereupon your Orator advanced ,and 
lent him the said Hyeronimo Monteiro the full and Just Sum of 650 Pags. at one 
time and 100 Pags. more on the same day which two Sums were to run at Respon
.dentia upon the Ship Areot from this Port of Madras to that of Manilha and back 
again to this Port after the rate of 21 '19 Cent premium for the Voyage Provided the 
said Voyage should be accomplished within the usual Term or one year But if the 
Remittance of your Orators Respondentia should be delayed longer than that Term 
than your orator should receive ]()!W Cent Interest for all the time above that Term 
till the day of payment and further that in Case of non payment by the said Hyero
nimo Monteiro then one Estra Gregoria Inhabitant of this place would discharge 
it for him Which she obliged herself to perform by two Bonds bearing date July 
the 19th . in the year above mentioned Translates of which Bonds for the Inspection 
o()f this Honourable Court are hereunto annext to which your Orator most humbly 
referrs and prays the same may he admitted as part of your Orators Bill'and your 
Drator further shews it is now near 18 years !lince the Raid Obligations were Entred 
into by the said Hyeronimo Monteiro and Estra Gregoria so that your orators Princi. 
pal Premium and Interest at 8W Cent thereon is now amounted to Pas. 2211. 25. 31. 

s 
which in Sterling money of Great Britain accounting each Pags • 8 amounts to 

Ib s 
884. 13. or thereabouts yet for all the debt. has been so ,long standing the said 
Estra Gregoria Pereira and Fransisco Pereira her husband because the said 
Everonimo Monteiro is not on the Spot absolutely refuse to pay your Orators Demand 
tho' they have both been Jointly and Separately requested in the most amicable 
manner so to do Your Orator then,fore prays a General relief touching the Pre
misses such as to this Honourable Court shall appear agreeable to Equity and good 
Conscience. 

To the end therefore that thE' Raid Fransisc;o Pereira and Estra Gregoria 
Periara's his Wife mav upon their Corporal Oaths true and perfect answer Jointly 
'Or Separately make to "all and singular the matters and things herein before aUedged 
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and set forth as fully truly and Effectually to all intt'nts and p~poses as if the same 
were here again repeated ~nd Interrogated and that they may particularly set forth 
and say whether your Orator hath not often in the most amicable manner Demanded 
payment if yea shew their.reasons why they did not comply .with the said Demand 
and that they be DecrEted to pay your Orator the full and just Sum of 2211. 25. 31 
due as i19 Account Current hereunto annexed to which your orator most humbly 
referrs and prays the same may be admitted as part of your Orators Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMB~ETON 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

I HYERONIMO MONT~RIO of Madras Inhabitant do hereby ackn5wl. to have 
taken up and received from the hands of Tomby Chitty 650 Pags. Currt. money of 
Madras to run at Respondentia upon Ship Arcot (Whereof SeBastian Teixeira d~· 
Britto is Commander) from this Port to that of Manilha after the rate ot 21'W ("ent 
and the residue to be returned on the said Ship or on any other I shall ~ome upon; 
and in Case I should Winter there I shall remitt the risque:W Sure hands, but if the 
Ship should Winter there, I shall pay 10 :W Cent Land Interest as Customary, or as. 
others voyaging thither shall pay it; and on my Arrival after 21 days I shall pay 
the Principal and Respondentia, but in Case of non payment Senhora, Estra Ore
~oria shall be obliged to give full Satisfaction Dated in Madras this 19th . day of' 
.July 1724. 

WITNESS 

Lourenso V: Buijtendijck 

Signed HYERONIMO MONTEIRO 

WILLIAM DUMBLE'roN 
Atty. for the Obligee. 

ES'rRA GREGORIA. 

I HYERONIMO MONTEIRO of Madras Inhabitant do hereby acknowledge to have 
t:llken up and received from the hands of Tomby Chitty 100 Pags. Current money 
of Madras, to run at Respondentia upon Ship Arcot (whereof SeBastian Teixeira 
de Britto is Commander) from this port to that of Manilha, after the rate of 24 19 
Cent and the risque to be returned on' the said :Ship, or on any other I shall come 
upon, and in Case I shall Winter there I shall remitt the risque IW Surc::hand but if 
the Ship should Winter I shall pay 10' Cent Land Interest as Customary, or as 
others Voyaging thither shall pay it; /lnd on my arrival after 21 days I shall pay the 
Principal and Respondentia, but in Case of non payment Senhora Estra Gregoria. 
ahaH be obliged to give full Satisfaction Dated in Madfas this 19th . day of July 1724_ 

Signed HYERQNIMO MONTEIRO. 

WITNESS 
J oam de Almeida de Amaral. 
Loul'enso V. Buijtendijck. 

174~-12A 

WIL.LIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Obligee. 

ESTRA GREGORIA. 



DB. 
1742 

July 9 

8ENHORA ESTRA GREGORIA SECURITY FOR RESPONDlllNTiA MONlllY LENT ltYERONIMO MONTEIRO TO MANILHA 

To Hyeronimo Monteiros 2 
Respondentia Bonds on Ship Arcot 
to Manilha Vizt. 

One Bond for 
Principal •• 650 

Premo 21 ~ Ct. 136 18 
P.786 

One Bond for 
Principal 100 

Premium 24 
P.124 

To Interest Computed on pS. 910. 18. 
19 July 1725 to 31st• May 1743 

yl. mS. dl. 
is 17. 10. 11 at 8 ~ Cent ~ Ann. 

18 -

P.910 
from 

1301 

18 -

7 31 

1743 
May 31 By Ballance 

Pagodas 2211 25 31 

FORT ST. GEORGE 31ST. MAY 1743 
ERRORS EXCEPTED 

~ TOMBY CHITTY. 
WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

Atty. for tke Oreditor. 
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THE ANSWER of Estra Gregoria of Madras 
Femme Covert, to the Bill of Complaint of 
Tomby Chitty of the said place Merchant Com
plainant. 

THIs DEFENDANT saving and reserving to herseif all manner of Benefit and 
.advantage of Exception to the manifold En'ors and Insufficiencys in the Com
plainants Bill contained for Answer thereunto or to so much thereof as this Defend
..ant is advised, materially Concerns her to make Answer unto, She this Defendant 
..answereth and saith. 

THAT this Defendant Believes there is such Bonds in the Complaints. Custody 
.as set forth by the Complainants said Bill of Complaint and upon such Terms .as is 
-therein mentioned But this Defendant thinks she is very unkindly Treated by the 
Defendant for the several reasons hereafter set forth, and hopes this Honourable 
-Court will Assist the Weakness of this Defendants Ignorance in all such matters 
wherein the Consideration of this Honourable Court can relieve this Defendant 
'under the present Hard Case. 

FIRST This Defendant humbly Conceives it is very unfair of the Complainant, to 
'have been silent in his present demand now near 18 or 19 years this Defendant having 
been so long in this place unmolested on this account, and the said Bonds never 
.demanded of this Defendant or her husband, through which means this Defendt . 
is liable to be distressed and ruined Whereas had any timely notice being given, this 
Defendant hath had it several times in her power to have attached Effects off, or 
.got Security from the person for whom this Defendant is said to be answerable. 

Secondly Why should this Defendant be torn to pieces and utterly ruined for a 
Debt this Defendant never Contracted nor received any Profit by, when the person 
who is really answerable is very able to pay at Manilha and has in this place a Wife 
.and Family in a very Flourishing Condition and possessed of Houses and Value able 
Effects, why should not the Wife of him who gave the Bonds under Suit be as 
Lyable to this Demand as this Defendant Since marriage in Equity can be no more 
ber protection then it is this Defendants. 

THIRDLY This Defendant humbly Conceives the Complainant ought in Conscience 
..and Equity to have made his first Demand of the principal, and have given this Deft. 
some account of his Denial as a Warning, whereby this Defendant would have many 
_vears since attached the said money by some means or other, through which default 
of the Complainants This Defendant is a Sufferer by the Complainants account 
..8everall00 Pags. arising from a 10 " Cent Interest which could not have happned 
had the principal been paid so many years ago, and which this Defendant would 
.have certainly discharged upon any timely Notice by way of a Demand. 

FOURTHLY and Lastly this Defendant hnmbly prays for a short time to be allowed 
'her to the Intent she may 'Vrite to ,and receive an answer from Manilha the Com
plainant having surprized this Defendant with an unexpected Demand, on another 
p~rsons account of many years Standing, and which till now was never Laid to this 
Defendants Charge, tho' this Defendant has had several accounts of and Concerns 
under and wiili the Complainant of respondentia Bonds, and otherwavs vet on the 
return of such Bonds to this place accounts have been several times Ballanced, Dis
putes and Suits at Law have arose, and nothing ever mentioned of the present 
Demand or included in any account to the Complainants Credit with this Defendant. 

All which matters and things this Defendant is ready to averr maintain and 
Vfove as this Honourable Court shall direct and humbly prays to be hence dismissed 
~ith her reasonable Costs in this behalf most Wrongfully ~ustained. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendant 
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THE Replycation of Tomby Chitty of Madras., 
Merchant Complainant to the Answer of Coja 
Estra Gregoria Perreira of the same place
Defendant. 

. THIs Replyant now and at all times hereafter, savi~g and reserv~ng to himself
all alid all manner of Benefit and advantage of ExceptIon to the saId answer for
Reply~ation thereunto saith that all and singular the matters and. things in this 
Replia~ts Bill are certain 'I'rue as' they and e,\reryof them are thereIn alledgedand 
Expressed and that the Defendants Answer to the said Bill is ve,.ry untrue Imperfect 
and Insufficient in the Law to be replied unto and this Replyant further saith. ; 

. That this Replyant is sm'prized at the Confidence of the Defendant in asserting. 
this Replyant hath not for 18 or 19 years past made any Demand of the money now 
sued for for this Replyant doth averT he hath himself in person gone several time~
to the house of the Defendant in the Chepauk and made demand of the money nmv 
sued for and ihis Replyant doth averr he hath sent many times Servants to mak~
demand of the money now sued for, from the Defendant in Madras and hath often 
sent Servants and Letters to the Defendant when in the Country Demanding of the
Defendant a part of the Debt if it did not Suit her Conveniency to pay the whole 
nay what is particularly worthy notice is about 1.3 years past, this Replyant pressed 
the Defendant for payment of the money now sued for at which time the Defendant 
desired this Replyant to have patience till shE' could Write to and receive an answer 
from Manilha which this Repliant Complied with and the Defendant either did 01'

made this Repliant believe she did Write to Manilha on account of the money now 
demanded and the said Defendant pretended to receive answer from Manilha that 
the money should be remitted next Season this pretence prevailed on this Defendt . 

to have patience till n~xt Season and such like Excuses made this Defendant yet. 
wait another season, But the 3d . year being Elapsed and no money come this Replyant 
told the now Defendant he would be Trifled with no longer. and if the whole or part 
of this Repliants demand was not forthwith paid he would have recourse to Law for 
the Recovery of it at this Threat the now Deft.'ndant at that time seem'd· Terrified 
nnd finding the Old Story of Writing to Mllnilha was worn thread bear, and would 
not pass any more on this Replyant she now pretends she Expects large sums of" 
money out of the Inland Oountrys and prays this RE'pliant to Grant her a months 
!'lpace to write to a;nd receive an!HVer from the Country this request the Complyant 
replied with and the month being expired this Replyt. again sent to Demand his 
money but instead of receiving that, received news that the now Defendant was 
gone up the Country, this was the Defendants un,gratefull Return for the 4 or 5 years 
Indulgence this Repliant Granted her, yet notwithstanding this Repliant h:.ts had all" 
this Trouble to recover his just due the Deft. Exclaims in her answer against this
Replyant for taking Legal measures to obtain hIS Rig~t in short this Replyant doth 
averr there has not for the 13 Last Years one past without Demand havinrr been 
made either by Letter Efessenger or in person by this Replyant _ 0 

All which matters and. things this Replyant is ready to averr maintain and" 
prove and humbly prays as in and by his said Bill he has already prayed. 

23d . August 1743. 

WILLIAM DUMRLETON 
Atty. for the Rep7yal1t. 

i .')-

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT!
MADRASPATNAM. 

THE REJOINDER of Estra Gregoria to the Replycation of 
Tomby Chitty of Madras Complainant. 

THIS Defendant saving and reservin~ to hergelf all manner of Benefit and" 
advantage of Exception to the manifold Errors incertainties untruths and Insuffi
ciencies of the !'laid Replycation Saith that her answer is certain True and sufficient. 
in the Law to be replied unto and this Defendant further saith. 
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'.. That the .Complainant never made any demand of this .I Defendarit for the 
·Oontents of the ~~)llds .II.Q'Y unde,r suit till but a short .time ~go wheI:l ~he Complainan' 
made this Defendant a Visit, and bringing with him the said Bonds desired thi~ 
Defendt to lend him 500 Pags. 'upon the said Bonds, 'But this'Defendant notth~h 
having money could not comply with· the Complainants request But directE!d the 

..complainant . ~ith the said Bonds to the house of Hyeronimo Monteiro, and with 
him: sent 0Il:e of this Defendants Servants at the Repliants request. 

Thls Defendant further saith that the said Hyeronimo Monteiro is both able 
.(and as this Deft. bels .) willing to discharge the said Bonds upon applyc'i being made 
,to him and this Deft. begs the Notice of this Bouble Court to observe that she has 
teceived no Considn • for Signing the said Bonds But only acted for both partIes as 

.3 Mediator and Friend for both parties, The profit of the Lender and Borrower was 
wholly Intended to be their own and after all this Defendant has great reason to 
.believe the said money is actually paid in part or the whole for the Complainant has 
sent over sevl . Letters of Attorney to Demand and recover the. same the last of which 

.as tbis Defendant believes was in the year 1739 an attested Copy of which is here
unto annext as taken from the Portugueze Notary Publick by whom all matters of 
·this kind is Transacted for persons who helong to this Defendants Church, So that 
in short the Complainant is using his Methods with the principal at Manilha for pay
·ment of this money, and at the same time is Distressing this Defendant here and 
how hard must this Defendants Case be if the money should be paid in Manilha, 
while this Defendants ruin at stake, By an unnecessary Suit here Commenced for 
,powers .of Attorneyship being remitted, there is also a Court of Judicature as well 
.as here for the Recovery of the. Debts. 

WHEREFORE this Defendant hopes thi" Honourable Court will suspend the 
.Judgment of this Honourable Court till such methods may be taken for Information 
·on the foregoing allegations as this Honourable Court shall seem meet. 

And this Defendant saith as in and by her said A.nswer she hath already said &c. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
A.ttorney for the Defendant. 

DECLARO eu Sim'"ao Boutett tel' Recebido das 1Iaos de Tamby Chitty Coatro 
treslados dos Conhecim Vs. que Hyeronimo Monteiro the passau pOl' varias Contia 
-de Dinhp.iro que elle tomou a Responder para Manilha Como Se segue. 

H~ Treslado de Coatro Centos pagodas to Mados em 29 de 
J ulho de 1724 a 20 ~ Cento Principal ... 400 

Hli Treslado de Seis Centos e Sineeenta pgs. to Mados em 
30 de J ulho de 1724 a 21 ~ Cento Prinel . 650 

Hu Treslado de Cem pags. to mados em 30 de Julho de 
1724 @ 24 ~ Cento prine 100 

Hii Treslado de Vinte Serieo pags. to mados om 31 de 
J ulho de 1724 a 20 ~ Cento prine 2~ 

Pagodes 1175 

A Sobre dita Oontia I,evandome Deos a Salvamento a Cidade de Manilha fico 
-de Cobra e~ Vertude da Carta de 12rocuracao 9 pa. este effecto Leoo, Coma Sua 
HespondenCla eganhos retartados. 19 Melhor forma que puder Ser, em Cobrando 
fico de Frazer aymportancia da Cobranca em Minha Compa. no barco em que vier 
.~mba~ca~o pOl' Conta e Risco do dito Tamby Chitt:\-', Nao Vendo prom etc a Remeter 
no pnmelro barco que Sahir desse porto, em falla desee pIs. barco de Pondichery 
Rebaixando Catorre ~ et°. da Commissao que me a bona odito Tamhy Chitty 
:Madraspm. 27 de Julho de 1739. . , 
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Eu Tabeliao & Escrivao publicodas Catholicos Romanos Nesta Cidade. as
petitorio de StrR • Estra Gregoria Revendo Omeu Cartorio a Chey Oburri'o declaracad 

. que passou sim~o Boulett a Tamby Chitty Cuga Copia he atras escrita do verb~ 
adoerbum, em f~ do que me a Siney Madraspm. 26 de Agosto 1743. . . 

Fr. co. DE SQR". PEIXOTO. 
Escriva""s publico. 

INTERROGATORIES to be delivered to such Wit ... 
neSS6S as shall be produced Sworn and Examined 
on the part and behalf of the Complainant in a 
certain Cause. wherein one Tombv Chitty is. 
Complt. and one Estra Gregoria is· Defend·imti 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis do you know the parties Complainant and:. 
Defendant or either of them and how long have you known them or either of them 
and which of them Declare. 

2d. To AUNDIAPAH Item Was you ever sent by one of the Contending parties to
th~other if yea, which of them sent you tothe other, on what account was you sent, 
what passed between you and the person to whom you were sent, was you ever' 
sent more than once, Set forth how long it may be ago that you were sent Declare. 

3d . To CONASAYA CHITTY AND MOODU RANGAPA CHITTY Item Were you ever
sent by one of the Contending parties to the other if yea, say how many times you 
went, how long ago each time may be, and what passed between you and the person 
to whom you were sent was you ever in Company with any other person at the· 
house of the Defendant If yea What passed Declare. 

4th. To ALL THE WITNESSES Item Do you know any other matter or thing
material for the Complainant If yea set forth the same as you know have heard or
do believe with the reasons of or such your Knowledge or Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPA'I'NAM. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN Tomby Chitty Complainant 
and 

Estra Gregoria Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in

this Court as follows. 

AUNDEAPAH of Madras Servant to the Complainant aged 47 years or thereabouts
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on 
the 7th . day of October 1744 shewn at the office of Mr. Henry Deveil Attorney for 
the Defendant by Connecapa who left a note of the name Title and place of abode or 
the said Aundeapah and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and examined 
Deposeth as follows. 

1st: To the first Interr?gat?ry this Deponentsaith, that he knows the parties 
Complamant and Defendant m thIS Cause and hath so known them 30 years or there
abouts. . 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Depc.Jlent .mith ,hat the Complaint. sent 
him to the Defendant about 17 ypars ago to Demand payment of her, of HyeronimQ-
Monteiro's Bond for the which she was Bound when the Defendant entreated this 
Depone.nt to ~dvise the Oomplainant. to make DOll Hyeronimo (who was then going 
to Mamlha) hIS Attorney, and provIded payment was not made to him there, she 
would satisfy the Complaint, on his return He furty", saith that he hath since made-
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several Demands thereof but was as often answered that payment was not due from 
her till Hyeronimo Monteiro was arrived here and had faultered in payment 21 days.. 
after his Arrival and more saith not to this or the Jast Interry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam"". 

AUNDEAPAH. 

CON SARA CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 80 years or thereabouts being pro
ducea as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards. 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Complt. 32 years. 
and the Defendant 22 years or thereabouts. 

3d. To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he was sent by the 
Complainant to the Complainant [sic] three times to demand the Contents of a Bonil 
given by Heironimo Monteiro for the payment of which she was bound the first time 
which is about 18 or 19 years as also the second time about 11 years ago the Defend
ant answered that she would write to Hyeronimo Monteiro about it, and that she
would see him satisfied and the last time, which is 3 or 4 years past or thereabouts, 
the Oomplainants Brother being with him the Defendant answered she would talk 
with the Complt. and further saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam"". 

CONSAVA. 

MooDU RANGAPA CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 50 years or thereabouts
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and 
afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the
Complt. 20 years and the Defendant he hath known 15 years or thereabouts. 

3d . To the third Interry this Deponent saith that he was sent by the Complainant
to the Defendant once which is about 5 or 6 yeo. [sic] past when this Deponent 
demanded payment of her (by the Complainants order) of Hyeronimo Monteiro's 
Bond, the Defendant answered she did not think she was obliged the said but on 
default of payment 21days after his arrival here which this Deponent told to the 
Com.elainant who went back ·with him to the Defendant and read over the Bond .to--
her, the Defendant then answered that she would write herself to Hyero Monteiro 
as would also beg the favour of the Bishop at St. Thoma and Mr. Lewis Medeira t(). 
write to him on her behalf and desired the Complainant to send a Letter of Attorney. 
by some body he replied that he had sent two or 3 but to no purpose and therefore< 
insisted on payment from her, and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory ~ 

JOSEPH GITIDN 
Ezam"". 

1745-13 

MOODU RANGAPA. 
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TUESDAY the 24th. day of January Anno Domini 
1743. Between Tomby Chitty of Madras Mer
chant Complainant. 

and 
Estra Gregoria Perreira of the same place 

~ Inhabitant Defendant. 

THIs UAUSE coming on this day to be heard and debated before this Court in 
presence of the Defendant and his Attorney and the Defendants Attorney, on hear
ing the Complainants Bill, with Translates' of two Respondentia Bonds dated the 19 
July 1724 for Pags. 650 the other for Pagodas 100 under the hands of Hyeronimo 
Monteiro and the Deft. also an account Current thereto annext, The Defendants 
Answer, the Replycation, the Rejoinder, and a Certificate under the hand of Fran

,sisco Piexto in the Portuguese Tongue thereunto annext also the Proofs taken in 
this Cause on the part of the Complainant (the Deft. not having produced any read 
[sic]) Read. And on Examination of the matters in this Cause what was alledged 

-on either side and due Consideration had thereon This Court doth therefore think fit 
to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and Decree that the Deft. do pay unto 
the Complainant the full and Just sum of ps. 2211. 25. 31 Current of Madras being 
the Ballance of the before mentioned account, and also the Costs of this Suit and it 
is further ordered on the motion of the Defendants Attorney that the before men
tioned sum of ps. 2211. 25. 31 be Deposited by the Defendant in this Court, and not 
,paid unto the Complaint. until the first day of May next Ensuing by which time tis 
presumed tlie Deft. may hea.r from Manilha Coneerning the two before mentd• 

Bonds. 

{)OURT OF ApPEALS AT 
MADRASPATNAM S8. 

:i CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reg r , 

BETWEEN Estra Gregoria Perreira Inhabitant 
of Madras Appellant. 

and 
Tomby Chitty of the same place Merchant Res
pondant. 

THIS CAUSE Coming on this day being Monday the 8th . of July 1745 on hearing 
the Petition of Appeal and Answer The several Exhibits of the Hofible the Mayors 
-Court and the Decree thereof given in this Cause on Tuesday the 24th. of January 
1743/4 tooether with several Vouchers from Manilha warranted by the ,Notary 
Publick th~re read and upon due Consideration had of the !Ilatters therein severally 
-contained and of the pleadings and arguments used by the Attorneyspnboth sides. 
It appear; to this Court that the Bo.nds in Suit ha,:e been delivered up'andithat Gono
rimo [sic] Monteiro stands fully dischar~ed by SImon ~otell, the Respondents Att?r-, 
ney from any Claim on account of the s~ld Bonds. ThIS Court doth therefore t~k 
:fit to order and Decree, and doth accordmgly hereby order' and Decree that the sald 
Decree of the Hofible the Mayors Court given in this':Cause be Reversed and set 
.ssine and the Appellant and Respondent do each of :theril pay their own Costs in 
both Courts' . ,! 

l' " CUR 
GEORGE PIGOT 

Clerk of Appeals. 
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• 
Pleadin!lsin the Mayor's Court, 174.5 99' 

'18 June 1745. 
To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT' 

MADRASPATNAM. 
HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator Rawsom. 

Vencatachilum of Madras Inhabitant and Braminy having had Sundry Dealings
with one Quotumbauk Gruapah of the plac~ aforesaid also Inhabitant and Merchant 
He die said Quotumbauk Gruapah having an Occasion for a Sum of money did 
apply himself to your Orator for the Loan thereof whereupon your orator did advance 
and Lend the said Quotubauck Gruapah the full and Just Sum of Pags . 230 Current .. 
of Madras which in Sterling money of Great Britain accompting each PagodaS. 
amounts to £. 92 or thereabouts for Securing the Repayment of which Sum with 
Interest accrewing thereon after the rate of 9W CentumW Annum within the space 
of two months from the date of the hereafter mentioned Bond the said Quotumbauck 
Did make sign and give unto your orator one Mortgage Bond bearing date the 6th . 

of March which was in the year of our Lord 1742/3 therein and thereby making 
over unto your orator one Bill of Sale of the dwelling house of the said Gruapah unto· 
your Orator and his Heirs for ever Subject nevertheless to the usual Proviso in such 
Cases that is to say If he the said Quotembauck Gruapah should well and truly pay 
or cause to be paid the Before recited Sum with Interest Then and in such Case the· 
said Mortgage to be void and of none Effect, otherwise to remain in full force Trans
late of which Bond for the Inspection of this Honourable Court is hereunto annexed' 
to which your orator most humbly referrs and prays the same may be admitted as 
part of this your Orators Bill, and your Orator shews your orator hath often, and' 
that in the most Amicable manner Demanded pavment of the above Sum with-
Interest of the aforementioned Gruapah. - " 

BUT no~ so it is may it Please this Honourable Court the said Gruapah Wil
fully and Obstinately refuses to give your Orator any manner of Satisfaction your
Orator· therefore prays such Genl . Relief in the premisses as to this Hoflble Coud. 
shall appear agreeable to Equity and Good Conscience Is the End of the Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

6 March 1732/3 MAnRASPATNAM. 

I COTUMBAUCUM GRUAPAH NAIGUE do hereby ackn7>wl. to have Borrowed and. 
received of Rawsom Vencatachelum the Sum of 230 Pags. Curren' of Madras for 
securing the Repayment of which Sum with Interest at 9 "f Cent in two Months from.. 
the date hereof I mortgage my House Situa. in Nellanah Mastre's Street in the Pedda
naigues Petty. 

WITNESS 
Oragunda Virthiah. 
Moodu Kistnem. 

GRUAPAH~ 

drawn by Kistnen Conicoply. 
Translated from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

1745-13A 

TuESDAY the 9th • day of July Anno Domini 1745. 
Between Rawsom Vencatachelum of Madras Bramin Com
plaint. 

and 
Quotumbauk Gruapah of the same place Merchant Defend .. 
ant. 
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ON READING the Complainants Bill with Translate of a Cadjan Mortge Bond tinder 
the Defendants hand dated the 6 March 1732/3 for Pags. 230 thereto annext the 
Defendant being in Court acknowledged the Execution of the aforesd• Bond, and 
the Justness of the Complainants Demand On due Consideration had, this Court doth 
therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and Decree that 
-the Defendant do pay unto the Complainant the full and Just Sum of 230 Pags. Currt. 
-of Madras being the principal money of the aforesaid Bond together with such Inte-
rest after the rate of 8·" Cent:" Ann as now is or shall hereafter Become due 
-thereo,n until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit, and in Default of 
paymeht at or before 21 days from the date hereof That the mortgaged premisses 
.be sold, ana the money arising from such Sale paid unto the Complainant in and 
towards the Discharge of his said Debt and Costs. 

"9th • July 1745. 

Jp. CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reg"'. 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAsPATNAM. 

The humble petition of Noah Casamajor Publick Notary 

-SHEWETH 
THAT your· Petitioner hath lately been frequently sent for to Seal up the Effects 

-of persons deceased for which Service no Stipulated Fee is appointed by this Honour
.able Court, wherefore your Petro is at a Loss what to Charge for his attendance on 
such Occasions your Petr. therefore prays this Hofible Court will please to appoint 
;fIuch fee for tliat Service as to them shall seem meet And your Petro as in Duty Bound 
shall Ever pray. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

NOAH CASAMAJOR 
Not: Pub: 

EXPARTE Noah Casamajor Publick Notary'. 

ORDERED that the petitioner do Charge the Sum of 5 Pagodas for his attendance 
:as Publick Notary, for sealing up the Effects of persons Deceased. ' 

10 July 1744. 

SHEWETH 

~, CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr • 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRASPATNAll. 
THE Humble Petition of, foncalah Chitty Merchant of 
Madras 

THAT by virtue of a Warrant of Execution Issuing out of this Hofible Court at 
• the Suit of Poncala Gopaul, certain houses were sold at Publick Outcry ihe 26 of 
last June. 
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. Now your Petitioner shews vour petitioner has a Mortgage on the said house~ 
V'our petitioner therefore most Hlimbly prays he may have leave to prove the validity 
'Qf his said mortgage, and till that can be done your petitioner prays the moneYI! 
arising from the Sales of the said houses may be attach'd and detained in the Cash 
,of this Hofible Court And your Petitioner as in Duty Bound shall ever pray. 

14 Augt . 1744. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Petitioner. 

'To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRASPATNAM. 
The Humble Petition of Poncala Gopaul. 

:SHEWETH 

THAT your Petitioner having Obtained a Warrant of Execution in this Honour
able Court against the Effe~ts of one Purpada Chitty deced, in pursuance of which 
the Sherriff did Seize, and Sell by Publick Outcry the 26th . June last Sundry houses 
belonging to the Estate of the said Purpada Chitty deceased, upon which one Pon

·capah Chitty presented a petition to this Hofible Court, setting forth, that he had a 
Mortgage on the said houses, and prayed that the monies arising from the Sales, 
might be Attached and Detained from your Petitioner, by which means yoUr Petro 
is prevented receiving what is his real property, by the false pretences Of the said 
Poncapah Chitty, who if he had a real Mortgage would have Declared it before, your 
Petitioner therefore prays this Honourable Court would please to require the said 
Poncapah Chitty without Delay to make his attempt of proving the Validity of his 
Assertion, to which your Petitioner shall readily Answer and your Petitioner as in 

. Duty Bound shall Ever pray. 

28 Augt . 1744. 

ROBT. SLOPER 
Atty. for the Petitioner. 

To THE HONOURABLE, THE MAYORS COURT AT MAnRASPATNAM. 
THE humble Petition of Vellapah Chitty 

'SHEWETH 

THAT one Purpadee Chitty mortgaged all his Effects 2 Houses and one Godown 
unto Poncala Kistnah deceased for the sum of 3000 PS. and sometime afterwds. the 

, said Pundapa Ohitty sold his Effects and paid unto the said Poncala Kistnah 2300 PS. 
so then there remained due unto Poncala Kistnah the Sum of 700 Pagodas and Cana
paca Chitty and Purpadee Chitty (Father and Son) mortgaged unto Wooteavacum 

,Soravanah Chitty the aforesaid two houses and Godown for 700 Pags. which sum 
they paid to Poncala Kistnah and took up their Mortgage Bond and gave unto Sora

. vanah Chitty a fresh mortgage Bond for 700 Pagodas which Bond is dated the 17th• 
May 1725. 

Now your Petro shews unto this Honourable Court that Poncala Gopaul Heir 
. to Poncala Kistnah makes a Demand of the said houses and Godown saying that they 
belonged to Purpadee Chitty to which your Petitioner says that he has no Preten
sions thereto for the above reasons, And your Petitioner shews that in Mr. Benyons 
time Permoll Moodelare as Executor obtained a Judgment in this Hofible Court 
against the said Purpadee Chitty and a Warrant of Execution was Issued out for 

. ,seizing his Effects, and having none but these two houses and Godown they were 
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seized on, and a Bill was affixed at the Sea Gate given notice that the same was to bee 
Sold, but upon applying to Mr. Benyon he prevented the Sale thereof; save only 
of the houses which your Petitioner and his Father lived in, and had paid unto Sera
vanah Ohitty 200 Pagodas for the same, which said house was at that time sold anQ 
the money arising therefrom paid unto Poncala Gopaul in and towards his debt, Now 
your p~titioner shews to this Honourable Oourt that since the foregoing the said 
Poncola Gopaul making a fresh Demand on the said Purpadee Chitty and having 
obtained a Judgment thereon for which they seized on the aforesaid house and Go
down. and affixed a Paper at the Sea Gate for the Sale thereof, which was Sold and 
the mbney arising there from Deposited in the Oash of this Honourable Oourt for and 
toward the Benefit of the said Poncala Gopaul. 

Now your Petro further shews unto this Honourable Oourt that Wooteavacum 
Seravanah Ohitty is departed this Life and your Petitioner is Left his lawful Heir
and as your Petitioner has a Mortgage Bond and Bill of Sale to produce for the house 
and Godown so Sold. which Bond is of 19 years standing. 

YOUR Petitioner therefore most· humbly hopes that the money deposited in this 
Honourable Oourt arising from the Sale of the said house and Godown may Either 
be given to your Petitioner or that your Petitioner may be put in Possession of the· 
Baid house and Godown and the money returned to the Buyer. 

AND your Petitioner as in Duty bound shall ever pray. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON, 
Attorney for the Petitioner. 

INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as: 
shall be produced Sworn and Examined on the part of the 
Petitioner Vellapah Ohitty in a certain dispute, Where there 
are 3 Claimants who Demand monies due from them from_ 
the Estate of Perpadum Deceased. 

To OUNJA OOLLATY CHITTY, VELLAPAH OHITTY, AND MUNNA PERMOLL OHITTY
Item Do you know the Oadjans now shewn you if yea, Say, what do they contain, 
who wrote them, who Signed th~m, did you see them wrote, and signed, on what 
account were they Drawn and SIgned Declare. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Item Do you know any other matter or thing material 
for the Complainant or Petitioner, if yea, set forth the same as you know have heard' 
or do believe with the reasons for such your knowledge or belief Declare. 

MAYORS OOURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

. Vellapa Chitty,. 

agt . 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Atty. for the Petitioner. 

Poncala Gopaul and Poncapan Chitty. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses on the part of Vellapa Chitty taken by and before the

Examiner in this Oourt as follows. 

Ounja Collata Chitty of Madras Dubash to MI'. Norris aged 63 years or there
abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part and behalf of Vellapa1i: 
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,Chitty was on the 24th, day of Novr, 1744 shewn at the Office of Mr, Robt , Sloper 
Attorney for the said PoncIa Gopaul and Ponncapa Ohitty by Oonnecapa who left a 
Note of the name Title and place of abode of the said Ounja Oollity Ohittyand after
wards on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows, 

1t;t, To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he knows Vellapah Ohitty 
and hath so known him 30 years and Ponncapah Ohitty he hath also known 30 years 
but hath no knowledge of PoncIa Gopaul. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he has no knowledge 
·of the Oadjans now shewn him at this his Examiriation, marked 1.G.No. 1 but knows 
the Oadjan at the same time shewn him marked 1.G. No, 2, That it Oontains a Mort
ftage of two houses and Godown given by Purpadum and his Father Oonnecapa 
-Chitty to his Father Seravana Ohitty for 700 Pagodas That the Writing was drawn 
by Munna Permoll and signed by the said Oonnecapa Ohitty He further saith that the 
said houses and Godown were remortgaged to Servanah Ohitty to pay of PoncIa 
Kistnamah's Mortgage thereon, and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory, 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam", 

OOLLATY, 

. VELLA OHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 72 years or thereabouts being produced 
.as a Witness on the part and Behalf of Vellapah Ohitty and afterwards being Sworn 
.and Examined Deposeth as follows, 

1st, To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows Vellapah 
·Chitty and hath so known him 25 years as also hath known Ponneapah Ohitty 40 years 
and PoncIa Gopaul 15 years or thereabouts, 

2d, To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows both the 
'Cadjans now produced and shewn him marked 1. G. No, 1 & 2 : That N°, 1 Oontains 
.a Mortgage of 2 houses a Godown and a Quantity of Goods to Poncala. Kistnama for 
3000 ps, by Purpadum and that N°. 2 Oontains a joint remortgage of the above 2 
'houses and Godown by Purpadum and his ffather Oonnecapa to Servanah Ohitty for 
700 Pags. in order to payoff part of the above mortgage to Poncala Kistnamah he 
further saith that No.1 was Wrote by Ramah Ohendrue and Signed by Purpadiun 

:and that No. 2 was wrote by Munna Permaul and signed by Connecapa PUrpadum'a 
Father that they wrote and signed in this Deponents presence and more saith not to 
·this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

VELLA OHITTY. 

MUNNA PERMAUL OHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 57 years or thereabouts be-
· ing produced as a Witness in this Oause on the part and Behalf of the Defend Ohitty 
· and afterwaras being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

. 1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows Vellapah 
· ChItty and hath so known him 30 vears That he hath known PoncIa Gopaul 3 years 
· and Ponneapah Chitty 25 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the Oad-
· jans now produced and shewn him marked 1. G. N°. 1 and 2. That No, 1. Contains 
Purpadum's Mortgage of his two houses, a Godown and a quantity of Goods to 
PoncIa Kistnama and that No, 2 contains a Joint remortgage of the said two houses 

· and Godown to Servanah Ohittvfor 700 Pagodas by Purpadum and his Father Con
:necapa Chitty in order to discharge part of Poncla Kistnama's Debt he being very' . 
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urgent for his money, he further saith that he knows not by whom No. 1. was wrote, .. ' 
rI'hat it is Signed by Purpadum, That this Deponent drew the Writing on the Cadjan 
marked NO.2 and that it is signed by Connecapa Chitty Purpadums Father and more. 
saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr . 

MUNNA PERMAUL. 

~ INTERROGATORIES to such Witnesses as shall be produce<i 
S~()rn and Examined on the part and behalf of the Claim
ant Poncla Gopaul to Sundry Effects taken by Warrant of 
Execution to the 'Estate of Purpadah Chitty deceased and 
Vellapah Chitty and Poncapah Chitty pretenders to .be· 
Mortgagees on the said Effects. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the parties Claimant and pre
tenders to be Mortgagees or either and which of th~m, and how long have you known 
them, or either and which of them Declare. 

2d. To JELGODOO COOPANAH, COPERTE VENCATACHILUM RANLA CASAVAH, 
CALLAKA YELLAPAH, Have you, or have you not, any knowledge of the matter now 
in dispute between Poncla Kistnah Vellapah Chitty and Poncapah Chitty did you 
know Purpada Chitty in his Lifetime, is there Brothers or Sons now Surviving him, 
was you ever present when any persons was Treating about the affair now in dispute, 
if yea, who were they, and the partlars of what passed to the best of your remem
brance set forth. Do you know of any Reward offered by any person or persons, 
if yea, who was the person or persons that offered the same, who was it offered to, 
and on what account was it offered, with the Reply made thereto if you have any 
Knowledge of it, Declare it. 

Do you know ought of a Petition being wrote to any person relating to the pre
sent dispute, if yea, by whom was it wrote, to whom was it addressed what might 
be the Intent or meaning thereof, as also what became of the same declare, Where 
does the before mentioned persons Poncapah Chitty and Vellapah Chitty live, and: 
what Affinity is there between them, with whatever has occurred to your knowledge 
relating to the present Dispute Declare. 

3d. To TIRVETTY MooDELARE AND GONAPILLY MooDELARE are you well ac-· 
quainted with the Characters made use of in Writing Gentoo's and Malabars, if yea, 
Inspect well the Cadjans now shewn you at this the time. of your Examination mark

. ed I. G. No. 1 & 2 and declare to the best of your Judgment and belief whether the 
same are signed by one and the same person as also see the Cadjan now shewn vou: 
marked T.C. N.C. Regr . and inspect the same set forth to the best of your Judgment 
whether the Characters thereon are all Original as when first wrote to the best of 
your Knowledge set forth the particulars. ~ 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Do you know any other matter or thing that may be· 
of Service to the Complainant in this Cause. 

MAYORS COURT AT 

MADRASPATNAM. 

ROBT. SLOPER 
Attorney fOT the Complainant. 

Ponda Gopaul :. 
tlgt. i . 

Vellapah Chitty and Ponneapah Chitty. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses taken on the part of Ponda Gopaul by and before-· 

the Examiner in this Court as follows. 
JELGODOO COOPANAH of Madras a Servant in the Mint aged 48 years or there-

&oouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the said Ponda. 
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Gopaul was on the ~ d~y of MaI:ch 17.45 shewn at the office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton. 
AttorIley for Vellapah.by C.oim~c~pa who left a Note of the name Title and place of 
abode of the said J elgodoo Coopanah and afterwards on the same day and year 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

. .' ."......... 

1st . ,To· the fi.rst Interry this Dep~. saith that he hath known Pop-cia Gopaul 
25 years. and Vellapah Chitt:r and Ponneeapah Chi1ty 30 years or thereabouts. 

. ; '2d. To the secon9. Inte;ry .. this Deponent saith that he is acquainied with the
matter:in dispute,. between Ponela. Gopaul, Vellapah Chitty, and Ponneapah Chitty 
That he knew Purpadah· Chitty in .his life time and that there are two Surviving 
Brothers and a Son,whQ some time past came to this Deponent and Complained of 
Ponneapah Chittys ill treatment of them saying he had .taken, possession of Purpadah 
Chitty& whole Estate and Effects and refused to pay any part of his Debts or give
them any .assistance whereon, this Deponent went with them to Poncla. Gopaul at. 
whose Feet they fell down and repeated the same as above to· this Deponent, Hefurr , 
saiththat Ponela Gopaul went with them to Mr. Fowkes's, Writer who drew a peti
tion by their .. directi~ns. wherein they gave Ponela Gopaul an Authority to sell Pur
padah .. Chitty's house to discharge a debtPurpadah Chitty had Oontracted witl( 
Poncla Gopauls Father, That they presented this Petition to Mr; Cooke then Sherriff 
who Examined the aboveBroth;er~ and Sons to the Content thereof and obliged them 
to sign it, What became, of it afterwards this Deponent cannot say neither does· he
know .ofany "Reward being Offered by or to any person on an;v Account That. 
Vellapah Chitty and Ponne.apah Chitty are Brothers in Law and live behind Yeakam-· 
brum hvarahs.Pagoda and more saith not to this or the last Interrory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
E:ram". 

The mark of JELGODOO COOPANAH. 

COPERTEE VENCATACHELUM: of Madras Shroff .aged 30 years or thereabouts being 
produ.cedas a Witness: on .thepart of Ponela Gopa~l and afterwards being S;wom. 
and Examined Deposeth as follows. . ' . 

. 1st, To the first ~nte'i-ry, this Deponent saiththathe hath [sic] ,Poncls Gopaul 
two years and Vellapah Chitty and: P01;m.eapah Chitty 15 years 0, thereabtB•. . 

. '. 2d , To the' second Iilterrogaiory this Deponent lIaith that he IS acquainted 
with the matter in 4isputebetween· Ponela Gopa~l, .v ellapah Chitty' andPonneapl!i! 
Chitty That he never: had any kn~wledge of PurpadahChitty but has heard of him. 
as also that there' are two Brothel's and a Son Surviving him, he' further saith that 
it was in Company with Ponc1a Gopaul at a time when the above persons said to be 
Purpadah Chittys Brothers and Son came there and falling down at his feet Intreated, 
him, as they were Indebted to him on Purpadah Chittys account:to assist them in 
doing himself 3!ld theID; Justice, saying. that Ponneapah (Jllitty had taken possession 
of Pnrpadah Cliittys .EstateandEffects ~nd would neith~r pay his Debts nor relieve 
their necessity wherein Ponda GOP3:u1 went with. them to Mr. Fowkes's Writer who
drew a petition by their Directions wherein' they gave Ponela Gopaul an auth()rity 
to sell P-urpadah Chittys house to ·discharge. a debt Contracted withPClri.c1a Gopauls. 
Father, That they presented the said Petition to Mr. Cook then Sherriff who Exa-' 
mineQ ~he above Brothers a,nd S~n t~ the Contents, thereof and' Caused them to sign 
if~hiit"l?ecame of it,aft~rwards-.this.~eponent cannot say neither does he ·know.of 
any"rew~rd qei.ng offeredhyo~ to aJ}:y::person on any. Account That Vellapah Chitty 
andPon.neapah ar~ Brothers ,II?- law, and. live in the ,Peddanaigues Petty and live
behind;Yeakarqbrumrsveras J:'.agoda: ~~<l .. more saith not to this or the last Interroga-
tory.' . ., 

!\,; 

JOSEPH OI~HJN..;( '~ 
E:r(lmr . 

1745-14 

. \'PNCATACHET.Ulr. 
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COCKADA YELLAPAH of Madras Weaver aged 33 years or thereabt8 • being pro
.duced as a Witness on the part of l'oncla Gopaul and afterwards being Sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known Poncla 
-Gopaul 22 years and Vellapah Chitty and Ponneapah Chitty 8 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Int~rry this Deponent saith that he is acquainted with the 
.matter in dispute between Poncla Gopaul, Vellapah Chitty and Ponneapah Chitty 
That he knew Purpadah Chitty in his Lifetime and that there are two of his Kindred 
-surviving him, how nearly so he is not certain but to the Best of his Remembrance 
they are said to be his Brothers He further saith that being at Ponneapah Chittys 
house at a time when Ponneapa Chitty, Yellapa Chitty, Munna Permaul, Collity, and 
Vella Chitty were there in Company together, he heard Ponneapah Chitty and Vella 
,chitty say to Munna Permaul, CoUity and Vella Chitty that if they told a thousand 
.Iies and afterwards built a Charity house. the Lamp therein burning thro' their Beno
velence . would attone for them all then desired they would be Witnesses that the 
house now in dispute was mortgaged to Seravanah Chitty they objected that they 
,must take an Oath Pollapah Chitty and Vellapah Chitty replied they might Swear to 

.Jf. Lye. and that such an Act of Charity would Expiate the Crime, This Deponent 
knows not of any reward being offered by or to any person on any account or ought 

..of any Petition being wrote to any person relating to the present dispute That Vella
pah Chitty and Ponneapah Chitty are Brothers in Law and live behind Xeakainbrum 
Jsvarahs Pagoda, and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr • 

YELLAPAH. 

TREVETTY MOODELARE of Madras Conicoply aged 38 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness on the part of Poncla Gopaul and afterwds . being Sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

, ! 

1st. To the first Interry this Deponent saiththat he hath known Poncla 
-Gopaul 15 years and Vellapah Ohitty and Ponneapah Chitty 10 years or thereabouts. 

3d• To the 3d• Inierry this Deponent saith that he is well acquainted with 
ilie Characters, made use of in Writing Malabars but notw~th the Gentue Characters. 
he furr . saith that the Cadjans now shewn him at this his Examination mark~d I. G. 

'No. I & 2 are not Signed by one and the same hand, but cannot say Whether or no 
the Characters on the Cadjan at the same time shewn him marked T .C.N .C.· Regr . 
. are all Orig1• as when first wrote being Gentue Characters which this Deponent is 
:not acquainted with and moresaith not to this or the last Interrogatory. . 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Ezamr• 

TERVETU; 

GONAPILLY MOODELARE of Madras Conicoply to Mr. Sloper aged 31 years or 
,thereabouts being produced as a Witness on the part of Poncla Gopaul and after
·wards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he :hath known the' three 
-Claimants 5 years or thereabouts. . . . 

3d• To the third Interroltatory this Deponent saith that he is acquainted with 
the Characters made me of in Writing Malabars bu\ not with the Gentue Characters 
he further saith that the Cadjans now shewn him marked I.G. N°.1 and 2 are signed 
by two different hands but caunot say whetr . or no there has been any alteration 
in the Characters on tlie Cadjan at the same time shewn him marked T.O. N.C. 
Regr . since first wrote the Writing being Gentues which this Deponent is not ac
.quainted with and more saith not to thIS or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITBIN 
Examr. 

GONA-PILLI' .. 
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TUESDAY the 16th • day of July Anno Domini 1745 Ex
parte Ponneapah Chitty, PoncIa Gopaul Son and Heir o~ 
PoncIa Kistnah deceased and Vellapah Chitty (Petitioners. 
for the amount of the houses and other Effects of ValUlll-
Purpadah Chitty sold by Execution Issuing out of this Oourt 
at the Suit of the said Petitioner PoncIa Gopaul, Son and 
Heir of PoncIa Kistnah Deceased) of Madras Merchants. 

THIs CAUSE coming on this day to be heard and debated before this Oourt in. 
the presence of the Petitioners Poncia Gopaul and Vellapah Ohitty and their Attor
neys all sides. On hearing the Petition of Poneapa Ohitty, . the Petition of Poncla 
Gopaul, the Petition of Vellapa Chitty, the proofs taken in this Oause on the Behalf 
of the two last Petitioners, the Petitioner Ponneapah Ohitty not having produced 
any read [sic], and on Ex'imina had of the matters in this Oause, wh~t was alledged 
on either side and due Consideration had thereon. This Oourt doth therefore think 
fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and Decree that the Sum of 310r 
Pagodas be paid unto the Petitioner VeUapah Ohitty out of the sum of 394. 29. 58 
Oash returned into this Oourt by the Sherriff thereof on the 24th. day of July 1744 
for Sale of the houses mentd• in the aforesaid Petitions and other Effects of ValllIIl
Purpada Ohittys, and also that the Oosts of the said Vellapah Chitty be paid out 
of the last mentioned Sum and the residue thereof paid unto the Petro Poncla Gopaul 
after deducting his Oosts, and further that the Petition of Poneapah Chitty do stand 
Dismissed out of this Court with Costs. 

i OUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr • 

30th . July 1745. To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS OOURT AT MADRASPATNAH_ 

HUMBLY OOMPLAINING sheweth to this Honourable Oourt your orator Willia.nt
Monson Esqr. of 'Madras that your orator having Sundry sorts of Goods to dispose
of one Vancaporam Vencattaya also Merchant· at present residing in Madras, did. 
apply to your Orator for purchase of Sundry Muggy Douties and a small Quantity 
of Benjamin in all to the amount of 121. 5. 20. Ourrent of Madras, which in. 

. & ~ ~ 

Sterlin~ money of Great Britain allowing 8:' Pagoda amounts to 48. 8 or there
abouts -and your Orator is Informed the said Vancaporam Vencattaya is Insolvent, 
for which reason your orator prays this Honourable (Jourt would be pleased to order 
your Orator may come in for his due perfection of all Effects, belonging to or the
Prop.erty of the said Vancaporam Vencattaya and that your Orator may have all 
such other and General Relief in the Premisses as may be agreeable to Equity and 
J!ood Conscience Is the End of the Bill. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
. Attorney for the Complainani. 

VANCAPORUM VENCATTAYA .. 

" i: 

To Muggs. Douties Corge10. 5 @ 8l Pags. ~Corge 
To Bejamin Mds. 51. 1.@.135 Pags .. ~ .Cs. 

Pagodas 

1745-14.& 

DB. 
87 4 40 

.34 60 

121 5 ~ 
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TUESDAY the 6th . day of Augt • Anno Domini 1745. 
Between William Monson of' Fort St. George Esqr. Com:" 
plainant 

and 
Vancaporum Vencattaya of the same. place merchant De-
fendant. . 

ON HEARING ihe Complainants Bill with an outcry note for Pagodas 121. 5. 20 
thereto annext read, The Defendant being in Court acknowledged the Justness of 
the Complainants demand and on due Consn .. had This Court doth therefore,think 
fit to order and Decree, and doth accordingly order and Decree, that the Defendant 
. .aopay unto the Complainantthe full anq Just sum of 121. 6. :20 Current of Madras 
together with such Interest after the rate ofS, Cent 'W anmiriJ., as now is or shall 
hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and also the Cost!!! of this 
:Suit. 

" CUR 
.~ OAH CASAMAJOR 

, " .R~gr. 

I: . 

10 May 1743. 
To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COU.u.'l' AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator Peter 
Deneker Merchant of Madras, That some time since your orator with Charles Milon 
.and Mary liis wife Did Jointly Enter into a certain Contract for the purchase of 
Cattle in the Country, and for the Sale and profit thereof to be Equally divided be
tween your orator and the said Charles Milon and Mary his Wife, and your orator 
shews that a Stock of Cattle was' chased by your orator and the said Charles Milan 
.and Mary his wife, but your orator. was the person that advanced the money for 
t.he said Stock of Cattle to a very Conslble amount in so much that the said Co
partnership was Carried on for some time till the said Charles Milan and your orator 
bath discovered from time to time, that the said Stock of Cattle residing. in the 
Country have been very unjustly dealt with by the keepers that is to say, some have 
heen sold, and said to have Died, some have been mortgaged and said by the Keepers 
to have strayed others some have been changed for those that were old and good 
for nothing, and for which Exchange the Keepers have received a valuable Consn. 
from the Country Inhabitants Wherefore your orator and the said Charles Milon 
have for the reasons aforesaid Determined, and have accordingly dissolved the said 
Partnership, to which End your Orator and the said Charles Milon have Interchange
.ably given each other a General Release, But so it is that at this time a Stock ·of 150 
head of Cattle are remaining and which your orator and the said Charles l\filon have 
~greed to diviae, And your orator hath Delivered over unto the said Charles Milon 
.his respective Dividend of 75 head of Cattle, the Prime Cost of which is 3. 1.67 F'B. 
each which in the whole amounts to 228. 29. 65 Two hundred twenty eight Pagodas 
twenty nine f and si~ty, five Cash which in Sterling money of Great Britain allow-

~ . ~ 
ing 8 :, Pagoda amounts to the Sum of 91. 4. or thereabouts which your orator 
hath frequently demanded in the most Friendly manner of the said Charles Milon 
and Mary his Wife, who refuses to pay your orator, under a pretence of ·ha\·ingsQme 
old Demand.of Profits ~ arrears on account at the .said Trade, for your Orator 
'Shews they could .. form no other pretence,· because they CQ!lld· neither DeIly . the 
'Quantity of Cattle they have received as a Dividend nor their Original Prime Cost, 
because their Contract in partnership proves the one, and ~heir Release of partner- . 
'Ship proves the other r but t.he Truth is, the said Charles Milon & Mary his Wife 
would have your 01'01' take a note of hand for the Limitted space of two years, which 
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·_your Oror refusing 'they told your Or_or, 't'heywould Cont~stit with yoUr, Oror~d~nd 
would forman account ~gt.' y"our.9rprto which your OFor is 1;\ .strange~, and·wllj.p~ 
your Oror supposes is Invented to perplex Your Oror by delays of time iIi .some 

- Litiguous Cross Suit, so that the said Chas . Milon and Mary .his Wife absolutely 
refuse to give your Or'Z>r .any Satisfaction in the premisses. 

To the End therefore that t.he said Ohas • Milon and Mary his Wife' may.upon 
their Corporal Oaths true and perfect answer make to all and every the Mattersafsd • 

. as fully truly and Effectually as if the same were here again repeated and Interro
gated, and be Decreed to make your Orator full Satisfaction' and that Your' Orator 
may have such further and other Relief in the premisses as shall be agreeable to 
Equity and Good Conscience. . 

HENRY DEVEIJ~ 
Atty. JOT the Complainant. 

A COpy of a Contract Entred into by Peter Dencker on the one part and Charlet 
.-and Mary Milon on the other part. 

KNOW ALL MEN by these presents that We the underwritten Charles Milong .a.I1fI 
Mary Milong on the one part and Peter Dencker on the other part do Contract. and 

. agree the one with the other to Enter into a Strict Trade and Partnership in the Pur-
chasing of all manner of Cattle hereafter named Vizt. . . 

Fatt Cows, Milk Oows, Oalves, Bullocks, Oxen, Buffaloes and Hogs to sell the 
:same to the said Europe and Oountry Shipping and to the Inhabitants of both the 
White and Black Towns Villages &c within the Districts of' Ma,dras; and to the 
Intent and purpose that neither party may' Defraud, Oheat or Impose the one on the 

,other. . 
i WE the said OharlesMilong .and Mary Milong on the 'one part and Peter Denc-

'ker on the other part Do each for themselves, Agree on the Penalty and fforfeiture 
-of One Hundred' Pagodas on the .following Articles Vizt. . 

This Obligation to Be in fullfforce betn. the said parties Charles Milong' and 
Mary Milong and Peter Dencker, till they shall have sold all that stock of Oattle they 
now have Purchased, amounting to Oows, and Oxen, and either party disagreeing 

··.or Endeavouring to Break of this said Agreement of Partnership, before the Sale 
of the said stock of Oattle, they are now in possession of, to fforfeit to the other the sum 

·of 100 Pagodas Ourrent of Madras, that is to say If Charles Milong 'or Mary M:ilong 
one or Both should Endeavoqr to break off this said Agreement, then arid in' such 

"-Case the said Oharles Milon and Mary Milon or both of them to pay unto the oiher 
party Peter Dencker the sum of one hundred Pags . and in Case the said Peter Denc

"ker should on his part Endeavour to Break off or Di~solve the said Agreement then 
and in such Case the said Peter DEmcker to pay unto the said Charles Milon and 
Mary Milon the sum 'of One Hundred.Pagodas, and the then remaining Sto~kof 

·-Cattle, to be Divided into two Equal parts, each party, to take one part thereof and 
pay such Sum of money, as shall 'appear by their account to be due thereon, the 

.. said Peter Dencker is to advance all the money for the Buying and maintenan.ce of 

. the said Cattle, and to receive Interest for such Sums as he shall. advance on· that 
.Account, he Likewise is to receive all such Sums .of money as shall beimme due, by 

··the sale of such Oattle. ; . .. . . 
WE the said Charles MiloIJ. and Mary Milong on the one part and Peter Denclier 

on the other part, do, each party oblige ourselves not to buy or sell, cause or assisl 
- Encourage or Oonnive to be Bought or Sold. Directly or Indirectly puhlickly. or 

privately any of the above mentioned sort of Cattle to any person w"l;.soever with()ut 
first acquainting and Obta~ning the Consent of the other party, under the fforfeit of 

-One Hundred Pagodas. . 
WE further agree to settle our Accounts, of what Cattle shall have been sold 

Every 3 months or thereabouts, and the Pro1its that'shall arise from the Sale of the' 
" said Cattle, shall be Divided into two Equal parts the one part whereof the said Peter. 
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Dencker is to have, and the other part the said Charles Milon and Mary Milon is to· 
h~ve, for their share and the Losses (if any should happen) to be sustained, in the 
same manner that· is to say, Oharles Milon and Mary .Milon is to bear one half of . 
the said Losses, and Peter Deneker is. to bear the other haIfo! the said Losses, if 
any should happen in the said Partnership. 

WE further Agree that the said Charles Milon and Mary Milon are to have the: 
Care. of Selling and Delivering w~at Cattle sh~ll ~e sold to the Ships and Peter 
Deneker is to have the Care of Selling and Dehvenng what ffat cows, shall be sold 
to the T~wn and what Milk Cows and other Cattle shall be sold to the Country People. 
and if tlie said parties, should by Consent, think proper and Necessary to purchase' 
any more Cattle and to Continue this ~artnership ~hen the ~att~e ~o newly pureha~
ed to be added to the Old Stock and thls Partnership to remam m Its full fforce untIl 
the Entire Sale of the whole Stock IN WITNESS whereof We have hereunto signed 
our hands in Fort St. George May 22d. 1742. 

WITNESS 
~URENCE .. 
SU{L. TROUTBACK. 

Signed 
CHARLES MILON. 

Mark of MARY MILON .. 

WE :r;>romise to Give Catchella one third part. of the Profits. 
A COpy of a General Release Interchangea.bly given Between l'eter Dencker' 

'lnd Charles and Mary Milong. 
WHEREAS Charles Milon Mary Milon his Wife Peter Dencker and Catchella En

tred on a Partnership the 20th . ffebruary 1741 in the Buying and Selling of Cattle
and that where.as the said parties Obliged themselves Jointly or Separately not to·· 
BUY;'or Sell any Cattell on their Separate Account without first acquainting or 
Obtaining Leave of the said Partners and that th~ said Partnership was not to be . 
broke off without the Consent of two of the said Partners under the Penalty of One· 
Hundred Pagodas forfeiture, and in such Case the remaining Stock of Cattle' to be 
Divided and each party to take their Share and that now the said Chas • Milon and' 
Mary Milon his Wife on the one part and Peter Dencker on the other part, have Con
vincing proofs, that they have been Unjustly dealt with by the said Catchella their 
other partner, he having drove away sold and pawned Clandestinely several of their· 
hest Qattle and besides secretly Bargained and bought in partnership with one . 
Irsapa of Halooboya a Moorman a parcel of Cows whereby he has broke the article~ 
of their Agreement and by Consequence fforfeited 100 Pagodas to the other partners. 

AND for these reasons Charles Milon Marv Milon and Peter Dencker are now . 
come to a Resolution by their Consent to Break of and Dissolve the said partner
shIp as the articles of their Agreement Intitles them to, and in order thereto have 
applied themselves to the said Catchella to take his part and share of the remaining . 
Stock of Cattle and he having Denied it the said Charles Milon & Mary Milon on the 
one part, and Peter Dencker on the other part Do hereby declare and agree that 
they will Divide the said remaining stock of Cattle into two equal parts the one of . 
which Charles Milon and Mary Milon is to take and the other' part Peter Den<)ker i$
to take and that they will afterwards make up their accounts reserving to themselves· 
their Right Jointly or Separately to make the said Catchella answerable for an the 
Oamages that may happen on the Sale of his part of Cattle belonging to the said . 
Stock IN WITNESS whereof both parties have hereunto Interchangeably set our' 
Hands and Seals th,is 22d. day of April in the ye~r o~ our Lord 1143 This being i~. 
fuURelease and DIscharge of ~).lr late PartnershIp wlth each other Dated as afore~· 
ment«( from this day totally Annulled and set aside by Joint Consent of each party.:. 

SIO;NED Sealed and Delivered (~'here no Stamp't 
pap~r is' to be had) in the presence of ri4cuna]. 

CHARLES MILON. (L.S.) .. 
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THE Joint Answer of Charles and Mary Milon 
of Madras Publicans Defendants to the Bill of 
Complaint of Peter Dencker of the same Place 
Merchant Complainant. 

THESE Defendants now and at all, times hereafter saving and reserving to 
themselves all and all manner of Benefit and .advantage of Exception to the many 
Errors Imperfections Uncertainties and Untruths in the said Bill contained for answer 
thereunto or unto so much thereof as these Defendants are advised materially Con
~ern these Defta.·to answer unto they these Defta. answer and Say. 

THAT these Defendants admit that such a Contract was enter'd into as in the 
-Complainants Bill is set forth That in Oonsequence thereof a Stock of Cattle were 

purchased and that the Complainant advanced the money for the same. But these 
Defendants absolutely deny they know of any unjust Dealings made use of by the 
keepers of the said Oattle, other than as the Complainant has from time to time 
lnformed these Defendants. These Defendts. likewise Admitt that the said Copart
nerhsip is now Dissolved by mutual Consent and Releases Interchangeably given 
Between these Defendants and the Complainant and these Defendants likewise 

. admit to have received 75 head of Oattle upon the Dissolution of the Oontract the 
p f c 

Prime Oost of which might be 3. 1. 67 each but these Defendanj;s absolutely deny 
. ever to have made any pretence whatever to Evade payment of what may be Justly 
. due to the Oomplt. upon Ballancing Accounts between these Defendants and the 
.. Complainant and these Defendants absolutely deny that they ever required the 
.. .complainant to take a Note payable in two years These Defendants acknowledge 
·the Oomplainant demanded a Bond of these Defendants for 228. 29. 65. on account 
·of the 75 head of Oattle delivered these Defendants which Bond these Defendants 
refused to Give the Oomplainant! im.til the Oomplainant and these Defendants had 
-settled their Accounts for these Defendants are of Opinion that when the Accounts 
Between the.Complainant and these Defendants shall be fairly stated there will not 

.. appear to be due to the Oomplt. so large a sumas that he now Demands and these 
Defendants ffurther say thai thev now are and always have been ready and willing ... 
to adjust Accounts with the CompIt, and pay him such sum as shall appear to be 
Justly due to him therefore these Defendants humbly hope this HOfible Court will 
please to put a stop to the further Prosecution of this Litigous [sic] Suit until the 

-Complainant shall have Adjusted accounts with these Defendants And these Defend
ants further pray that If it shall appear upon Ballancing accounts Between these 
Defendants and th(: Oo.mplainant That the . Complainant has made a Demand of 
more than is due to him then these Defendants may not Adjudged to pay anv Oosts 

. .arising from this Litiguous Contest since as These Defen9ants have before ·and do 
now again say these Defendants al:ways were ready to pay the Oomplainant what 

.. should appear to be JustlY'due to hIm upon the llallance of Accounts. 
ALL which Matters and things these Defendants are ready to aver maintain and 

prove and humbly pray to be hence Dismissed with reasonable Costs in this Behalf 
_most Wrongfully Sustained. 

WILLIAM DUMBI.ETON 

~ttorney for the DeJendanu. 
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1741 
Ma.y 

16 

DB, 

To 286 head of Cattle pur~hased~t Sundry 
times .. . ... 976 24· 20 

1741 
Octr. 

. 31st. By 197 head· Bold 
By 87 Do. remaining unsold @ P. 3. 9. -ea. 

899 19 43 
282 27 

To Interest and Batty.on Do. 
To a Cow Stall . 

35 
10 

By 2· Do, Buffaloes @ 4. 27. - ea. ..... 9 18 
59 .21 

286 Head of Cattle . 1071 9 .30 
To Profit and Loss 'g~ined thereon 120 19 3. .. 

. . . - 1191 28. 43[sic] P. 1191 28 43 

N.B. Chas.& Mary Miion· are only concerned till the ist~ of Augt . and have been paid Pags. 22. 24 . ..:.... for their Profit. 

ACCO;NT CATTLE· IN PARTNERSHIP WITH::d4T~HELLA ANJ)TELL~SINGA. 
. . -' . -. .'. 

1741 
Novr. ] IT, To 414 hea.d of Cattle·p~~clie.9~d.·· a.t. .. _ .. 

1742 
. Febiy 10. . By 196 head sold 849 21 60 

.757 15 Sundry times 
Charges thereon . . .• 
Interest thereon •• 

414 head of Cattle@ Pags. 3.17.6 ea. 
To Profit & Loss gained thi;lreon . 

1346 
.68 
23 

1438 
168 

1607 

·22 
19 

8 

14 
22 

-

40 
65 

25 
35. 

60 

...... 
. . By 218 remaining @ ps. 3.17.6 es. 

414 P. 1607 60 

N.B.~18 Cows Remaining Pags. 757.15;--"'; 
Whereof 11 Do. Lost 47. 7.70 paid by Cat-

remB• 207 Cows 

chella and 
Tellesinga. 

Pags• 719. 7.10 Carried to next 
.. Account. 



1742 

ACCOUNT CATTLE IN COPARTNERSJrtP WITH CHARLES AND MARY MILON. 

1742 

FebY. Sepr. 

10 To 207 Cows remaining of las.t Account 

May 
30 To 225 Do. bought this {{ay 

June 
20 To (l7 Do. Bought this day 

Charges ·Interest and Batty tb.er~n 

499 Cows @ Pags. 3. 1. 67 ea. 
To Profit and L-oss g&ined theY-eon 

Pagodas 

719 i 

585 27 

217 18 
164 24 

1687 4 
23:t 

'-I. 

192<T I 

10 

10 
41 

51 

1st. By 221 Head Sold 

By 278 Remaining at P. 3. 1. 67 ea.. 
1071 20 l~ 
848 20 36 

Pagodas ... 1920 4 51 

• 



va. .A.~.COUNl' CATTLE IN COPARTNERSHIP WITd CHARLES AND :MARY Mu.o!o Ca. ~ ,..... 
~ 

1742 1743 
Sepr. 

. March 
/ 

1st.. To 278 Cows remaining of last Account . .. P. 848 20 36 1st. 38 Cows sold the Shipping from the 1st. Sepr. 1742 

1742/3. to this day 153 22 40 
1 a,firy. Interest thereon 4 22 7 

To 11 Do. bought at Pags. 3. 9 ea. 35 27 7 Ditto sold to the Town P. 19 5 40 
Charges Heeding Do. Cr. 33· 20. 20 22 heads and Tongues 1 30 0 

To Manencara for 2i months wages ... 2 18 13 Calves Profit thereon 23 31 
To Do. paid him for Straw 8 ~ 

~ 

To Vencatashia and Mallamoota'2mos. Wages. 4 40 
(') 

44 30 0 
"'t. 

Hit on 848. 20. 36 from the 1st. Sepr. 1742 Batty Lost thereon 3 24 ~ 

9 10 
~ 

to the 1st. May 1743 45 
41 6 40 ~ p 

lilt on P. 53. -. -. advanced for fIeeding Interest thereon for 5 mOS. 1 13 36 ~ 

1 27 50 0 
Cattie 5 Months 8 Do. sold to the Town Batty deducted 34 9 20 '"t .... 

Batta on Do. at a £Is. ea. Pagoda ... 4 15 
Interest thereon for 2 mOS . 16 35 ~ 

p 
Profit on 4 Calves P 9 17 40 ~ lnt on 22. -. -. advanced for fIeeding 4 

40 
~ 

Calves 2 Months 10 Batty lost thereon - 28 4.0 0 
'"t 

Batty thereon 1 30 --: 8 25 
IIQ . 
~ 

Profit on a Rent 2 3 

Tallow sold 29 lb 1 22 

1742 
Novr. 
10th, 12 Cows dy'd Between Sepr, to this day 

1742/3 
Jafiry. " 
18th• 3 Do. ' .. ..' Do. 
23d, 2 Do .... . .. Do, 



289 Cows Pagodas . .. 983 5 36 [sic] 

1742/S 
ffebry, 
13 2 Do. ... Do, 
28 10 Do. . .. Do, 
1743 
April 
24 6 Do. ... Do, 

11 Do, ... Do, 
150 Do. remaining this day at P 3. 1. 67 457 23 53 

which have been Divided 
40 Do. deficient for which Chas, & Mary Milon 

must be accountable. 

289 
To profit & lOBS, lost thereon 

705 19 23 [sic] 
... 277 22 13 

Pagodas 

N,B. The remammg Tallow, Tools, Cordage and 
Slaughter house, to be Divided Of BQld 8tt l"ublick Out
err, 

983 5 36 

• 

... 
;:$. 

C":l. 
o 
~. 

,:-+ .. 



OHABLlIlS AND MARy MILON THEIR ACCOUNT GENERAL WITH PETER DENCKER, Ca. 

To Cash paid them on Account of Profit made on 
Cattle for the time of their being Concerned in ye, 
ad. Trade 

'fo Cash paid them on po. Account from the 10th. 
ffebry 1741{2 to the 1st. Sepr. 1742 as ~ preceed-
ing Accot • ",...... ,.. ... ... 

'1'0 their I Loss on P. 277. 23. 13 sustained on Acco •. 
289 head of Cattle from 1st" Sepr. 1742 till May 1743 
as ~ preceeding Account 

To 75 head of Cattle, acknowledged by them to have 
received being the i of 150 remaining at the Dissolu
tion of Partners 

'1'0 their. 1 of parcel of Straw bought in Partner~p for 
ffeeding Cattle, which they have used since the Dis
solution of Partnership 

Pagodas 

22 24 

61 -

138 29 

228 27 

2 

453 8 

By their Share of Profits ariseing from the Sale of Cattle 
from May to Augt. 1741 22 24 

By their Share of Profits arising from the Sale of Cattle 
from fiebry to Sepr. 1742 61 

By Straw for fieeding Cattle 4 
-----

87 24 
By Ballance due 365 20 71 

6, 

65 ; 

71 Pagodas ... 453 8 71 

FORT S~. GEORGE 29TH, OCTOBER 1743 
SWORN to before me, 

HENRY POWNEY 
Mayor, 

liT, NOVR, 1743. 
, 

ERRORS EXC~TED 
:1P PE'TER DENCKER. 



--- -.. _~_._ .. _ ~ - . -_ ._ .. s:::::=-_ 

• Pleadings in th.~ Mayor' sCourt, l{,45 11 '1 ; 

CHARLES AND MARY MILON THEIR OBJECTIONS TO THE SEVL • OMMISSIONS AND ERRORS 
IN PETER DENCKER ACCOUNTS AS HERE UNDER SPECIFIED. 

lIt. ;DENCKER Omitted to Credit his Copartners for 
their full proportions of Profit on 3 differt. 
Sales of Cows, as appears ~ Milons accounts 
taken from Catchella's Cadjans who kept 
Dencker's Acct. in partner;p. Vizt. 
Mary Milons I part profit on the Sales 
made the 31st. Octr • 1741 ... P. 46 24 71 
Ch~. & Mary Milons 1 profit on the Sales 

made yeo 31st. May 1742 79 50 

Chs,s. & Mary Milons 1 profit on the Sales 
made yeo 31st. Augt. 62 6 19 

Deduct what Dencker paid them partly 
in three sevI . paymts. 

Remaining due on this Acct. 
'2~. DENCKER Omitted to Credit Milon for 

P. 35.27 paid for 11 Cows bought of Halloo
boy a Moorman and applied the same to 
Cattle in Co. with Dencker 

:3dly. DENCKER debts Milon for 75 Cows delivered 
him at the Dissolution of their Copartner
ship at P. 3. 1. 67 each amounting to as 
~ Denckers acct. 

4th. 

-!St.I1. 

6t1r. 

This article should be Charged at a Medium 
P. fi.. c. 

price of '2. 33.' '18 for reasons the last 
remaining 150 Cows were bought before 
at two different prices Vizt. 207 Cows 
at P. 3.5.8 each & 225 Cows at P. 2.27. -'-. 
each and by Calculation of their prime 
Cost the 75 Cows afsd. amount to 

Different thereon 
DENCKER Debts Milon for the loss on the 

Dead Cows as ~ Denckers Acct. ... 
This article Consequently falll:l, short by a 

. Medium price the Cows are Charged at, in 
Milons Account' 

DENCKER Debts Milon for 'his 1 of a parcel 
of Straw, which was used in ffeeding the 
Cattle while their partnership Subsisted, 
but not since the Dissolution thereof as 
Dencker pretends 

DENCKER Left out or Omitted to Credit Milon 
for his 1 of 80 pieces of Salt Beef which 
Dencker made use of 

·~9m. NOVB. 1743. 

187 31 60 

139 2 15 

228 27 65 

219 7 70 

138 29 6 

127 17 47 

Pagodas 

P. 48 29 M; 

35 27 -

9 19 75 

II 11 39· 

2 - -

20 

127 15 79 



DR. 

1743 

PETER DENCKER IN ACCOUNT WITH OHAI, & MARY MILON. 

Novr. 
25th, '1'0 Omissions and Errors in Denckers Accot , 

as ~ particulars on the first' side of this 
Sheet amounting to " p, 

To Ballance due from Milon to Dencker Con-
formable to Milons acct. partnersp. 

Pagodas 

The above Ballance Brot. down 
Milons proportion of the Prime Cost of a. Cow 

house Tools &c amount to as ~ particulars 
in the Statement of the preceeding account, 

Whereby the above Ball falls short to Pagodas. 

127 

238 

365 

238 

31 

207 

1743 
Octr, 
29th, By Ballance in Denckers fl'avollr brought here 

from his Acconnt Current 
15 7n 

4 72 

20 71 

4 72 

2 43 
Pagodas 

2 29 

CR. 

~ 
C'> 

365 20 71 C':: 
'" 0 

"1 

e-
o 
' ..... 

":1:1 
0 
"1 .... 
~ 
~ 

Cj) 
C'> 
0 
"1 
~ 

C'> 

.. , 365 20 71 



DR. CA.'I'l'LE IN COP.UTNERSRIP WITH PETER DENCUR MARy Mn.oN &; CATCH ELLA each 1/3.1. PART. Cr. " 

No. of No. of 
COWII. cow •• 

To cows bought from the 16th• MOl. ds, 

of May to the 31st. of Octr. By Cows sold in 5. 15. 
1741 Vizt.- particulars vizt. 

276 at Pagodas 2. 32. 44. Each P.801 19 64 34 Sold to the Black Town at 

9 Buffaloes 
: :}Cost 

Sundry prices P.159 9 

1 Ox 42 18 33 Sold to the White Town 196 29 
2 Ditto to Captn. Berry 12 

18 Ditto to Captn. John Blake for "tl 
~ 286 P.844 ·1 . 64 Ship Halifax 87 27 5:1 

To Charges ireeding the above said Cows &c. 10 Ditto to Captn. Chas. Hudson 5:1.. 
~. 

for Ship Prince of Orange .• 54 18 (.Q 
mo •• daYB. 11 Ditto to Capt!l. Mat~w. BootIe "" ... 

and Servants Wages paid for 5'15 134 26 30 for Ship London 54 20 ;:s 
.... 

To Charges Building the Cow house 57 10 14j Ditto to Captn. Thos. Brown ;:,-0 
21 a. 

for Ship Nottingham 65 31 
~ To Batta on Star Pagodas 180 the Amount 25~ Ditto to Captn. James Sanders 5:1 

Sales in iranams at ira. 3 ~ pagoda adequate for Ship King William 90 35 60 c.s::: 
0 

to the Current Exchange 15 11 Ditto to Captn. Thos. Stephens 'i 
""~ 

To Dustore paid on Cows sold to the Europe for Ship Beaufort ., 38 4 63 ~ 
20 Ditto to Captn. Pelly for Ship 0 

Ships 14 3 ~ .. 
Prince of Wales 72 31 76 'i 

~ .... 
To Interest Computed ~n the follg. sums ad- 11 Ditto to Captn. Chas. Raymond I--l 

vanced by Dencker from the 16th• May to for Ship Wager 45 12 34 '"'l 
~ the 31st. of Octr, 1741 at 8 ~ Cent ~ Annum 2 Ditto to the Honourable Com- t1I 

V' t lZ. pany 9 

On Pagodas 844. 1. 64 P.30 34 10 192 P.887 2 73 
134.26.30 4 33 70 By Cow heads a.nd tongues 97 'ill ira.. 4 each is. 10 28 

57. 21. 10 .. 2 4 
By Profit and loss gained on 5 Calves bought 

and Sold 13 6 40 
---- 38 - - By Do. on Hogs Sold Captn. Berry 4 18 

lb. 
By Tallow 28 Sold at fanam 3 ~ Pound 2 12 0 

CiJorried over Carried over 9J7 31 33 I-" 
1103 16 24 ~ .. " CQ 



To Profit and Loss for the 
ffollowing persons Propor
tions of the Neat gain on the 

Mo. de. 
. Sa,les of Cows these 5. 15. 

Vizt. 
Peter DenekeI' 1/3 
Mary Milon 1/3 
Catchella 1/3 

29th• Novr • 1743. 

Brought forward 11 03 16 2' 

P. 46 '24 72 
46 2(: 71 
4624 71 

140 2 54 

Pagodas... 1243 18 78 

By Interest Computed on the 
ffollowing Sums, received by' 
Dencker from the 16th• May 
to the 31st. of October 1741 

. at 8 ~ Cent ~ Ann. Vizt. 
On Pags' 887. 2. 73 .. 

10.28. -. 
13. 6. 4 ... 

5 Dead 
87 Rema.ining transferred to Telle~ 

singa. Partnership. with 
Dencker at Pagoda. 3. 9. 
each 

2 Buffaloes Ditto 

FORT ST. GEORGE 31ST• OOTOBER 1741 
ERRORS EXOEPTED. 

Droughtforward 917 31 33 

P.32 18 75 
14 20 
17 30 

282 27 
9 18 

33 14 45 

292 9 

Pagoda.s . . 1243 18 78 



N°, of 
COWl, 

CATTLlIl IN COPARTNlIlRSHIP WITH: PlilTER DlIINOKlilB AND CHAB. MILON each I 
No. of 

Clt. 

174:1/2 
~ ff8bry. 11 207 
~ 225 r 

To Cows bought at times Vizt. 
at Pagoda.s 3. 5. 8 each 

2,27. -

... 
al 432 To Charges ft'eeding the above 

mentioned Cows and Servants 
mOl, d', 

wages paid for 3. 20, from the 
above date to the 31st. of May 
1742 ••.. •• •• •• 

To Batta on Star Pagodas 146 to 
the amount Sales in: ft'anams at 
fa. 2. 40 V Pagoda Adequate 
to the Current Exchange •• 

To Dustore paid on Cows sold to 
the Europe Ships • • • • 

To Interest on Pagodas 650. n. 56 
mOl, d'. 

for 3. 20 at 8 'lP' Cent 'lP' 
Annum .. 

To Profit and Loss for the follow
ing persons proportions of the 
Neat Gain on the Sales of Cows 

mOI.dl, 

these 3. 20 Vizt. 
Peter Dencker. i P. 79 - ISO 
Charles Milon. j79 - ISO 

Pagodas ~. 

P. 650 le56 
585 27 :..-

3720 -

10 5-

6 9 15 

15 33 60 

1305 34 51 

11S8 1 20 

1463 35 71 

COW8, 

17 

15 
39! 

82 

432 

. mOl, dl. 

By Cows Sold in 3. 20 particulars 
Vizt. 

Sold to the White Town at Sundry 
Prices •• P. 116 14 67 

Sold to the Black Town ., 69 3-
Ditto to Captn. Benjamin Webster 

for Ship Adml. Vernon •• 192 7 2 
Ditto to Captn. John Peter for Ship 

TygereBs 

By Profit and LOBS gain'd on 8 
Calves bought and Sold 

By Ditto Ditto on 29 Do. be· 
longing to our Cows 

By Cow heads and tongues 50 at 
fa. 4 each •• .• •• 

34--

2428 -

14 18 -. 

520 -
--- P. 41S6 18 69 

By Interest on P. 456. 18. 69 for 
2mB. at 8 V Cent ., Ann. 

Remaining at Pa.gs• 2. 31. each as 
~ Calculation of their Prime 
Cost 

632 

1001 14 -

Pagodas •• 14.63 35 71 

lllBBOBI EXOllllTEP, 



CATTLE IN COPARTNERSHIP WITH PETER DENOXER AND CHAB. MILON each. Oa' 

1742 . 
June 1st. 

6 

Augt.15 

No. of 
CowB. 

350 Remaining this day at P. 2. 31.
Eachis .••.••• ~·P. 

57 Bought of Mrs. Phillips at 3. 9 
9 Bought of Ditto 3. 9 
1 Bought of Venketasia 

417 To Charges Feeding the above said 
Cows and Servants Wages paid 
for 3mo. to the 31at. August 

To Blank Paper for Notes 
To Butchers Knives 3 Sets 
To Dungare Napkins 
To Desperate Debts •• 
To Batts. on Star Pagodas 145, 

the Amount Sales in Fanams at 
fi'a.. 2.40'" Pagoda equal to the 
Current Exchange ... 

To Interest Computed' on the 
ftollowing Sums from the above 
dates to the 31st. August 1742 

at 8 '.JiI Cent? Annum VlZt. 

1,001 14: -
185 9-

29 9-
3--

43 1-
5--
8--
1 18-
Ii 15 60 

10 3-

On Pagodas 1001.14 for 3mB. P. 20 1-

185. 9· 2. ·24 
32. 9 -. 15 

To Profit and Loss for the fi'ollowing persons 
proportions of the Neat Gain on the Sales 

·3 19 53 
-340 

23 24 13 

of Cows these 3 Months vizt .. ~ 
Peter Dencker 
Cha8 • Milon 

! 
- I 

62 6 19 
62 6 19 

Pagodas 
.12412 38 

1439 34 31 

No. of 
COWB. 

By Cows Sold in 3m08• Particulars vizt. 
16i Sold to the White Town at Sundry 

prices P. 
4 Sold to the Black Town •. 

36 Ditto to CaptD. Benjamin Webster 
for Ship Adm1• vernon 

7 Ditto to CaptD. Isaac Worth for 
Ship Houghton •. 

9! Ditto to CaptD. Roger Hale for Ship 
Grantham 

91 Ditto to CaptD • OhaB• Gilbert for 
Ship Lynn 

231 Ditto to CaptD. BenjD. Lowe for 
Ship Walpole ._. • • .. 

16! Ditto to CaptD. Thomas Smith for 
Ship Marlborough 

123 
16 Dead 

Y"" 

121 22 40 
18 18 -

160 4 72 

24 12 52 

45 9 24 

43 29 55 

110 22 72 

71 26 72 

P.596 2 67 

By Profit and Loss gained on 4: Calves bought and 
sold •• 14 --

By Cow heads and Tongues 102 a.t fta. 4: each • . 11 12 -
By Intere~t Computed on Pags. 596 •. 2. 67 for 

I mo. 15 dB. to the 31st• August 1742 at 8 ~ 
Cent ~ Annum 5 35 -

278 Remaining this day at P. 2. 33. 18 each as ~ Cal-
culation of their Prime COst •. 812 20 44 

417 

Pagodas •. 1439 34 31 

FORT ST., GEORGE 31 AUGT. 1742 
ERRORS EXCEPTED. 



.... Sepr.l 
~ 1742/3 i Janu
.... ary 
~ 11th. 

CA.TTLE IN' COl'A.nTNERSllIP WITH PETER DENOKER A.ND CHARLES MILON each, 1. 
No. of 
Cows 
278 Remaining this day at 

P. 2 33 18 Each is. P. 812 20 44 
11 Bought of Hallooby . . 35 27 -

289 To charges !feeding 
the above said 
Cows and Servants 
Wages paid for 
8 months to the 
30th• of April 1743. 48 2 20 

To Batta on Star 
Pagodas 89 the 
amount Sales in 
fian8• of Cows and 
Calves sold to the 
White and Blaok 
Town at fa. 3 'f' 
Pagoda equal to 
the Current Ex-
ohange •• 7 15 -

To Interest Com
puted on Pag·. 
812. 20. 44 for 
8ma. to the 30th. 

April 1743 at 8 ., 
Cent 'f' Ann. 43 12 20 

C!1trried ov~r •• 947 5 4: 

No. of 
Cows 

5 

14 

8 

10 

1 

38 
7 

8 

m~. 

By Cows sold in 8 particulars vizt. 
Sold to Captn. Benjamin Webster for ship Adml • 

Vernon •..••..••• 
Ditto to Captn. Benjamin Way for Ship Ben

jamin •• 
Ditto to Captn. Matthew Booky for Ship Shafts-

bury •• .. •• .• •• .• 
Ditto to Captn. John Tedd for Ship Wilming

ton 
Ditto to Captn. Benjamin Lowe for Ship 

Walpole 

Sold to the White Town •• 
Heads and Tongues 22 at fa. 3 each •• 
Profit on 13 Calves bought and Sold .• 

Sold to the White Town •• 
Profit on 4 Calves sold since March 
Ditto on a Rent . 
Tallow sold 

By Interest Computed on the 
fiollowing Sums to the 30th• of 
April 1743. at 8 '.\P' Cent V' 
Annum viz'. . 

... .. 

On Pag'. 153 22 40 for odd Months. P. 4 22 -
do. for mOI.Ma.rch 
& April 

44:3040 
34: 920 

5 
2 

2 1 50 

C~edover " 

P. 20 24 --

57 26 40 

32 --

3827 -

417-

19 5 40 
1 30-

2331 -

623 50 
1 1765 

-:- 16 35 

P.153 22 40 

44 30 40 
34 9 20 
825 -
2 3-
122 -

8 21 70 

253 26 1Q 



Ilrllught forward •• 947 IS 4 

Pagodas _ 9'7 5 4 

No.ot 
GO'll"I 

53 
86 

150 

289 

Dead &8 " Denckers acct , 
Remaining this day at P. 2 33 Is'· •. 

By Profit and Loss lost on the Principal Con
cerns of the lIo11owing Persons in Cattle Vizt. 

Peter Dencker i-
Chal , Milon i .. 

FORT S~. GEORGB 30~·. APRIL 1743' 
EBBOB8 EXOE1"l'lIID. 

127 17 47 
127 17 47 

253 26 10 

438 15 60 

692 IS 70 

Pagodas ,. 94:7 I) 4 



b.a .. 
1741 
Octr. 
31-t. 

PaT~B D,ENCIEB ACCOUNT PAB'l'NEBSHIP WITH MABY AND CUABLIS MILO!. 

To Mary Milons Id part Profit on 5. 15 Sales of 
Cows as ~ account Cattle in this Book 

1742 
May 
31 To Charles Milons i Profit on 3. 20 Sales of Ditto. 
Augt • 
31 To Ditto Do. on 3. - Do. ... 
1742/3 
Jafiry. 
28 To Ca.ahpaid Halloaboy for 11 Cows bought of him 

1743 
April 
24 

N.B. 

and applied them to Acct. Cattle in Co. 

To Cash paid Vengana. in full for Straw bot. of 
hirD. to ffeed the Cattle in Co. 

To Salt Beef 80 pe. which he Converted to his 
. own use Milons i is 40 pieces wor.th 

To Ballance of this Account 

46 24 71 

79 50 

62 6 19 

35 27 -

4 

20 
247 
238 
485 

22 60 
4 72 

27 52 

THJa Ballance above brought down 238 4 7~ 
The ffirst Cost of a Cow house is Pags. 57. 21. 10. 

accounted for the same in Account Cattle stated 
the 31st. of Octr. 1741 Mary Milons 1 thereof 
is P. 19 7 3 

Tools to be divided their first cost 
being P. 15. 27. 8 Milons i is 7 31 40 

Tallow to be divided may amount 
to about ps. 8 Milons i is 4: 

Allovring Charles Milon the above said Sums in 
the Sta.te of. this Acct. the above Ballance will 

31 2 43 

baBhort' P. 207 2 29 

FORT ST. GEORGE 
30TB• APRIL 1743. 

1741 
Octr. 
31 
1742 
May 

By Cash received of him . .. P. 

31 By Ditto 
Augt. 
31 
1743 
April 
30 

By Ditto 

By 75 Cows received ~ Charles Milon out of 
150 remaining on the Dissolution of the 
Partnership at P. 2. 33. 18 each is 

By Charles Milons t Loss Sustained by this 
unfortunate Trade . 

WK. DUMBLETON 
Attv. for Cha.rles Milon. 

Pagodas 

Jj:RRORS EXCEl "rED • . 

22 24 

• 
61 

55 14 15 

219 7 70 

127 17 47 

485 27 52 



126 Records of Fort St. George 

24i'U. JANUARY 1743. 
THE REPLICA'l'ION of Peter Dencker to the answer and Ex-· 
ceptions of Charles and Mary Milon Defendants. 

HE this Replyant saving and reserving to himself all manner of Benefit and 
advantage of Exception to the manifold Errors Incertainties and Insufficiencies in 
the Defendants answer and Objections for Replycation thereunto saith that all and 
singr. the matters and things in this Replyants Hill contained are true as is therein 
alledg~d and that the Answer and Objections to the said Bill are very untrue Imper
fect aftd Insufficient to be Replied unto for this Replyant saith upon the whole 'tis 
Observable. 

The Defendants give this Replyant Credit in their own Account for a Ballance 
of ps. 365. 20. - but pretend an Overcharge to their Prejudice ps. 127. 15. 
so that they must allow of the Difference namely P. 238, 5. 

So that tis humbly presumed there remains in dispute 127. 15. 79 Contain
ed in 6 Articles on the Dr. side of the Defendants Account, which are called Objec
tions, to whicli we, most humbly beg Leave to reply in order to support this Reply
ants Account under Oath. 

And first To the first Article this Replyant absolutely Denies any such Deffici
ency as P. 48. 29. 45 said to arise in the Defendants Favour nor was there any 
more than two proportions due to the Deits on Account of this Article, all which 
wa:; paid settled and adjusted with the Defendants vizt. 

at one time was paid thereon 22 24 

at one time was paid them 61 - -

in all on that Account was 83 24 -' 

ffor which they have due Credit in this Repliants Account Given in under Oath and 
as to that Entry annext to this Article of Pags. 79. -. 50 it is ffalse and Imagin
ary and only added to puzzle the Account, which the Defendants dont know how to-· 
make out in their ffavour, tis true the Defendants would have been Entitled to 40 
Pags • instead of the above P. 22. 24 But that in Publick breach of </ontract here
unto annexed, the Defendants broke off and Instead of 5 Months continued only 3 
m Partnership so that their Proportion fell short in Proportion to the time they kept 
in Contract, . and by the Tenor of the said Contract they are Intitled to no Profit at.· 
all, being themselves the Aggressors, and refusing to Continue any Longer in. 
Partnership dian 3 months utterly against this Replyants Consent that such Partner
ship was .Dissolved and which Ballance of pa. 22. 24. they received and without 
any Objection till this Replyant now Demands his Ballance due. 

A REPLY to the 2d. Article is that the Defendants have no Authority for Charg
ing this pa. 35. 27 for Cows bought of Hallooboy Because their Contract hereunto· 
annext particularly says that only this Repliant is to. purchase Cows in Partnership 
nor have the Defendants either bought or paid for the said Cows but the same was 
purchased by Catchellaon account of this Replyant and to whom' this Repliant is 
ready to account for the same what Consideration then has the Defendant ever paid 
for this Pagodas 35. 27 But this is a Contrivance of Catchella's who wants toac
count for these Cows to Charles Milon Because he is In debt to Peter Dencker But· 
this Replyant urges the Defendants had no Authority to purchase Cattle by the Con
tract nor have the Defendants ever paid for such Cows and 'as the said Cows can 
be Accounted for only once this Repliant has given 'CatcheUa Credit for them in his '. 
private account with Peter Dencker so that the Defendants have no other Concern 
in the said Cows than to. pay their proportion of the purchase as Charged in this . 
Replyants account Given in under Oath;most humbly referred to. . 

A Reply to the 3d. Article is That there is no such Difference all Pags. 9. 19. '7f~ 
sa:f! to arise from the Prime Cost of the Cows being over rated that Sum.' ~ . r 



• Pleadings in the Mayor's Court, 1745 121 

. 
Though the 75 Cows might Cost only Pa~. 219. 7. 70. (To give the Defend-

· ants their own way) yet Charges thereon added to the Prime Cost made them come 
to Pags. 3. 1. 67 each one with another which was the price they stood.at i~ 
this Replyants Books. If the Defendants disliked such Price why did they Enter. 
into Partnership upon Terms they disliked, or why did they not refuse such offered 
Terms being shewn the Account before the Contract, and as the same was purchased 
before and not after Contract it was thereby in this Repliants power to put what 
Price he pleas'd on his Goods bought out of Partnership, and the Defendants, if 
they had pleased, might have rejected being Concerned therein having first seen and 
p:1ssed such Account, nay nor ever Complained of such over Charge as they Term it. 
till this Replyant sued for his Due. 

A Reply to the 4th. Article is That if the Defendants have no Title to deduct 
the above Pagodas 9. 19. 75 to this Replyants prejudice, then is this Pagodas 
11. 11. 39 in this 4th. Article also Erronious these two Articles being the Con-

· sequence of each other, and must Either both stand to this Replyants Prejudice or 
be both Struck out to this Replyants Justification. 

A Reply to the 5th . Article is that this Replyant does still persist in it the said 
· Straw has been used since the Dissolution of Partnership and will prove it in the 
Isslle of this Cause. 

A Reply to the 6th. Article is that the Defendants had a large Cask or Leager 
··of Salt Beef which the Defendants say was Spoild and thrown away, this Replyant 
had also during the Partnership several spare pieces of Beef of which never no Ac

-count was proposed or taken on either side, But much was spoiled a Great Deal 
gave to the Palanquin boys and more to the Dogs being for the most uneatable, 
therefore if the Defendants will be Capricious, Let them give this Replyant Credit, 
for that Cask of Beef said to have been thrown away and then this Replyant is ready 
to account for his share received which cannot amount to more than the Defendants 
whE'reby this Deduction must be Void and of no Effect as to this Honourable Court 

.' shall seem However this Replyantbegs leave to make two or three remarks on the 
present Demand. 

THE Defendants advance new pretences,' that have been past long ago in Old 
Accounts before settled and adjusted The Defendants never made any Complaints 

-of being Wrong'd till this Replyant demanded payment for the Cows Delivered them 
at the Dissolution of Partnership and the present Cavil is only to suspend the time 

· of payment. 
This Replyant is under Oath to the account produced to this Honourable Oourt 

· and humbly hopes the same shall be preferred to the Defendants account not Sworn 
to. 

As to the Long account particulars it is Needless and Erroneous and therefore 
this Replyant has only Confined himself to the Account Current for to argue the 
other, would be too long to Trouble this Honom'able Court with and as the Account 

· Current and Objections are sufficient This Repliant humbly hopes and pravs the De
fendants may be Ordered to pay the Costs of the said Account so needles~ annext if 
this Honourable Court shall so thin!} meet. 

As to the Cow house to be Divided the Defendants have been pleased to pull 
· it down, since the Commencement of this Suit in so much that this Repliant before 
-offered either to buy or sell at the stated Price of 25 Pagodas, but now the said mate
rials pull'd down are hardly worth lOPags. and the Butchers Tools belonging there-
to and towells &'0 are by time some Lost, some Broke and most of what is Left GOod 

for Little, however this Replyant is ready to deliver up under Oath, all in this R~ply-
· ants Possession, which with the materials of the ~aid Cow house this Replvant prays 
may be put up at Outcry or valued and sold as to this Honourable Court shall here
after direct. 

As to the Tallow mentioned in the Defendants Account they have always from 
· time to time had their share Except One hundred Weight which this Repliant sold 
oat 2 ffanams a pound to all which this Repliant is ready to be under Oath if required 
by this Honourable Court if this Honourable Court shall so think meet. 
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All which matters and things this· Replyant is ready to averr maintain and 
prove as this Honourable Court shall Direct and humbly prays as in and by his said. 
Bill is alreaay prayed. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Replyant. 

WE UNDER signed hereby agree on a Partnership in the Profits that shall arise· 
fromlhe Cows Bullocks Calves Buffaloes and Hoggs that shall be sold to the Europe 
Ships and upon the following Conditions. 

1st. Mr. Milon is to have the Care of Selling and Delivering what Cows and 
will be Sold to the Ships. . 

2d. Peter Dencker is to have the Care of Selling and Delivering ])0. to the· 
Town and what Milk Cows and Cattle shall be sold to the Country people. 

3d • We further agree to settle our accounts and share the profits as often as· 
we can in the ffollowing manner. 

Peter Dencker to have the half of the Profits and Mr. Milon and Catchella to· 
have the other half of the said Profits and the Losses to be Divided in the same 
manner if there should happen any. 

4<1:ih. The said Mr. Milon and Catchella hereby Oblige themselves not to sell 
or cause To be sold directly or Indirectly Publickly or Privately any of the above· 
mentioned sort of Cattle to any p~rson who soever without first acquainting the said 
partners of it under. the fforfeit of all their share That shall then be due by this· 
Agreement. 

5th• The said Peter Dencker is to advance all the money for the Buying and 
maintaining of the said Cattle and to receive Interest for such Sums as he shall advance· 
on that account he likewise is to receive all such Sums as shall become due 
hy the said Cattle and this partnership is not to 'be broke off but by the Consent of . 
two of the said partners and in Case anyone of the said partners should want to· 
break off this Partnership he is then to Loose and fforfeit all his share of the Profits 
that shall then lie due or have been paid to him for the last year past IN WITNESS. 
whereof we have hereunto sett our hands in Fort st. George February the 20th •. 

1741/2. 

1st. May 1744. 

CHARLES MILON. 

THE Rejoinder of Charles and Mary Milon Defts. to the· 
Replycation of Peter Dencker Complainant. 

THESE Defendants now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to them
selves all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the Incertainty & In
sufficiency of the said Replycation say that the Defendants said Answer is certain 
true and sufficient in the Law to be replyed unto and they also say that they have .. 
Credited the Complainant in an account stated by them for the Ballance of PS. 365. 
20. 71 the Complainant debted these Defendants in his Account purposely to-shew 
the Complainant how inadvertently He hath Omitted and over charged Pagodas 127. 
15. 79 Comprehending the six articles as the Complainant set forth in his said 
Replycation and presumes the same remains in dispute, .'to avoid which and make
the thing plain and clear, these Defendants have been at the Pains to Insert the par
ticulars relating to those six Articles in their Joint Objections and as the Complt 
doth by Artfull means and methods except them. Articles Therefore these Defend
ants are Obliged to comply to the Complta. Exceptions set. forth in his said Reply-· 
cation. 

As to the first Exception of the Complainant to the first article of PS. 48. 29. 45 
tnese Defendants say that they never ha.d of the Complainant the whole settlement 
of Accounts relatingto a differen~ SaIl'S of Cattle·in Copartnership that is to say the· 
first of five and! months the second of 3 months and 20 days and the 3rd• of 3 months, 
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and for these Defendants 3 shares of the .Profits arising thereon lamounting to Pago.o! 
das.187. 31. 60 the Oomplainant paid these Defendants PS. 139. 2. 15 saying: 
it was all that was due to these Defendants on that account and since the Defendants: 
Came to make up those accounts found out a Deficience of 48. 29. 45 for which. 
the Defendants have debted the Oomplainant as parties Ooncerned with him in:. 
Oattle and as to the Oomplainants calling in his said Replycation the Article of Pags. 
79. -. 50 a false Imaginary Entry and only added to Puzzle the accourit these. 
Defendants cannot admittof it when they have made it appear due from the "Oom-· 
plainant by the particulars of 3 months and 20 days Sales of Oattle and more fairly 
and openly to whom the same was sold, yet the Oomplainant is pleased to Oall it 
as aforesaid, And these Defendants Observe that the Oomplainant both, acknowl
edges and allows these Defendants to be Intitled to a proportion of 40 ps. instead or 
Pags. 22. 24. Paid them for a Breach of a Contract in not Oontinuing ffive 
months in partnership and these Defts. are rea'dy to give the Oomplainantshis own. 
way upon substantial Proof of these Defendants having Voluntarily broke off from. 
their Partnership in 3 months as the Oomplainant alledges in his said ReplycatioIL 
and the reason why these Defendants did not before but even at the time the Oom
plainant demanded his Ballance due object against the PS. 22. 24 aforesd• is be
cause they had not an Entire I.Jight of the Accounts kept by the Complainant. 

As to the second Exceptions of the Complainant to th.e second Article for these
De{ts. Charging Pags. 35 .. 27 for Cows bought of Hallooboy they say that they.did 
not buy them in Breach of the ffifth article of their Oontract annext to the Oom-, 
plainants said Replycation (as he pretends) but that·these Defendants paid the above 
mentioned ~um of Pagodas 35. 27 for the Cows at the request of the Oomplainant 
and. therefore these Defendants have Debted him for it in their Account And' these
Defendants know nothing of Oatchella's having purchased the said Oows for Ac-' 
count of the Oomplainant, nor of the Oredit he has given Oatchella in his Separate
Account, nor does it concern these Defendants at all but the money they have pai~ 
on that Account as before said, which these. Defendants can prove and also that 
Oatchella never paid any Oonsideration for the said Cows. . 

As tathe third Exception of the Oomplainant to the 3d • Article of P. 9. 19. 75. 
arising on the prime Oost of 73 Cows delivered to these Defendants at the Dissolu
tion of Partnership these Defendants do Admitt the Argument of the Oomplainantil 
in his said Replication relating to the Affair of cows so far as to the 20th • day of; 
ffebruary 174:1/2 being the time that Oharles Milon one of these Defendants hath 
signed the Oontract annexed to the Complainant's Replication and after. thenr 
there appears by the Oomplainants own Account Oattle in Oopartnership an Article' 
of 225 Oows bought by him the 30th,. of May 1742 (the Price ·of every Oow is not 
distinctly mentioned) at Pagodas 2. 21. 58 each amounting to PS. 585. 27 and 
these were also apprized by the Oomplainant at Pagodas 3. 1. .67 each one witli 
another adding the Oharges thereon which the Oomplainant should not, do after-. 
wards without the Knowledge or Oonsent of these Defendants as it was in the 'Oom
pIts. power before these Defendants entered With him. into Partnership to put what 
price he pleased to 207 Oows then remaining on hand and the Oomplainants charg
ing the last remaining 150 cows that have been Divided Between the parties con-; 
cerned therein at Pags. 3. 1.67 each is a Prejudice 'to these Defendarits as they 
wiJ1 shew here the disadvantage that attends these Defendants. That the Complain-: 
ant advanced money to buy Oows and pay Charges keeping them and' these Defend~ 
ants paid Iriterest on the whole of their half proportion also paid their hal! Oharges> 
aforesaid out of. th,eProfit .arising on the Sales of Cattle and the Oomplainant upon 
Transferring the 'remaining Oows to a new Aceount and appraizing them with 
cparges paid before thereon hath Enhanced the price of them besides these Defend
ants paid Interest on the Oharges included in the price of Oows over and over and 
such Additional price put by the Oomplainant on them occasioned such difference
of Pagodas 9. 19.· 75 which these Defendants have debted the Oomplainant for 
and to make, the thing more 'plain; these . Deferidants say that the Oomplainant 
charged theafsd. 75 Oows with Charges that have been discharged by the preceed
ing Sales and- his Oharging them agamwith the'same Charges, is an over charge 

1745-17 . 
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}Vhich with the Interest these Defendants paid thereon lessens their Proportion so 
lJluch as it amounts to of the dividing Profit on such Sales of Cattle as there hath 
been which is to the advantage to the Complainant and likewise what comes out of 
.his proportion after this Rate, as he being the only Receiver of the money to pay to 
-himself. 

As to the fourth Exception of the Complainant to the 4th. Article of Pagodas 
1}1. 11. 39 these Defendants say as aforesaid with regard to Pagodas 9. 19. 
75 C<f1prehending the one and the same thing. 

As to the 5th • Exception of the Complainant to the 5th • article of Pags. 2 for 
the straw.that hath been used before the Partnership was dissolved these Defendants 
.do Condescend to the Proof the Complainant offers to give in the Issue of this Cause. 

As to the sixth Exception of the Complainant to the &th. Article of Pags. 20 
these Defendants Charged him for their' half of 80 pieces of Salt Beef these DeftB. 
~bsolutely deny that they ever had a large Cask or Leaguer full of Salt Beef (as the 
{)omplainant now pretends) .to Account with him for the same. 

As to the Complainants remarks in his said Replycation these DefU!. say that 
they have been all along kept in the Dark and never before now they were thorough~ 
ly acquainted with the Complainants Transactions in the affair of Cattle in Partner
.ship, and therefore these Defendants do now, if not before, Claim their right and 
.due, and these Defendants make it observable that the Complaint. calls their Ac
-count particulars relating to their Partnership needless and Erroneous when the 
.same agrees with the Ballance of his Account Ourrent, except the six Article these 
Defendants objected to, which they Humbly hope this Hofible Court will think rea
.sonable to Grant them and further these DefendU!. pray this Honourable Court as 
the Complainant hath been the Occasion of their producing so long Account parti
.culars to Vindicate themselves from the Charge the Complainant made these Defend
.:ants with so unjust a Ballance of his Account will be pleased to ·order the Com
plainant to pay the Cost of the sd. Accot . 

THE Cow house to be Divided, since the Great Rains last Winter fell down and 
not in the manner the Complainant falsely set forth in his said Replycation and these 
Defendants deny of the Complainants having before the Commencement of this Suit 
-offered any such Price as 25 Pagodas for the said Cowhouse or otherwise to sell it 
.at the aforesaid price Notwithstanding that these Defendants submitt to the Com-
plainants Surrender of the Butchers Tools &ca.. in his p;ssion to be sold together 
with the materials of the said Cow house either at Outcry or at Valuation, as this 
~onourable Court shall direct. 

THE Tallow which the Complainant mentions in his said Replycation to have 
sold One Hundred weight at fanams 2;W Pound differs within a Pagoda and 28 
ianams from the amount thereof at the ffoot of these Defendants Account Partner
ship with the Complainant. 

As to the request of the Complainant for having Referrees appointed to Ins
pect into the Accounts these Defendants wholly submitt themselves to such Order 
as this Honourable Court will be pleased to make in this behalf. 

AND these Defendants also say as in and by their said Answer they have already 
:Said and do an? ~l Averr and maintain all and everything· and things therein to be 
true anti certam III such manner and fform as they and every of them are therein 
~lledged and Expressed. 

WILLIAM DUMBI,ETON 

Attorney fOft' the Defendant. 

INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as 
shall be produced Sworn and Examined on part and Behalf 
of the Complainant in a Certain Cause wherein Peter 
Dencker of Fort Sft. Geor~e Merchant is Plaintiff and 
Cha.rJes and Mary Milon of the said place Defendant .. 
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IKPBIMIS Do you know the parties Complainant and Defendants in this· Cause

or eitber and which of them and how long have you known them or either and whick 
of them Declare. 

2d. To TAGGAPAH, TANGAMIAH, EGUMBRUM, TOMBE NINA AND CHANGELLEE Item 
Do you remember the Complainant and Defendant was in any partnership, If yea" 
what Partnership, was there any Quarrell or Dispute arose betwixt the parties, if 
yea, who was the Occasion of such Quarrell, did the parties ever break of Partner
ship and how many Months were the Partys separate, what money w.as due to the 
Defendants and what money was paid to the Defendants, and for what reason paid. 

3d • ITEM Do you remembet any dispute arising about Salt Beef, if yea in 
whose possession was it, what quantity do y~u think there might be, what Became 
of such Beef and what Account hath been GlVen thereof Declare. 

4th. ITEM Do you rememner a Cow house betwixt the parties, if yea, what d<;> 
you think is the worth of that Cow house, now as it stands, and what Condition is it. 
In at this time Declare. . ' 

nth. ITEM Do you know or can you say any other Matter or thing material t6-
the Complt in this Cause If Yea set forth the same as you know have you heard, or-
do believe with the reasons of such your knowledge or Belief Declare, . 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIJ. 
Atty, for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN Peter Dencker is Complainant 
and 
Charles and Mary Milon Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and hefore the Examiner in 
this Court as follows. 

TAGGAPAH of Madras Conicoply aged 40 years or thereabouts being produced 
as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on the 29tli. day of 
November 1744 shewn at the office of Mr, Wm. Dumbleton Attotney for the Defend
ants by Connecapa who left a note of the name Title and place of abode of the said 
Ta,ggapah and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as· 
ffollows. 

1st. To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith That he hath known the Com
'plainant 12 years, The Defendt. Mr, Milon 4 years and the .Deft. Mary Milon 2() 
years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he remembers the 
Complt and Defendants were in Pa:tnership together.in the Cat~le Trade and that.a:. 
Dispute arose between them occasIOned by Mary Mll~ms breakmg off Pa~nership 
'This Deponent knows not how many months the partIes were separate NeIther can 
he say what money was due or paid to the Defts. . .... .... 

To ilie third Interry this Deponent saith That he rembers a Dispute about 
0..:;,. 

Salt Beef in the Defts. possion but cannot say what Quantity there might be of it, 
That he heard it was all spoild Except 4 or 5 pieces which the Defendants sent to 
the Complainant, what was spoiled the Defendants Asserted was Given to the Dogs .. 

To the ffourth Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he remembers a Cow 
house between the Parties That it formerly was worth Seventy Pagodas but this 
Deponent does not think it now worth above two Pagodas, it being almost Demolisht 
,and more !saith·not. to these or the last Interrogatory. 
_, ,JOSEPHGITHIN . . . .' 

Examf'. 
1741S-17A 

TAGGAPAN. 
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. JANGAMIA~ [sic,] of Madras late!y a S~rvari.t to the ComlJlainant aged 20 ye&rs or 
thereabouts bemgpro~uced as a WItness l~ thIS Cause on tne part of the Complain
~nt and afterwards bemg Sworn and Exammed Deposeth as follows. 

, 1st. To the first Inte;ry this Dept. saith that He hath known the Complainant 
.-nd the Defendant Charles Milon 6 years and the Defendant Mary Milon he has 
known 12 years or thereabouts. 

. 2d ,To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith That. he remembers the Com
pIt, & Defendants were in Partnership together in the Cattle Trade and that a ,dis
pute ~rose between. them Occasioned by the Deft, Mary Milons breaking off Part
nership. This Deponent knows not how many months the parties were Seperate 
neither can he say what money was due_?r paid to the Defendants. 

To the third Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he remembers a Dispute arose 
but salt Beef in the Defendants Possession but cannot say what Quantity there might 
be of it, That he heard it was all spoild Except two or three pieces which the Defend-
.ants said to the Coti'tplt what was spoil'd the Deft, Mary Milon declared was Given 
10 the Doggs, • . 

To the ffourth Inte~y this Deponent saith that he remembers.a Cow house 
between the parties formerly worth about 70 Pagodas but it is now fallen down and 
:more saith not to these or the last Interrogatory, 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf', 

JANGAMIAH [sic,]. 

YEAKAMBRUM of Madras Conicoply lately so to the Complainant aged 30 years 
O()r thereabouts being produced as-; a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Com
.plaint, and afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows, 

. 1 st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
-Complainant and the Defendant Charles Milon for 5 years, and the Defendant Mary 
Milon he hath known 10 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith That he remembers the Com
plainant and Defendants were in Partnership together in the Cattle Trade as also 
.that a dispute arose Between them occasioned by the Complainants breaking off 
:Partnershi"Q he ffurther saith that the parties were separate about 5 months but can
not say what money was due or paid to the Defendants. 

To the third Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he remembers a Dispute about 
,salt Beef in the Defendants possession but cannot be certain as to the Quantity that 
he saw a Tub full which he Imagines might contain about Ten or Eleven pieces, two 
or three of which were sent to the Complainant the remainder the Defts. declared 
-was spoiled and given to the Dogs. 

To the ffourth Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he remembers a Cow house 
,between the parties which,was formerly worth about 60 Pagodas but it is now ruinated 
there remaining no more of it at this time than the Muddwalls and more saith not 
to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr• 

YEAKAMBRUM 

. TOMBY NINAH of Madras Butcher aged 20 years or thereabouts being produced 
-as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwds. being Sworn 
.& Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1-. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
.()omplainan' Two years or thereabouts but has no certain knowledge of the Defend~ 
.ants ... 
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2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith That he remembers the 'Co~
_-plainant and Defendants were in Partnership together in the Oattle Trade and that 
. .a dispute a~ose Between them occasioned by the Defendant Mary, Milon's breaking 
off Partnersp. This Deponent knows not how many months the parties were Sepa

. .rate neitJ~r can be say what money was due or paid to the Defendants. 

. To the 3d • Inter"'i-y this Deponent saith that he remembers a dispute arose 
'cabout Salt Beef in the Defendants possession but cannot say what Quantity there 
might be of it That he heard it was all spoiled and Given to the Dogs. 

To the ffourth Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he remembers a Oow 
house between the parties That it is Intirely Demolished there rE:lmaing • no part 
thereof now but the Mudd WaIls and more saith not to these or the fast Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN The mark of TOMBY NINAH. 
Examf'. 

OHANGELLEE of Madras Dealer in Oattle age.d 40 years .or thereabouts being 
'''Produced as a Witness in this Oause on the part of theOomplainant, and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath .known the 
.complainant 5 years the DefendantOharles Milon 3 years and Deft. Mary Milon .10 
'years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he remembers the 
-Complainant and Defendant were in Partnership together in the Oattle Trade as also 
that Ii Dispute arose between the parties But Oannot say who was the Occasion of 

. the Dispute or further to any particular Questions enquired off in this or the third 
:lnte'i-ry. ' 

To the fourth Inte'i-ry this Deponent saith that he remembers aOowhouse 
:>between the parties that is now ruinated there remaining no more at this -time than 
.the Mudd Walls and more saith .not to t~s or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr• 

Tlie mark of OHANGE1LEE. 

INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such' Witnesses as 
shall be produced sworn and :Examined' on behalf of the 
Oomplainant in a certainOause wherein one Peter Dencker 
of Madras Merchant is.Oomplainant and Oharles and Mary 
Milon is Defts. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the parties Oomplainant and 
:"DeftB. in this Oause or either and which of them and how long have you known them 
~or either and which. of them; 

2d. To TAGGEPAH Oonicoply Item Do you know of any of the Transactions 
that have passed in Partnership Betwixt Peter Dencker and Oharles and Mary Milon 
if yea set forth all you know all you have heard and all you do Believe with the rea-
Bons of such your knowledge or bel~ef Declare. '. . 

3d • To TELLESINGA Cowkeeper Item 'was you ever· concerned in the Oattle 
;Trade with Peter Dencker If yea set forth what profit you shared on the sale of such 
Cattle how many Cattle was Re~aining at the Dissolving your Partnership and what 

r.price did such remains stand at In your Accounts Declare. '. 
. 4th. To CATCHELLA' Cowkeeper Item was you everOoncerned in the Cow 
rr'rade with Peter Dencker and Tellesinga if ye~,. say what Profits you' shared in the 
,said Concern what remains of Cattle was left at breaking off and .what each Cow 
stood at in your Account Declare. . : 
. 5th• To SUBRAMONY Conicoply ,'Item Do you know any Transactions that 
!,passed in the Cow Trade between Peter Dencker, CatGhella and. Tellesinga if yea say 
:what Profits the parties shared what remains of Cattle was Left ~t Breaking off and 
':what each Cow stood at in your account kept for Catchella alidwhat year and montll. 
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the said partnership was Broke off can Catch ella read, write, or keep account De .. -
clare. 

6th • To NELLAM001'A Cowkeeper Item Do you know or can you say any~ 
thing Concerning a parcel of straw that .was purchased in t~e Pa~tnership what
Quantity was bought and what became on It to whose use was It applied Declare. 

7th . To ALL THE WITNESSES Item Do you know or can you say any other: 
matter or thing material for the Complainant in this Cause if yea set forth the same
as you know have heard or do Believe with the ~easons of such your knowledge or:' 
Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant .. 

BETWEEN Peter Dencker Complainant 
& 

Charles and Mary Milon DefendtB • 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in· 
this Court as follows. 

TAGGAPAH of Madras Conicoply to the Oomplainant aged 40 years or there
abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complt was on
the 22d. day of March 1744/5 Shewn at the Office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton Attorney
for the Defendants by Connerapa who left a Note of the name Title and place or 
abode of the said Taggapah and afterwards on the same day being Sworn & Exa
mined, Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Inteiry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com
plainant 12 years the Deft. Charles Milon 4 years and the Defendant Mary Milon 
20 years or thereabouts. 

2d To the 2d. Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he is acquainted with some
Transactions relating to the Partnership between the Complainib. and Defendts• 
which ffollows, The parties Commenced partnership the first time jn the year 1741: 
when Catchella was joined with them That they continued togr. 5 or 6 months
when the Partnership being dissolved the accounts was settled and there appeared 

P. fi8. 
a Ballance of 22. 24 due to the Defendants who then demanded payment thereof' 
but the Complaint.. at that time refused whether it has since been discharged knows 
not he further saith that the Defendants afterwards joined in Partnership with 
Mrs. Phillips and the Complainant with Catchella and Tellesinga in the Month of 
Novr. 1741 and Continued till the loth. of ffebruary following in which Term of 
time there had been shared as profit between the Complainant Catchella and Telle
singa the sum of 168. 23. 35. That the Complainant turned out Tellesinga and Joined 
a second time with the Defendants and Catchella at which time he had the Stock or 
207 Cattle value 719. 7. 10 what has since passed this Deponent knows not having 
left the Service, anqmore saithnot to this or the last Interrogatory. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Exam". TAGGAPIAH. 

TELLESINGAR of Madras Dealer in Cattle aged 31 years or thereabouts being-
Produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as ffollows. _ I .-

1st. To the ffirst Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he 'hath 'known the, 
Complt. 5 years The Defendant Charles Milon 3 years·and the Defendant Mary: 
Milon 10 yrs. or thereabouts. 

~d. To the third Inte~ry this Deponent saith"That he was Concerned in the 
Cattle Trade with the Complainant 3 months and that he received upwards of 20 paL 
as his share of Profit on the sale of Cattle but cannot say the amount of the whole 
'That 207 Cows remained at tIie Disso!ying the Partnership Value Fa. 719. 7~ 10 and' 
.more saith not to this or the last Interry. . .' , 
JOSEPH; GITIlIK Exam'" ' TELLESINGAs. ! 
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CATCHALLA of Madras Dealer in Cattle aged 32 years or thereabouts being 
;produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Oomplainant, .and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

list. To the first Inte~y this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com
.plainant 8 years the Defendant Qharles Milon six years and tl1e Defendant Mary 
Milon 10 years or thereabouts. 

4th. To the 4th. Interry this Deponent saith that he wasOoncerned in the 
-Cattle Trade with the Oomplainant But cannot recollect what profit was shared 
thereon, neither can he remember what remains of Cattle was Left at the breaking 
oS! Partnership That the price of the Cows was from a Pagoda & a i to 3 Pagodas 
.and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

CATCH!.. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

SUBBAMONEY of Madras Conicoply aged 28 years or thereabouts being produced 
-as. a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being 
..£worn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1s1;. To the ffirst Inter'ry this Dept. saith. that he hath known the Oomplainant 
and the DefendUl• 5 years or thereabts . 

· 5th . To the fifth Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he knows the Complainant 
-Catchalla and Tellesingar shared the sum of 84 Pags . as Profit on the Sale of Cattle 
..and that 218 Cows remained at the breaking off Partnership which was Computed 
-at about three Pags • ahead he ffurther saith that the Partnership was broke- off on 
the 'renth of ffebry 1741/2 and that Catchella can neither read, write, or keep 
.~ccounts and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

SUBRAMONEY. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Exam". 

NE14LA MooTA of MadrasCowkeeper aged 28 years or thereabouts being pro
..auced as a Witness in this Cau.se on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows_ 

1ST• To the first lnterry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com
plainant and the Defendant Mary Milon 10· years and the Defi;. Charles Milon he 

· hath known 3 years or thereabouts . 
. 6th. To the Sixth Interrogatory this Deponent saitl.. rhat he knows a Quan

tiiy of straw was purchased in Partnership to the amount of 5 Pagodas That a part 
· thereof to the Value of a Pagoda and a half was applied to the use of the Oattle 
wherein the parties were Jointly Conc.erned and the remainder was soJd bv Oatchella 

-and more saith not to this or the las~ Interrogatory. . 

The mark of NELU MOOTA . 
. JOSEPH GITHIN Exam". 

INTERROGATQRIES to be administred to such Witnesses ... 

[FOUT pages of the original are missing here.] 

5th • To ALL THE WITNESSES Do you Know or can you say any thing more
:material for the Defendants Declare. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
~ttorney fOf' the Defendants. 
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BETWEEN l'eter Dencker Complainant. 
And Chas . and Mary Milon Defendants 

. DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner inr· 
this Court as follows. 

CATCHALLY of Madras Dealer in Cattle aged 32 years or thereabouts being pro- . 
duced \as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendants was on the 2d. day-' 
of March 1744/5 shewn at the Office -of Mr. Henry Deveil Attorney for the Com> 
plainant by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode of the
saidCatchally and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth" 
as follows. 

1 st. To the first Inter"i-y this Deponent saith that he. hath known the Com
plaint. 8 years 'l'he Defendant Charles Milon 6 years and the Defendant Mary 
Milon 20 years or thereabouts. 

2~. To the Second Inte;ry this Depont . ~aith that he knows the Cadjan now 
Shewn him at this his Examination marked thus W. D that it is AUeboys Receipt. 

ps. f •• 
to the Deft. Chas . Milon for the sum of 35 .. 27 paid him at the time he gave it by 
the said Defendant on Account of Eleven . Cows he had bought of Alleyboy and_: 
more Saith not to this or the last Interrogatory .. 

CATCHA. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Exam". 

SUBRAMONEY of Madras Conicoply aged 28 years or thereabts. being produced' 
as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendants and afterwards being' 
sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interry this Dept. saith That he hath known the Complaint", 
& Defts. 5 yrs. or thereabouts. 

3d . To the 3d . Inte~ry this Deponent saith that he wrote the Cadjans now 
produced and Shewn him at this his Examination marked from No. 1 to 9 by the. 
directions of the Defendant Mary Milon That they contain the Accounts of Cattle} 
bought and sold between the parties as also the Charges thereon he further saitlr' 
that b,e did read the Contents of the said Cadjans 'to Mr. Mendez in order to have, 
them put into English and more saith not to this or, the last Inte;ry. 

SUBRAMONEY. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Exam". 

MOODU of Madras Dubash to the Defendants aged 20 years or thereabts. being, 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendants and afterwards' 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st . To the first Inte~ry this Deponent saith that he hath Known the Complt~ 
& Defts. 4 years or thereabouts. 

4th. To the 4th. Interry this Dept. saith that he drew the"Writing on the· 
Cadjan marked I. G. now produced and shewn him by his Master the Defendant 
Oharles Milons Order that it contains a Receipt signed ,by one Vengonah for the Sum 
of 4 Pagodas, which his said Mar. paid him on Account of Straw he had Bought of' 
the saidVengonahand more saith not to ~his or ~he last Inter"i-y. 

MOODU. 

J'oSRPHGrrHIN Exam". 
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TUESDAY the 13th. day of August Anno Domini 
1745 Between Peter Dencker of Madras Mer
chant Complainant and Charles Milon and Mary' 
his Wife of the same place Publicans Defen
dants. 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to be heard and Debated before this Court 
in the presence of the parties and of the Attorneys on both sides On hearing. 
the Complts Bill with Copys of a Contract and of a General Release thereto 
the Complainant on the 1st. Novr • 1743. The Defts. Objections to the premen
annext l'he Defts. joint answer, three accounts of cattle in Copartnership with, 
parties and one with Dencker, Catchella and Tellesinga and an Account Cur
rent between the Complainant and Defts. delivered into Court under Oath by 
tioned Accounts an Accot. Currt. with the PIt. with 4 Accounts of Cattle in 
Partnership and the Defendts. Account Current with the Complainant deli
vered into Court by the Defendants the 29th. Novr • 1743 The Replycation with
a Contract under the hand of the Deft. Charles Milon thereto annext, The· 
;Rejoinder also the Proofs taken in this Cause read, And on Examination of the 
matters in this Cause what was alledged on either side and due Consideration 
had thereon; this Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth 
accordingly Order and Decree that the Defendants do pay unto the Complai
nant the full & Just sum of 329. 29. 71 Current of Madras, so much appearing: 
to be due to him from the Defts. for Ballance of Account togr with In.t. after 
the Rate of 8 W Cent IW Annum on the sum of Pags. 228. 29. 65 from the 22d. 
Apri! 1743 peing the Date o~ the dissolution of the Partnership Bet:ween th~ 
PartIes untIlI full Payment IS made, and also the Costs of thIS SUIt. 

30th .• July 1745. 

, . l'f· CUR 
NOAH CAS~MAJOR 

Regr. 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT AT' 
MAnRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Oror Atta
puttee Comrapah Chitty Merchant Inhabitant of Madras That Teagapa Mastre
Carpenter also residing in this place being in want of money made Applica. to. 
your Oror for the loan thereof on which your Orator did advance and lend to 
the said Teagapah the full and Just Sum of Pagodas 218 to SeCl;!re the Repay
ment thereof he the said Teagapa did sign and Give to your Oror one Cadjan 
Note or Writing bearing date in Madras the 21st. day of December which was
in the year of our Lord 1730 thereby obliging himself to repay the same when
ever demanded with Interest thereon at the rate of Eight IW Cent1!J Aimum. 
Translate of said Obligation is hereunto annexed for the Inspection of this 
Hon.ble Court, and your Orator pTays the same may be admitted as part of this 
,your Orators Bill of Complaint and your Orator shews that he has often in the
most ffriendly manner applied to the said Teagapah to discharge his said Obli
gation to your Order. But now so it is May it please this Honourable Court 
the said Teagapa cannot be brought to Comply with his said Engagement to' 
your Orator. To the End therefore that the said Teagapah may upon his Cor
poral oath True a.nd perfect answer make to all and every the matters afore
said as fully and truly to all Intents and purposes as if the same were here 
again repeated and Interrogated and be decreed to pay your Orator the full 
Principal and Interest due on the before recited Obligation And that your
orator may have such further and other relief in the premises as shall be agree.:. 
able to Equity and good Conscience. 

ROB'l'. SLOPER 
Attorney lor the Complainant . . : 
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21st. Decr. 1730. MADRASPATNAM:. 

I TEAGAPA MASTRE Son of Surravarumbatu Moocaushen do hereby acknowledge 
~o have borrowed and received of Attapntty Comrapah Chitty the sum of 218 Pagodas 
,Current of Madras which sum I promise to pay on demand with Interest at 8 i~ Cent 
!i Annum. 

WITNESS 

'N oormacoor Chitty. 
Tombo Mootu Nina Chitty. 

drawn by Ninopilla. 

TEAGAPA'S Mark. 

Translated from a Cadjan said to be, the Origl. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM:. 

JOSEPH GITHIN Examr . 

TUESDAY the 20th • day of Augt • Anno Dill 1745 
Between Attaputta Comrapah Chitty of Madras 
Merchant Complainant and Teagapa Master 
Carpenter ,of the same place Deft. 

ON HEARING the Complts Bill with Translate of a Cadjan Bond under the " 
Defendants hand dated the 21st. Decr. 1730 for Pagodas 218 thereto annext read 
rI'he Defendt . appearing in Court acknowledged the Execution of the said Bond and 
the Justness of the Complainants Demand. On due Consideration had this Court 
doth therefore think fit to order & Decree and Doth accordingly order & Decree 
that the Deft. do pay unto the Complainant the full & just sum of 218 Page. Currt . 
of Madras being the Principal money of the before mentd• Bond togr. with such 
Interest after the rate of 81~ Cent:~ Afin. as now is or shall hereafter become due 
thereon until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit &c. 

13th• Novr. 1744. 

;,~ CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr • 

To THE HONOURABLE TUE MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth to this Honourable Court Y0'\ll' Or~r Raga Chitty 
laggapah Merchant of Madras That one Baunacurrah N ellacundah Chitty and his 
son Pandarum Chitty both Merchants of Madras having at divers times had sundry 
dealings with your Oror, and always Jointly and Separately In so much that all 
Accounts with both or either were always Deemed one and the same Account, and 
settled as such and a Ballance then arising in your Orators favour, the ffather and 
Son did settle & adjust the same on or about the lOth. day of May 1737 on which 
certain day there did appear to be due to your Orator the full and just Sum of 
258. 15. 30 Current of Madras which" in Sterling Money of Great Britain allowing 
Bo p. S.d. . _. , 

g I' Pa. amounts to 103. 4. 0 or thereaoouts and your Oror shews ,such Ballance 
was admitted on all sides .. 
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AND tis admitted by your Orator that since the Adjustment of this Account the 
said ffather and Son hath Jointly and separately paid in part of the aforesaid Pags. 
258. 15. 30:-

On July 11th. 1737 
Do. 19 •• 
On Augt. 20th. 1737 
Do. Octr • 2 .• 
Do. Deer. 25 
Do. Octr. 5. 1738 
Do. April 6.1739 
Do. 8 .. 
Do. Augt. 2. 1744 

10 
24 
10 
15 
25 
10 
20 
19 

29 20 

10 18 
---- 144 11 2()' 

So that the Ballance due to your orator is 114 4 10 

AND your orator shews that frequent Applycations hath been made to botH 
the said !father and Son for payment of what remains due and Interest thereon, but. 
so it is the said ffather had absented himself from this place, now a few days, and 
your Orator can only have recourse to his son Pandarum Chitty now being and resid
ing in Madras of whom your Orator ha!h since demanded· the said Ballance but he-
refuses to Give your Orator any satisfac. in the preniisses. 

To the End therefore that the said Pandarum Chitty and Bannacurrah Nella
cunda Chitty, both or either of them to be found may upon their Corpl. Oaths true
and perfect "Answer make to all and every the matters aforesaid as fully Truly and. 
Effectually to all intents and purposses as if the same was here again repeated and 
Interrogated and be decreed to pay your Orator his Ballance due as aforesaid and 
that your Orator may ha.ve· such :!further and other Relief in the Premisses as may 
be Agreeable to Equity and,o-ood Conscience. 

4th. December 1744. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney jor the Complt. 

THE Separate Answer of P.andarum Chitty of 
Madras Merchant Defendant to the Bill of Com
plaint of Raga Chitty Teagapah of the same 
place Merchant Complainant. 

THE Said Defendants Saving and reserving to himself all Benefit of Excep. to
the Errors and Imperfections in the said Bill Contained for answer thereunto or 
unto so much thereof as he is advised materially concerneth this Defendant to make
answer unto He this Defendant answereth and saith. 

, THAT he possitively denies ever to have had any Dealings with the Complt. either 
Jointly with this Defts. ffather, or separately by himself as is most Notoriously set 
forth by the Complaint. in his Bill of Complaint, and that, that being in the year 
1737, at which time the Complainant pretends and sets forth in his Bill of Complaint. 
to have settled and adjusted accounts with this Deft. All which this Defendt . denies 
for that this Deft. saith that he was not in Madras at the time set forth by the Com
plainant in his Bill of Complaint having departed from hence in the year 1735 in order 
to go to Ceylon, which this Deft. did and from thence to sevI . other places and did 
not return back to Madras until the year 1741 as this Deft. can plainly make appear 
and bring sevI . WittB. to prove the same. Therefore this Defendant referrs this 
pretended Dispute and Trumpt up Affair to the Judgment of this Honourable Court. 

ALL which matters and things this Defendant is ready to averr maintain and 
prove the same as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays to be hence-

. Dismissed with his reasble Costs & Charges in this Behalf most wrongfully sustained. 

1745-18,A. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON' 
~tt7l. for the Complainant. 
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THE Replycation of -Raga Chitty Teagapah to 
the Answer of Pandarum Chitty. 

THE Said Replyant saving to himself all advantages of Exception to tl:,e Incer
-tainties Untruths and Insufficiencies of the Defendants answer for Replica. there
unto saith that all and singular the m;es a~d things in the said Bill contained are true 
.as is therein alledged and that the Answer of the said Deft. to the said Bill is very 
untru~, Imperfect and Insufficient to be replied unto For though as he says I:e may 
have been some time out of the place Yet we shall prove he shall always paId and 
.received money for and with his ffather and is a Genl . Partaker of what is paid to his 
£family. 

IN the [sic] 1734 the Deft. in Company with his ffather paid this Repliant in 
]>art of this ve!y Account 609 Pagodas and befor; he departed and since his Arrl. hath 
'paid and receIved Several Sums to and from .thIS ,Replyant and hath ~req~ently pro; 
. mised payment of the Ballance sued for even smce the Commenct . of thIS SUIt and tho 
Defendant may think that pleading Ignorance may be a Sanction yet this Replyant 
will make it plain that the now Defendant is answerable for the present demand as 
'he has always Enjoyed the Benefit of being Partaker and receiver of all such Sums 
.as have been paid his ffamily by this Replyant . 

. All which matters and things this Replyant is ready to averr maintain and prove 
.as this Honble Court shall direct and humbly prays as in and by his said .Bill is already 
;pray'd. 

-5th• March 1744. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

THE Rejoinder of Pandarum Chitty of Madras 
Defendant to the Replyca of Raga Chitty Teaga
pa of the same place Replyant. 

THE said Defendant now and at all times saving and reserving to himself all and 
.all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception saith that this Defendts• Answer 
is certain true and sufficient in the Law to be Replied unto and that the Replyci is 
untrue and Imperfect and this Defendant ffurther saith. 

As t~ that.part of the said Rep~yca. that says this Defe~d~t has paid money 
for an~ wlth this Defendants ffar . this Deft. says even admittmg this part of the 
Replyca true he humbly Conceives he might be Employed as a Messenger bv his 
Bather to carry money on his ffather's Account to any Person without becoming iiable 
(by doing his Duty) to pay his ffather's debts. 

. ALL wEich ma~ters ~nd things this Defendant ~oth A ven and is ready to main
iam and prove as this Honble Court shall please to dIrect and humbly prays as in and 
hy his Answer 'he has already prayed. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETOli 
Attorney for the Defendan., 

INTERROGATORIES to' be administred to such 
Witts. as shall be . produced Sworn and Exa
min.ed on the part and behalf of the Complainant 
in a certain Cause wherein one Baunacurra.h 
Nellagunda Chitty and Pandarum his son are 
De~endants and Raga Chitty Tagapah is Com
plamant . 

. IMPRIMIS d? you know the parties complainant and Defendants in this Cause 
-or eltner and which of them and how long have you known them or either and which 
~f them Declare. 
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2d. To NELLATOMBY CHITTY, NORRAINAPAH, AUCKA LABBEE, TANGEE CHITTY 
. .Item Do you know of any Accounts that have passed between the Plaintiff and 
Defendants if yea who Borrowed the money on which the present demand is ffounded, 

. who lent the said money was there ever any Ballance made Between the parties to 

.your knowledge and what was the amount of that Ballance and to whom was any 
B~llance due! who promised payment of this Bail how often and at what times and 
what Offers have been made to that Effect who made those Offers, and what Answers 
was made and by whom Declare. 

3d• To CHITTUMBALA CHITTY, RAGA CHITTY, VELLAPAl( CHITTY Item Do you 
know in what year the Defendant Pandarum returned from Sea, what discourse did 

. you hear to pass bet the Deft. Pandarum & the Complt. where is the Deft. Pandarum's 
ffather at this time, What was the reasons he absconded did you ever see any money 
paid or lent by the Complaint. to either or both of the Defendants if yea was they in 

·Company or Separate when such money was received, or when any money paid back 
Do you know or can you say any other matter or thing material for the Complainant 
in this Cause if yea set forth the same as you know have heard or do Believe with 
the reasons of such your Knowledge or Belief Declare. 

· MAYORS COURT AT 
· MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
A tty. for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN Raga Chitty Tagapah Complaint. and 
Baunacurrah Nellagunda Chitty & Pandarum 
Defts. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examr • in. 
· this Court as follows. 

NELLATOMBY CHITTY of Madras Servant to the Complainant Aged 45 years or 
thereabouts Being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant 
was on the 28th . day of March 1745 shewn at the Office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton Attor
ney for the Defendants by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name Title and place of 
abode of the said N ellatomby Chitty and afterwards on the same day being Sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

~ st. To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith that He hath known the Complt. 
· 32 years and the Defendants 20 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the 2d. Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he knows the Defendts. Borrow'd 
· the sum now sued for of the Complainant and that Accounts were Settled Between 
· the parties when a Ball. of 130 Pas. or thereabouts appeared in ffavour 01 the Com
plaint. which the Defendt . Nellagunda Chitty then promised paymt of as also that 

· both the Defendants afterwards promised paymt, thereof 3 sevI . times within the 
· space of 5 months. This Dept. knows not of any Particular Offers being made in 
regard to the sd. Ball. or can furr • say to this Interry. 

To the 3d , Inte;y this Dept. saith that the Defendant Pandarum returned from 
· Sea about 4 montus ago but never heard any discourse pass between him and the 
· Complainant That Pandarums ffather is in the Country the name of the place this 
Deponent is not acquainted with But saith he absconded on account of the present 

· demand, he furr. saith that he is seen the Complt. lend money to the Defendants 
· sevl . times & that they were always togr. when the money was lent but for the most 
part Separate when they made any payments and more saith not to this or the last 

· Interrogatory . 

. .J OSEPl( GITHIN 
Exam". 
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NORRAINAPAH of Madras the Complainants Peon aged 58 yrs. or thereaboutlJ. 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complt. and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. ' 

1st. To the first Inte;ry this Dept. saith that he hath known the Complt. 35· 
years & the Defendants 15 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Depont. saith, that he knows of accounts 
that have passed Between the parties and that the Defts. Borrowed the 
Sum on which the present demand is founded of the Complainant, he ffurr • 

saitl~ that Accounts were settled between the parties when there appeared a Ball of' 
124 Pags. and odd fanams due to the Complt. which both the Defts. at that time as 
also at sevl . other times promised paym.ent of. He likewise saith that he heard the· 
Defendants offered to Ray the Complainant the sum of 40 or 50 Pagodas in part of the 
above Ballance and to give him a Bond for the remr. and that the Complaint. refuseli 
to take any part thereof but Insisted on the whole. 

To the third Inte~ry this Deponent saith that he knows not in what year the 
Defendant Pandarum returned from Sea, nor did he ever hear any discourse pass 
Between him and the Complainant, That Pandarum's ffar . is in the Country, the 
Name of the place he cannot recollect but saith he Absconded on Account of the 
present Demand he furr. saith That he has seen the Complt. lend money to the Defts. 
and that they were always in Compo togr.when they reced any money but were for 
the most part separate when they made any returns and more saith not to this or the, 
last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr. 

The mark of NORRAINAPAH. 

. AUCKEE LABBEE of Nagapatam Merchant aged 50 years or thereabouts being' 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards, 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com
plaint. 10 years and the Defts. 10 months or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte~y this Deponent saith that he is acquainted with ac
counts which have passed Between the parties and that both the Defendants Borrow
ed the sum on which the present Demand is founded of the Complainant he further' 
saith that accounts were settled between the parties and there appeared a Ballance 
of upwds. of an 120 Pagodas in favour of the Complainant which the Defendants. 
then promised payment of and after that the [sic] offered to pay the Co~plt half the 
above Ball and to give him a Bond for the Remainder which the Complainant refused' 
saying he Insi.sted on the whole debt together and more saith not to this, the third,. 
or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr . 

AUCKEE LABBEE. 

TAUNGEE CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged, 38 years or there;;tbouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant /lnd afterwds. being' 

,Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. . ' 
1st. To the first Inte~y this Deponent saith that he hath known the Complain

ant and Defendant 30 years or thereabouts. 
2d. To the second Inte~y this Deponent saith that he is acquainted with· 

accounts that have passed Between the parties and that he heard before the Defend
ants Borrowed the Sum on which the present demand is founded of the Complaint. 
as also that a Ballance of 124 Pagodas odd ffanams when accounts were settled ap
peared due to the Complainant which both the Defendants then promised paymt. of' 
as also 20 or 30 times afterwards within the space of twelve Months. He further 
saith that a time when lie this Deponent, _4.ucker Labbee and Chittumbala Chitty 
were in Complainant the Defts. came and offered to pledge a quantity of Toys for 60 J 



• 
Pleadin9.s in the Mayor's Court, 1745 143 

Pagodas which Sum. they desired the Complainant would receive in part of the above 
.Ballance and they would give him a Bond for the Remainder that the Complainant 
refused to take any part but Insisted on payment of the whole Ballance. 'fhe De
fendants then desired this Deponent and the rest as above to entr,eat the Complainant 
..on their Behalf who advised them to raise what money they could and promised their 
Endeavours to perswade the Complt. to take it, which the Defendants promised but 
neglected. 

To the 3d. Inte~ry this Deponent saith that he knows not in what year the Deft. 
Pandarum returned from Sea or of any discourse that may have passed between the 
-Complainant That Pandarums father is in Munnapaucuru where he absconded on Ac
count of the present demand he further saith that he never was present when the 

Defendants borrowed any money of the Coi'nplt or when they made any returns 
·thereof neither can he say whether or no the Defendants were in Company or Sepa
rate when any money was so lent or repaid or further to these or the last Interro
,~atory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
TAUNJEE. 

CHITTAMBALA CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 44 years or thereabouts being 
.produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1 st. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Complt. 
25 years and the Defendants 15 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte~y this Dept. saith that he heard the Defendants Bor
rowed the Sum on which the present demand is founded of the Complainant as also 
that accounts were settled between· the parties and that a Ballance of .124 pa. or 
thereabouts appeared due to the Complainant which the Defendants then Promised 
payment of. He further saith at a time when this Deponent Auckee Labbee and 

· Taunjee Chitty were in Company with the Complainant The Defts. came and offered 
to pledge a quantity of Toys for 60 Pagodas which they desired the Complainant 
would receive in part of the above Ballance and take a Bond for the remainder That 
the Complainant refused to take part thereof but Insisted on payment of the whole. 
Ballance, The Defendants then desired this Deponent and the rest as above to En
treat the Complainant for them who advised them to get what money they could and 
,promised their Endeavours to perswade the Complaint. to take it which the Defend
.ants promised but neglected. 

To the 3d, Intex'i-y this Dept. saith that he believes it is about three or four vears 
· since the Defendant Pandarum returned from Sea but never heard of any discourse 
he ever had with the Complt. That he heard the Deft. Pandarums ffather is in Munna
paucum and that he absconded on Account of the present demand he further saith 

-that he never was present when the Complainant lent any money to the Defendants 
· or when any Payments thereof were made neither can he say whether or no the De
fendants were in Company when any money was so lent or repaid or further to this. 

-or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
CHITTUMBALUM, 

R~GA C~ITT~ of Madras Merchant aged 31 years or thereabouts being produced 
· as a WItness m thIS Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards Being Sworn 
· and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

• 1st, To tne first Interry this Deponent saith That he knows the parties Com
· plamant and Defendants and hath so . known them 20 years or thereabouts. 

2d.To the second Intei-ry this Deponent saith that he is not acquainted with 
.. an y Accounts that may have passed Between the parties neither does he of himself 
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know who Borrowed or Lent the money on which the present Demand is founded or
of any Ballance being made Between the parties but 'saith that the Defendants sent . 
. for him this Deponent and desired him to go to the Complainant and tell him they 
wanted to settle the affair Between them and Begg'd this Deponent to use his Endea
vours on their Behalf That this Deponent waited on the Complainant and delivered 
him the D€fendants Message who replied it was Better to make it up and at this. 
Deponts. request went with him to the Defts. who immediately brought a Bandage 
Beetle Nutt and 20 Pagodas thereon which they offered to the Complainant who re
fused the offer and said they treated him as a Begger and was surprized they could 
imag'tne he would take 20 Pagodas and a Little Beetle in Consideration of a debt of' 
an 124 Pagoqas and departed full of Resentment. This Deponent further saith that 
the Complainant afterwards shewed him the Defts. Account and desired this Depo
nent and one Taunjee Chitty to carry it to the Defts. who when they had perused the 
same acknowledged it to be just whereon this Deponent asked them how they could 
offer 20 Pagodas in discharge of a debt of an 124 Pagodas the Defendants's replyed 
they were very poor and were not able to discharge the whole debt and desired this 
Deponent and Taunjee Chitty to use their Endeavours to make it up for 50 or 60 
~agodas and more saith not to this or the last. 

To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he knows not in what year 
the Defendant returned from Sea or of any discourse he ever had with the Complain
ant That his ffather is at Munnapaucum where he absconds on account of the present. 
Demand and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr . 

RAGEE CHITTY. 

VELLAPAH CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being pro-· 
duced as a WiheBs in this Cause on the part of the Complaint. and afterwards being
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Inte'i-ry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com-, 
plainant 25 years and the Defendants 20 vears or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith That he is Acquainted with 
Accounts that have passed Between the parties and that the Defendants Borrowed 
the Sum on which the present Demand is founded of the Complainant he further 
Saith that Accounts were settled between the Parties and that a Ballance of an 124 
Pagodas and odd ffanams appeared in ffavour of the Complainant which the Defts .. 
then promised Payment off and afterwards offered to pay 50 Pagodas in part thereof 
and give a Bond for the Remainder which Plaintiff Consented to, Too the third In-. 
terry this D~ponent saith that it is about ffour or ffive years since the Defendant 
Pandarum returned from sea But knows not of any discourse that may have passed· 
Between him and the Complainant That his ffather is at Munnacaupum [sic] where .. 
ne ahsconds on Account of the present demand he further saith That he never see any 
money Lent by the Complainant to the Defendants neither does he know whether the 
Defendants were in Company together when they Borrowed or repaid any money to . 
the Complainant and more saith not to these or the Last Interrogatory. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

VELLAPAH CHITTY. 

ADDITIONAL Interrogatories to be Administred· 
to such Witnesses as shall be prodl,lced Sworn 
and Examined on Behalf of the' Complainant· 
in a certain Cause wherein one Raga Chitty' 
Taggapah is Complainant and one Baunagurra . 
N~na~!Unda Chitty and PjJ?darum his Son is: 
[ate] Defendant.s. 
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IMPRIMIS Do you know the parties Complainant and ,Defendant ;in this ·Causeor 
either and which of them Declare. 

2d. To VEERAPARMALL CHrrTY and WELLA CHITTY Item Do 'You know ought, 
of the Accounts and Transactions now in Contract 'Between 'th~ 'Complaint. and De~ 
fendant if yea set forth all you know all you have heard and all you do .Believe with
the reasons of such your Knowledge or Belief Declare. 

. MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant . 

BETWEEN Raga Chitty Teagapah ... ... I Complainant. 
and 

Baunacurra NellaguntaChitty and Pandarum his Son are 
Defendants· 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses·in this Cause taken by and before the Examr • in this 
,Court as follows. 

VEERAPERMAUL of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts !beinJpro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on the 29 . day 
of April 17 ~5 Shewn at the Office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton Atty. for the Defendant by 
Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode of the said Veera
permaul and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth, as· 
follows. 

ffirst. To the first Inte;'y this Deponent saith, That he knows the Complain
ant and Defendant and hath so known them 25 years or thereabouts. 

Second. To the second Interry this DElPonent saith that he is acquainted with. 
the Accots . Between the parties'that he 'knows the Defendants Borrowed several 
Sums of money of the Complainant in all to the Amount of :flour hundred and odd 
Pagodas several payments thereof being made their appeared when Accounts were 
·ballanced the sum of 124Pagodas;andodd :flanams remaining due to·the'Complain
ant which sum he demanded of the Defendant Pandarum several'times who as 'often 
,promised, payment but ffailed he'ffurther saith after the 'Complainartt commenced his 
Suit in the Honourable the'Mayors Court the Defendant 'Pandarum came and offeretl 
to pay him 50 Pagodas in part of, the Ballance and to give him a Bond for the Re-

,mainder which the Complainant'refused, Pandarum then desired this'Deponentto-
use his Endeavours to make the nITe up Between them and that he .would pay the 

,Court Charges which the Complt. approved off But Pandarum ffaultered in his Agree
ment and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

NEERAPERMAUL. 

VELLA CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 27 years or thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards be
ing Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith That. he hath known the Com
plainant and Defendants. twelve years or thereabouts. 

2d. To' the, second· Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he is Acquainted 
with the present Dispute Between the Complainant and'Defendants,-That the'Defend
ants randarum came to this Deponent and sayd the Complainant had put him in 
Court for an 124 ~fagodas and odd ffanams 'Which' he 'owed 'him and'Desired thi& 

1745~I9 
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Deponent to Entreat the Complainant to withdraw his Bill and he would pay the 
Oourt Charges That the Complainant withdrew his Bill at this Depts. request but Pan
darum neglecting to pay the Court Charges according to his promise the Complainant 
ffyled a ffresh Bill and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory . 

.JOSEPH GITHIN ExamT • 

V ELLAH OHITTY. 

INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such 
~ Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and Exa

mined on the part and Behalf of the Defendant 
in a certain Cause wherein one Pandarum Chitty 
is Defendant and one Raga Chitty Teagapah is 
Complainant. 

To ALL WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the partys Complainant and Defend
-.nt in this Cause or either of them if yea how Long have you so known them or 
~ither of them and which of them Declare. 

To Aundapa Chitty and Maury Chitty Item Do you know that the Defendant 
made a Voyage to Ceylon if yea what time did he set out on that voyage and when 
did he return from it Declare. 

To all the Witnesses Item Do you' know or can you say anything Material 
for the Defendant if yea set forth the same as you know have heard or do Believe 
with the reasons of such your knowledge or Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
.MADRASPATNAM:. 

WH. DUMB LET ON 
Attorney for the Deft. 

BETWEEN Raga Chitty Teagapah Complainant 
and 

Pandarum Chitty Defendant 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 

this Court as follows. 
AUNDAPA CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 49 years or thereabouts being 

produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant was on the 17th• 
day of April 1745 Shewn at the Office of Mr. Henry Deveil Attorney for the Com
plainant by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name Title and place of abode of the 
said Aundapa Chitty and afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

ffirst. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath Known the 
Complainant thirty years and the Defendant sixteen years or thereabouts. 

Second. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the 
Deft. made a Voyage to Ceylon and that he set out on the 20th• or 25th . of September 
in the year 1735 that he Arrived at Nagoore in his Return from the said Voyage on 
the 10th• of August 1740 and came to this place 10 months after and more saith not 
to this or the last Interry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN Examf'. 

AUNDAPA CHITTY: 

MAURI CHITTY of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being produc
ed as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards being 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory tIris Deponent s~itli That he hath known the 
.complainant 25 years and the Defendant 22 years or tnereabouts. 
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• 2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he knows the Defendant 
made a Voyage to Ceylon That he set out on the 25th , of Sepr. 1735 and returned to 
this place on the 23d• of April 1741 but arrived at Nagoore ten months Before, an~ 
more saith not to this or the last Interry. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr • 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

MAURI CHITTY. 

TuESDAY the 20th. day of August Anno Domini 1745. 
Between Raga Chitty Taggapah of Madras MeNhant Com
pIt. 

and 
Bannacurra Nellacunda Chitty and Pandarum Chitty of the. 
same place also Merchants Defendants. 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to be heard and Debated before this Court in 
the presence of the Complt and the Defendant Pandarum Chitty also the Attorneys 
on both sides, On hearing the Complts Bill the answer of Pandarum Chitty, the 
Replycation, the Rejoinder also the proofs taken in this Cause Read And on Exami-· 
nation of the matters in this Cause what was aIledged on either side and due Con
sideration had thereon, This Court doth therefore think :fit to order and Decree andJ 
doth accordingly Order and Decree That the Defendant Pandarum Chitty do pay 
unto the Complt. the full and just Sum of P. 114. 4. 10 Current of Madras being 
the B.allance appearing to be due from the Defendants to the Complainant togetheJ:' 
with such Interest after the rate of 8' Cent', Annum as now is or shall hereafter
become due thereon until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit. 

" CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr , 

To ,THE HONOURABLE MAYORS COURT 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Ora.tor Thombo. 
Nina Chitty Merchant of Madras having had Sundry dealings with one Pomjee Corah 
Moota Nina Chitty also Merchant of the place aforesaid, he the said Pomjee Corali 
Moota Nina Chitty havg • occasion for a Sum of money did apply himself to your 
Orator for the Loan thereof, whereupon your Orator did advance and Lend him the 
said Pomjee Corah Moota Nina Chitty the full and just Sum of 40 Pags, Current of 

I> 

Madras which in Sterling money of. Grea~ Britain accounting 8. to each Pagoda. 
amounts to £.16 or thereabouts for securmg the Repayment of which Sum with In
terest accruing thereon after the rate of Eight " Cent " Annum at or before the 
Expiration of one year from the date of the herein after mentioned Mortgage Bond 
he tlie' said Pomjee Corah Moota Nina C~itty did .sign and ~ve unto. your Oror one: 
Mortgage Bond of a'House and Ground SItuate Lymg and bemg Between the Houses 
of N~na Aundee and Chip.t?mby in Nina ~tty's. ~treet. in the Peddanaigues Petty 
therem and thereby speCIfymg that he had m conSIderatIOn of the above mentioned 
sum of fforty Pagodas assigned and set over unto your Orator and his Heirs for Ever 
The above mentioned House and Ground subject Nevertheless to the usual Proviso 
in such Cases, that is to say If He the' said Ppmjee Moota Nina Chitty should well and' 
truly payor cause to be paid to your Orator or his Heirs the before mentioned Sum 
with Interest before the Expiration of the Prementioned Term then in such case the-

1745-19A 
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.said Mortgage Bond to become Void and of none Effect otherwise to remain in full 
«orce & Virtue which said Mortgage Bond bearing date in Fort St, George October 
the 15th . 1742 with the Title Deeds of the Mortgaged premisses is now in your Orators 
'Custody and ready to be produced as this Honourable Court shall' please to direct 
and your orator shews your Orator hath often and that in the most Amicable manner 
demanded payment of the before recited sum with Interest from him the said Pomjee 
Corah Moota Nina Chitty. 

BUT now so it is may it please this Honourable Court the said Pomjee Moota 
Nin~\Chitty wilfully and obstinately refuses to giv,e your O,ror any man~er of Satis
factum your orator therefore prays a General Relief touching the prermsses such as 
to this Honourable Court shall appear agreeable to Equity and good Conscience Is 
the End of the Bill. 

.:MAYORS COURT AT 

.MADRASP ATNAK. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Att1l, for the Complainant, 

TuESDAY the 27th , day of August Anno Dmi 1745 Between 
Thombo Nina. Chitty of Madras Merchant Complaint, ana. 
Pomjee Moota Nina Chitty of the same place also Mercht . 
Defendt. 

ON READING the Complainants Bill the Defendant being in Court acknowledg'd 
the Execution of the Mortgage Bond on which the Plaintiff sues and the Justness of 
his Demand and on due Consideration had this Court doth therefore think fitt to 
Order and Decree and doth accordingly Order and Decree that the Defendant do pay 
unto the Complainant the full and just Sum of 40 Pagodas Current of Madras Being 
the Principal money of the before said Bond together with such Interest after the 
Rate of 8:W CentW Annum as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until 
full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit and in Default of Payment at 
or before 21 days from the date hereof that the Mortgaged and Sequestred premisses 
now remaining unsold be sold and the money arising from such sale paid unto the 
Complaint, in and towards the discharge of his said debt and Costs, 

li' CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr • 

To THE. HONOURABLE MAYORS COURT 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

BUY8LY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orators Mooda 
Moodalare and Dashapan Merchants of Madras having Sundry dealings with one 
-Caudapaucum Woodundeapan of the ,place aforesaid also Merch~nt the sai~ Cauda
paucum Woodundeapan havg • OccaSIOn for a Sum of' money dId apply himself to 
vour Orators requesting the Loan thereof whereupon your Orator did advance and 
iend the said Caudapaucum W oodundeapan the full and just Sum of One hundred 

8 

accompting each,Pagoda 8 amounts to £,60 or thereabouts for Securing the Re
paymen.t of which sum with Interest accruing thereon the said Caudapaucum Wo<r 
dundeapen did in and by one Mortgage Bond ,Assign and Set'over unto your Orators 
one Rouse situate in Ball Gruah's Street. between the 'Houses, of Irishapah and 
Chintadree To have and to hold the said house unto your Orators and their Heirs 
for ever Subject nevertlieless to the usual PfI)viso in such Cases which said Mortgage 
and 50 Pagod~s Current money of Madras-which in S~erling m?ney of GREAT BRITAIN 
Bond; which bears date May the ffifth 1744 togr • WIth the' Title Deeds of the fore
mentel • Premises are now in your Orators Custody and ready to be produced when this 
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Honourable Court shall please to direct and your Orators shew they have often and 
that in the most amicable manner demanded payment of the forementioned sum with 
Interest from the said Caudapaucum W oodundeapen. But now so it is may it please 
this Honble Court your Orators have hitherto been able to maintain no manner of 
Satisfaction your Orators therefore pray such General relief touching the Premisses 
.as to this Honourable Court shall appear agreeable to Equity and good Conscience 
Is the End of the Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
At.torney jc.r the Complainant. 

INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such 
Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and Exa", 
mined on the part and Behalf of the Complain
ant in a certain Cause wherein one Moodu and 
one Dashapan are Complainants and one Cauda
paucum W oodundeapan is Defendant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the parties Complas and Defend
~nt or either of them if yea how Long have you known them or either of them and 
which of them Declare. 

2d. To TONNAPAH and VEERAGUAH Item Do you know the Bond now shewn you 
if yea who wrote the same, who signed the same, was there to your Knowledge any 
.sum or Sums of money paid on account of this Bond if yea, how much was paid, who 
paid it, who was it paid to Declare. 

3d • To ALL THE WITNESSES Item Do you know any other matter or thing 
material for the Complainant in this Cause If yea set forth the same as you know 
have heard or do Believe with the reasons for' such your knowledge or Relief Declare. 

.MAYORS COURT AT 
JtIADRASPATNAM. 

WJII, DUMBLETON 
Attorney jor the Complainfl, 

BETWEEN Moodu and. Dashapan Co~plts. 
and 

Caudapaucum Woodundeepen Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses.in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 

this Court· as follows~ . 
TONNAPAH of Saint Thoma Merchant aged 52 years or thereabta. being prociiuced 

· as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainants was on. the 20 aay of 
March 1744/5 Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. . 

1st. To the first Inte~y saith that he hath known the Complainant Moodu 
10 years and Dashapan 15 years and the Defendant he hath known 30 years. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent further saith that he knows 
the Bond now shewn him at this his' Examination marked N.C. Regr . that it was and 
signed by the Defendant and that the sum of One Hundred and ffifty Pagodas was 
paid on Account of the same by the Complainant Moodu to the Defendant and more 

· saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 
TONNAPAH. 

· JOSEPH GITHIN Exam". 

VEERAGUA of Madras Coniooply to Mr. Lematue aged 37 years or thereabouts 
. being produced as a Witness in this raus~ on the part of the Complt. and afterwards 
. being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as fonows. 

1st. To the first Inter'i-y this Deponent saith that he hath known the C(II1).
,plainants and Defendant 5 years or thereabouts. 
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2d. To the Second Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he knows the Bond now' 
produced and shewn him m~rked N.C. Regr • and that it ~as wrote ~nd signed by 
the Defendant he further salth that the Sum' of 150 Pagodas was paId on account. 
of the said Bond by the Complainant Moodu to the Defendant, and more saith not. 
to this Interrogatory. 

To the last Inte~ry this Deponent saith that he was present when the Complainant 
Dashapan gave the above Sum to Moodu as also when Moodu paid it to the Defend
ant and that he then asked if the Defendant had Given a Bond the Defendant 
replit\d he had Given it two or three days before that the Complainant Moodu ack
nowledged they had received it and more saith not. 

VEERAGUA. 
JOSEPH GITHIN ExamT • 

INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such. 
Witnesses as shall he produced Sworn and Exa
mined on the part and Behalf of Ann Walton 
relating to a pretended Mortgage Asserted by 
Dashapan and Moodu Moodelare on a House 
sold by Warrant Execution sued out of the 
Honourable the Mayors Court by the said Ann' 
Walton against the Effects of Woodundee. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the Contending partys in this 
dispute or either and which of them and how long haye you known them or either
and which of them Declare. 

2d. To SUBRAMONY, ERSAPAH, VIZEAPAH, IRsRAPAH, TREVENGALUM VENCATA: 
KISTNA Are you any ways acquainted with the matter now depending Between the
contending parties, Or do you know jf either of the parties Concerned herein did 
at any time quit this place, if yea, who were they, where did they go, and on what 
Account, as likewise what became of their Effects, Is there any affinity Between 
either of them who to your knowledge were Deemed the persons Serving and belong
ing to them as particular and fully as your Memory will permit you Trulv set forth 
whatever has past relating to the present dispute. • 

To VENCATA KISTNA was there at any time ought delivered vou bv either of 
the parties concerned in this affair, If yea, who was it delivered" the same, what 
was it, where and at what time was you to deliver it and to whom with the particular 
Instructions you received concerning it Declare. 

To TREVENGALUM was you ever Employed in Carrying Letters or Messages at 
any time to or from either of the contending parties, if yea, who were they that so 
employed you, where did you go to and aU' that you know passed on the Occasion. 
as particular as your Memory will permit you Declare .. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Do you know .anyother matter or thing that can be of 
.3ervice to the said Ann Walton relating to the present dispute if yea set forth the
same to the best of your knowledge and Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

, ROBERT S,LOPE"B. 
'Attorney for the Original Complainant. 

Ann Walton in her own, Right 
, against 

Dasheapah and. Moodu Pretenders to a Mort
gage on Woodundees House. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses taken on the part of Ann Walton by and before the-
E,raminer in this Court as follows. , • 

SUBRAMONEY of Madras Conicoply to Mr. Lewis Medeira acred 45 years or' 
tnereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the parte of Ann WaltoIl? 
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was on the 26th . day of April 1745 shewn at the Office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton 
Attorney for Dasheapa and Moodu by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name 
Title and place of abode of the said Subramonev and afterwards on the same 
day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To tht first Inte;ry this Deponent Saith that he hath known Ann Walton 
20 years or Tnereabouts and Dasheapah and Moodu from their Infancy and W ood
undee 30 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he is acquainted 
with the matter now depending Between the Contending parties and that he knows 
Woodundee left this place and went to Saint Thoma on Mrs. Waltons prosecuting a. 
"Suit against him in the Honourable the Mayors Court for money lent him on Bond 
,That Dasheapah took what Effects was left who is Nephew to Woodundee and always 
.acted under him as a Servant. This Deponent further saith That meeting with 
Moodu some time past this Deponent asked him how he and Dasheapah could pretend 
to have a Mortgage on W oodundees house knowing that neither of them ever had 
any money Moodn acknowledged his Incapacity But saith he saw Dasheapah pay 
the money down to W oodundee and more saith not to this or the last Inte;ry. 

SUBRAMONEY. 
-JOSEPH GITHIN Examr . 

ERSAPAH Inhabitant of Madras Aged 40 years or thereabouts Being Prdliced 
-as a Witness in this Cause on the part and Behalf of Ann Walton and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath no kno';L of the 
Ann Walton or Moodu That he hath known Dasheapah 3 years and W oodundee 8 
years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte'i-ry this Deponent saith not to any Particular Questions 
therein enquired off. To the last Interrogatory this Deponent saith that Woodundees 
Wife and Children some time past brought ffour or ffive Elephants Teeth and left 
them at this Deponents house. The next day Dasheapah and Woodundee's Wife 
-came and took them away and more saith not. 

ERSAPEN 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr. 

VIZEAPAH of Madras Dubash aged 32 years or thereabouts Being produced as. 
a Witness on the part of Ann Walton and afterwards being Sworn and Examined 
Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Inte'i-ry this Deponent Saith that he hath known Ann Walton 
12 years but hath no knowledge of Moodu That He knows Dasheapah and Wood
:undee and hath so known them 6 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows W ood
-undee did Quit this place and go to St. Thoma on Mrs. Waltons suing out of the 
Honourable the Mayors Oourt a Warrant of Execution against his House and Effects 
which were sold by virtue of the said Warrant. He further saith that Dasbeapah 
is W oodundees N erhew and acted under him as a Servant and more saith not to this· 
·or the last Interrogatory. 

VIZEAPAH. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr • 

IRSAPAH of Madras Conicoply aged 45 years or thereabouts being produced as 
'a Witness on the part of Ann Walton and afterwards being Sworn and Examined 
Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the ffirst Interrogatory this Deponentsaith that he hath known Ann 
Walton and Woodundee 20 years or thereabouts and Dasheapah and Moodu from
-.their Infancy. 
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2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows Wood
undee did quit this place and go to St. Thoma on Mrs. Waltons suing out of the 
Honourable the Mayors Court a Warrant of Execution against his House and Effects 
which were sold by Virtue of the said Warrant. He further saith that Dasheapah 
is Woodundees Nephew and acted under him as a Servant and more saith not to· 
this or the last Interrogatory. 

IRSAPAH. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr • 

1REVENGALUM of Madras Conicoply aged 44 years or thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness on the part of Ann Walton and afterwards Being Sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st, To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he has no certain knowledge 
of Ann Walton that he hath known Dasheapa and Moodu 6 years and W oodundee 
15 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith the he knows Woodundee 
quitted this place and went to St. Thoma on account of his Debt to Mrs. Walton but 
cannot say what Became of his Effects That Dasheapah is Woodundees Nephew and 
acted under liim as a Servant. To the ffourth Interrogatory this Deponent Saith 
That Dasheapah Employed him to carry a. Letter to Woodundee at St. Thoma and 
ordered him to tell W oodundee his House was to be sold the next day and to send 
Ten Pagodas for Expences That Woodundee declared he had no money which this 
Deponent repeated to Daccapah who went .himself that Night to W oodundee and 
brought the money with him 15 days after Daccapah sent this Deponent with another 
Letter to Woodundee for 13 Pagodas which Woodundee sent by this Deponent and 
more saith not to these or the last Intecry. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• TREVENGALUM. 

VENCATA KISTNAH of Madras a Servant in the Mint aged 35 years or thereabouts
being produced as a Witness on the part of Ann Walton and afterwards Being 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he hath no knowledge of' 
Ann Walton or Moodu that he knows Daccapa and W oodundee and hath so known 
them 8 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith That Woodundee quitted this, 
place and went to Saint Thoma on Account of some aifferencewithhis'Brothers and 
more saith not to any particular questions Inquired off in this Inteiry. 

To the third Interrogatory this Deponent saith That W oodundee at the time· 
of his leaving this place gave him a little Escrutore and ordered him to deliver it to· 
Chidde Saib at his House at Nine aClock at night and afterwards acquaint W ood-
undee thereof and more saith not to this or the last Inte;ry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

The Mark of VENCATA KISTNAH. 

TUESDAY the 3d , day of September Anno Domini 1745· 
BETWEEN Moodu Moodelare and Dashapan of Madras Mer
chants Complainants and Caudapaucum Woodundee of the 
same place Merchants Defendants ,and Ann Walton of Madras 
Widow Complainant and Woodundee and Armagum of the· 
place aforesaid Defendants, 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to be heard and Debated before this Court in 
tne presence of the Attorneys on both sides on hearing the Bill of Moodu Moodelare ' 
and Dashapan a Decree of this Court bearing date the 25 Sepr. 1744 Between Ann. 
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Walton and W oodundee and Armaguln, Two minutes of tbis Co.urt .in the before' 
mentioned Causes bearing date the 20th • day of Novr • 1744 an order of tbis Court 
bearing date the 27th. day of Novr. 1744 made in the afsd. Causes, also the l'roob 
taken on the part of Moodu Moodelare and Dashapan and Ann Walton read and on 
Examin~. of the matters in tbis Cause what was alledged on either side and due Con~ 
sidt"l'ation had thereon Tbis Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth 
accordingly Order and Decree That the money returned into tbis Court by ,the Sherritf" 
thereof on the 20th . Novr . 1744 being 227. -. 72 ffar the Net Produce of the
House and Effects of the Deft. Woodundee at the suit of the aforesaid Ann Walton. 
and ordered to remain in the Cash of this Court until the Deciding of this Cause be 
paid unto the said Ann Walton in and towards the discharge of her debt and Costs 
and that the Bill of Moodu Moodelare and Dashapan do stand dismissed out of this. 
Court with Costs. 

1.' CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOB 

Regr• 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT' 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING .sheweth unto this HOOble Court your .Orm. Atteepetty 
Comrapah Merchant of Madras That Permaul Moodelare and Ram Chendrue Mer~ 
chants of this place being in want ·of money made Applycation to your Or"Or for -the
Loan thereof and at whose requegt your Order [sic] did advance and Lend to them 
the said Permaul Moodelare and RamChendru the full and Just sum of Pags.228 at 
th~ .Receipt ·of wbich they the said Permaul Moodelare and Ram Chendru did sign 
and Give to your Orm- one Mortgage13ond under their Hands as Security for the
repayment of the said Pagodas 228 with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1, Oent 
i1fJ Ann. and did also therewith deliver and make over the Bills of Sale of ·Three 
Houses, Two situate in the Peddanaigues Petty the other in the Black 'Town The
particulars of wbich will more fully appear by the said Mortgage Bond ,dated in :fIort 
st. George the 19th . day offfebruary 1734/5 and now in the possession of yOUl' 
Orator ready to be produced as this Honourable Court shall please to direct. and your 
Orator shews that he has received Novr . 16th . 1741 of the Houble Company as.Com
pensation for one of the said Houses pulled down Pags. 58. - 32.-0. so that there
remains due on the principal :Ps. 169.- 4.- 0 which Togr. with the Interest that 
Became due thereon your orator has often in the most ffrie.ndly mann.er requested 
of the said Permaul and Ram Chendru to pay. But now so it is May it please this
Honourable Court your orator can obtain no manner of satisfaction in the premisses. 
To the End therefore that the said Permaul and Ram Chendru may upon their Cor
poral Oaths True and perfect Answer make to all and singular the Matters and tbings. 
aforesaid as fully and truly to all Intents and purposses as if the same were here 
again repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to make full payment of Principal 
and Interest that remS

• due on their said Obligation should the Securitv already de
posited prove Insufficient and that your orator may have such further and other-
Relief in the proines as shall be agreeable to Equity and Good Conscience. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

J745-20 

ROBt:: SLOPER. 
~ttorney for the Complainant. 

TuESpAY the loth. day of September Anno· 
DOIIDni 1745 Between Attaputta Comrapa of 
Madras Merchant Complainant and Permaul 
Moodelare and Ram Chendruof the same place
also Merchants Defendants. 
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ON HEARING the Complainants Bill read, The Defendants appeared by their 
Attorney in Court and acknowledged the Execution of the Mortgage Bond on which 
the Plaintiff sues and the Justness of his demand on due Consideration had This 
-Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly Order and 
Decree That the Defts. do pay unto the Complainant the full and just Sum of 

·Pe• Fe. 

169. 4. 0 being the Residue of the principal money of the before mentioned Bond to
.gE'ther with such Interest after the Rate of 8 : W Cent W Annum as now is or shall 
hereafter become due on the said Bond untii full payment is made and also the Costs 
of this Suit and in default of payment at or before 21 days from the date hereof that 
the Mortgaged premisses. be sold and the money arising from such Sale paid unto 
the Complt. in and towards the discharg~ of his said debt and Costs. 

.20TlI. AUGT. 1745. 

~iIl CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reg" • 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator 
Comache Moota Chitty of Madras Merchant That your Orator having had Sundry 
dealings with one Vancapuram Vancata Chitty also Merchant of this place on Ballance 
of Account Between your Orafur . and the said Vancaparam Vancata Chitty there 
appears due to your Orator from the said· Vancaparum Vancatum Chitty the full and 
just sum of 112. 8. 20 the particulars whereof will more fully appear by Account Cur
rent hereunto annext for the Inspection of this Honble Court and which your Orator 
prays may be admitted as part of this your Orators Bill of Complaint and your 
Orator shews he has often in the most ffriendly manner applied to the said Comachee 
Moota Chitty to pay the before mentioned Sum being the Ballance due from the said 
Vancaparum Vancatum Chitty to your Orator But now so it is May it please this 
Honourable Court your Orator is unable to procure any manner of Satisfaction in 
the premisses. To the End therefore that the said Vancaparum Vancata Chitty may 
upon his Corporal Oath true and perfect Answer make to all and singular the matters 
.and things aforesaid as fully truely and to all Intents and purposses as if the same were 
here again repeated and Interrog~ted and be Decreed to pay your Orator the sum -of 
Page. 112. 8. 20. together WIth such Interest as may appear due on the same 
from the date of said Account Current and that your Orator may have such further 
and other relief in the premisses as shall be agreeable to Equity and Good Consci
ence. 

ROBERT SLOPER 
:t.tftorney fOT the Complainant.: 
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MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

Rec€)rds of Fort St. George 
(. 

TUESDAY the lOth. day of September Anno D~i 1745 Be
tween Comachee Moota Chitty of Madras Merchant Com
plainant and Vancaparum Vencata Chitty of the same place 
Merchant Defendant. 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill with an Account Current thereto annext 
read, The Defendant appeared in Court and acknowledged the Justness of the 
-Com~ainants demand and on due Considera. had This Court doth therefore think 
fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and Decree .that the Defendant 
-do pay unto the Complainant the full and Just Sum of 112. 8. 20 being the Bal
lance of the before mentioned Account together with such Interest after the rate 
-of 8 ''f Cent~' Annum as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until full 
payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit and that the said sum be paid in 
proportion with the other demands on the Estate 'Of the Defendant against which 
a Warrant of Execution hath lately Issued out of this Court at this Suit of Coja 
_Muckertoom. 

:'f CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR. 

RegT • 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Tanna
pah Nina Chitty Merchant of Madras having had Sundry dealings with two Merchants 
-of the same place Inhabitants named Tina Chitty and Shadiah Chitty they having 
Occasion for a Sum of money did request the Loan thereof from your Orator who 
did advance and lend them Pagodas 219 for which they gave a Bond to your Orator 
dated the lOth. day of August in the year 1735 thereby binding themselves Jointly 
and Separately to repay your Orator the above Sum, And your Orator shews, your 
{)rator hath received in part at Sundry times pa. 190, so that there remains only 
29 Pagodas Principal due to yoor Orator, which sum your Orator hath often in an 
:Amicable manner demanded from the said two Mercha.nts. 

BUT now so it is the said Tilla Ohitty and Shadiah Chitty both refuses to Give 
'your Orator any manner of Satisfaction. Your Orator therefore prays such General 
Relief touching the premisses As to this Honourable Oourt shall appear agreeable 
-to Equity and good Conscience Is the End of the Bill. 

STB. JANUARY 1744. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney .for the Complainant. 

THE Separate Answer of Tilla. Ohitty of Madras Merchant 
Defendant to the Bill of Complaint of Tannapah Nina Ohitty 
of the same place Merchant Oomplainant. 

THE said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to 
bimself all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the Manifold 
Errors Imperfections Incertainties and untruths in the said Bill Contained for 
Answer thereunto or unto so much thereof as he this -Defendant is advised doth 
materially concern this Defendant to make answer unto IJe this Defendant answereth 
and saith. 

THAT this Defendant or Shadiah Chitty this Defendants Bro; who is now absent 
from the place never borrowed of the Complainant any ready money as is set forth 
in the Complainants Bill. The manner of the said Bonds being given was as follows •. _ 
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This Defendant, One Comaty Kistna and the Complainant carried on a Joint Trade 
in Grain for some time. This Defendants part was to go abroad and purchase and 
then send it to his Partners who sold it here but the Complainants Transactions be
ing far from satisfactory and to the prejudice of the Partnership, as also not sending 
what money he ought to this Defendant in the Country a dispute arose, which was 
Left to the Decision of other persons before whom it lay for 3 years and as this De
fendant is Credibly Informed the said Persons was indebted unto the Complainant 
who in partiality to him and to the prejudice of this Defendant ordered that the In
terest Bond now under Suit should be drawn in this Defendants ffathers name and 
-obliged this Defendant to sign it with out permitting him to see the contents which 
when this Defendant was acquainted with he told the said persons who had under
took to Decide the affair that they had done him Injustice and gave them his reasons 
for it; They then Answered that if this Defendant would pay half the amount of the 
Bond they would deliver it to him which tms Defendant did not then then agree to, 
so the matter was dropt and some time after this Deft. and the Complainant was 
again concerned together in Trade till at length another dispute arose of the same 
nature with the former, that the Complainant had dealt unfairly in Partnership the 
'Case was referred to Arbitrators, one of which was at the deciding the former dis
pute the other a new Man. These decided that no Interest should be paid on the 
Bond under Suit and that the Prinel . should be paid at Pags . lOW Month, the 
-other part of the dispute relating to Trade in Partnership was decided in favour of 
this Deft. by a Ballance of Pagodas 2. 18. This Defendant declares he has paid 
in part of the said Bond now under Suit the sum of Pags . 199 altho' the Complainant 
sets forth in his Bill he has received no more than ps. 190. This Defendant offered 
to pay the Complainant the remaining ps. 20 and demanded his Bond which 
the Complainant refused and insisted on Interest notwithstanding it had been 
Ordered and agreed by the Arbitrators to the Contrary and accordingly ffiled his 
Bill against this Defendant. This Defendant therefore prays this Honourable Court 
to take the premisses into Consideration and oblige the Complainant to abide by the 
Decision of the Arbitrators and .to deliver the said Bond on payment of the said 
Pagodas 20 which he is and always was ready to pay. 

ALL which matters and things this Defendant is ready to averr maintain and 
prove as this Honourable Court shall please to award and humbly prays to be hence 
·dismissed with his reasonable Oosts and Charges in this Behalf most wrongfully sus
tained. 

·5TH• MARCH 1744. 

ROST. SLOPER 
Atty. for the Defendant. 

THE Replyca. of Tonapa Nina Chitty of Madras Repliant to 
the answer of Tilla Chitty of the same place Defendant. 

THE SAID Replyant saving to himself all manner of Benefit of Exception to the 
Incertaintys Insufficiences and Untruths of the Defendants answer for Replycation 
thereunto saith that all and singular the matters and things in this Replyants Bill con
tained are true as they and every of them are therein alledged and expressed and 
that the answer of the Defendant to the said Bill is very untrue Imperfect and Insuffi
cient in the Law to be replied unto and this Replyant further saith. 

That this Replyant acknowledges to have Carried on a Joint Trade in Grain 
with the Defendant and one Commetty Kisnah but absolutely denies ever to have 
.acted any thing to the Prejudice of the said Copartnership on the Contrarv the whole 
money that Supported the said Trade was advanced by this Replyant and he detect
ing the other two partners in some ffraudulent practices Prejudicial to this RepTiant~ 
Interest He thereupon demanded to have the Accounts clear'd not caring to have 
.any . further concern with them hereupon a dispute Ensued which was left to the 
DeCIsion of certain Arbitrators who awarded that the Defendant should pay this 
Replyant Pagodas 219. and the other Partner Pags. 249 the Defendant not having 
Teady money to pay agreeable to the Award did in the most Earnest manner I:!ntreg.t 
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this Repliant not to Distress him for the said money But to accept his Bond which.· 
should be discharged as soon as he could raise the money this lleplyant prevailed.. 
on by his Entreaties and promisses 'of speedy paymt . accepted his Bond which Bond 
is that Individual one which this Repliant now sues. 

Sometime after this Defendant came to this Replyant and represented to him, . 
that he the Deft. had fallen into a way of Trade very advantagious to him but wanted; 
a little money to carry it on, and if this Repliant would lend it him He did not doubt 
beina able in a short time to repay. the same with Interest and also his former Bond 
debt~ this Replyant deceived by these fair £retences lent the Defendant money at 
that time But understanding shortly afterw . that the Defendant had Imposed on 
this Repliants Credulity and that he had ~o such means to get money as he pretended 
this Replyant demanded Immediate Repayment of that last Sum, The Defendant 
shuffled and Endeavoured to avoid Repayment and pretended if this Replyant would. 
referr this matter to some Impartial persons He would make it appear to them that 
he had not deceived this Replyant. This Repliant did as the Defendant desired, who
not being able to support what he said was ordered to repay this Repliant this is the' 
substance of that affair which the Defendant artfully calls a Reentry into Copartner
ship in Trade. This Replyant doth deny that any dispute arising on the Bond now" 
under Suit was referred to Arbitrators or that there was any such award made there
on as is set forth in the Answer Vizt. that no Interest should be paid thereon, or that 
the Principal should be paid at 10 Pags . :W mO. What the Defendant would have 
understood an Award was no more than an Entreatv of the Arbitrators on Behalf: 
of the Defendant who having complained to them that this Replyant pressed him 
for payment of the money due on the said Bond and threatned in case of non-pay
ment to sue him in this Honourable Court the Arbitrators desired this Repliant not' 
to be hard with him but to receive the said money at 10 'i Pags • 'W mO. but there 
never was any request of an abatement of Interest nor is it reasonable to suppose 
if there had that this Replyant would have Complied therewith after so much ilt 
Treatment received from the Defendant as to the monthly payments of Ten Pago
das had the Defendant continued them Justly this Honourable Court had never been 
troubled with this Suit but he after paying Pags. 190 made delay in payment of the 
remainder which Compelled this Replyant to take the Course he has, since the Com
mencement of this suit the Defendant came to this Replyant begging him to with
draw his Bill and when that was done he should be paid Principal and Interest but· 
this Repliant having suffered by withdrawing Bills before. and fforced to pay Costs· 
and commence affresh Chose to be paid ffirst the Defendant finding he could do 
nothing with this Replyant without, Employed Chinna Moota Chitty to make the 
affair up who offered this Repliant the remaining Principal with 28i Interest and Costs 
but as this Replyants Account of Interest is mnch more he refu!'!ed to accept the· 
offer as to the Difference of Pags. 9 let the Deft. produce a Receipt for it or prove· 
payment of it. 

All which matters and things this Repliant is ready to Averr maintain and prove· 
and humbly prays as in and by his Bill of Complaint he has already prayed .. 

9TH• APRIL 1745. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for ,the Replyant. 

THE REJOINDER of Tilla Chittv of Madras Merchant Defen
dant to the Replycation of Taunapah Nina Chitty of the 
same place Complainant. . . :.. 

THE SAID DEFENDANT Saving and Reserving to himself all manner of Benefit" 
and Advantage of Exception to the Incertainties and Insufficiencies of the said Reply-
cation Saith. 1 

THE Replyant alledges that all the Money that supported the Joint Trade was
advanced by him the Replyant. but this is absolutely false. This Defendant and' 
Comate Kistnah were partners to~ether when the Complaint came and desired to· 
be admitted into their Partnership, to which they consented and he accordingly-
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~ave in his 9uota to the Stock. As for the Bond under Suit this Defendant nu~ 
Asserts as in his Answer that it was drawn without his Knowledge and the signing 
of it was procured as therein set forth together with the offer made him by those 
·who procured it at that time, of paying one half and the .Bond should be given up. 

THE Replyant Saying he afterwards lent this Defendant some money is also 
ffalse for the sum advanced was on Account of Partnership and what this Defendll.D.t 
has already set forth in his Answer is true relating to the Arbitrators that by a Vel
bal Award It was Ordered and Decreed this Defendant should pay no Interest and 
the Principal only at 10 Pags.W Month. This Defendant utterly denies ever to 
have desired the Complainant to withdraw his Bill promising to pay Principal and 
-bterest. But this Deft. acknowledges that on the l)ommencement of this :Suit thIs 
Defendant did apply to Chinna Moota Chitty a head of their Cast and acquainted 
him with the Repliants proceedings whereupon he sent for the Replyant and asked 
both partys Whether they would accept of a Proposal from him and make up then 
Difference, and told the Replyant that this Defendant should allow him the SUIll 

..mentioned in the Replycation in Consideration of his !ltaying so long for his money. 
But this Proposal was rejected by this Defendant as being too hard upon him The 
Arbitrators having appointed him to pay no more than ..I:'rincipal and also (Jonsldec. 
ing the means used to procure the said Bond All which this Defendant can prove 
-A!ld further in regard to the Pagodas Nine, this Defendant acknowledges he has 
no Receipt to produce, but that his Account will shew that the Replyant had from 
him ps. 8 in grain and one Pagoda in Cloth. What remains due on the Principal 
to the Replyant this Defendant is now willing nor did he ever refuse paying it So 
that it is plain this Suit owes its rise to the Malice of the Replyant, whose Aim there
in is to Distress this Defendant and render him uncapable of ffollowing his present 
Business and this Defendant is reany to Aver maintain and prove all and everything 
.and things as the same are herein and hereby set forth alledged and Expressed. 

ROBT. SLOPER 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

INTERROGATORIES to be Administered til 
such Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and 
Examined on the part and Behalf of the Oom
plainant in a certain Cause wherein one Tannapa 
Nina Chitty is Oomplainant and one Tilla Chitty 
and one ~hadiah Chitty are Defepdants. 

To ALL tHE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the parties Oomplainant and 
Defendant Of eitlier of them, if yea, how long have you so known them or either and 
which of tWdm Declare. . 

2d. To POINDEMILLA TONDAVA, COORAPATTEE ANANTIAH, VELLOOR KISNAH 
-Item Do you know the Bond now shewn you marked W. D. if yea what money is 
·due thereon, who is it due to, and who is .it due from Declare. -

3d . To ALL THE WITNESSES Item Do you know or can you say any other 
matter or thing material for the Complainant in this Cause. If yea set forth the 
-same as you know have heard or do believe with the reasons of such your knowledge 
·or belief Declare. 

'MAYORS COURT AT 

MADRASPATNAM. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
A.ttorney Jor the Compl'. 

BETWEEN TANNIPA :NINA CHITTY OOMPLT. 
TILI.A ClllTTY AND SHADlAH CHITTY DEFENDANTS. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken bv and before thf' Examiner in 
'this Court as follows. : .' • .. . . . 
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POnfDEMILLA TONDAVA of Madras Rice Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts. 

being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the Pa'I-t of the Complainant was on 
the nth . day of May 1745 shewn at the office of Mr. Robert Sloper Attorney for the 
Defendants by Connecapa who left a note of the name Title and plaoe of ab0de of 
the said Poindemilla Tondava and afterwards on the same ,day being Sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as ffollows. 

1st . To the fi1rst Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Oom
plainant 30 years and the Defendants 15 years or thereabouts. 

~d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent 8aith That he knows the Bond now 
produced and shewn him at this his Examination marked W. D. That 219 Pagodas. 
is· due thereon from the Defendant Tille Chitty to the Complaililant and more saith. 
not to this or the last Inte;ry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam"'. 

TONDAVA CHITTY. 

CORAPATE ANANTIAH of Madras Merchant aged 80 years or thereabouts being
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Co~plt and afterwards being' 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as ffollows. 

Is~. To the ffirst Inte;ry this Deponent saith That he hath known the 
Complaint. 20 years and the Defendant Tina Chitty 18 years or thereaoouts but hath 
no knowledge of Shadiapa Chitty. 

2d , To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith That he knows the Bond now 
shewn him at this his Examination marked W. D. That 219 Pas. is due thereon 
from the Defendant Tilla Chitty to the Complainant & more saith not to this or the· 
last Inte;ry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam"'. 

CORAPATE ANANTIAH. 

VOOTALURE KISNAH of Madras Merchant aged 48 years or thereabouts being
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the Part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as ffollows. 

1 st. To the ffirst Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he hath known the· 
Complainant 16 years and the Defendants 20 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he knows -the Bond now 
shewn him at this his Examination marked W. D. that 219 Pagodas is due thereon 
to the Complainant from the Defendant Tilla Chitty and more saith not to this or the
last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr, 

VOOTALURE KISNAa:. 

INTERROGATORIES to be Exhibited to such
Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and Exa
mined on behalf of Tilla Chitty in a certain 
Cause whereiri the said Tilla Chitty is Defen
dant and one Tonnapah Nina Chitty is Com-
plainant, . 

To Au .. THE WITNESSES Do you know the-parties Complaint. and Defendants' 
in this Cause. or either of them, and which of them, and how long hRvp.you known· 
them or either and which of them Declare. . , . 
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2d. To COOPALLA MOODELARE, NELLA CHITTY; YELLAPAH SIDDEN & RAMA'
JlIAH Do you know any thing relating to the matter now in dispute in this Caus& 
If yea whatever passages or part thereof has occurred to your knowledge set forth 
as particular as your Memory will permitt. . 

Do you know any thing of a Bond now depending, Between the Pl~t~ and 
Defendant H yea, by whose .order was the Bond drawn, to whom was It gtve~, 
and how came the same to be gIven as also in what manne!" was the same to be paId 
to tne Dest of your knowledge Declare. 

3d• Do you btow or can you say any othe~ matter or thing material for the
Defendant in this Cause, if yea, set forth the same as you know have heard or d<t 
believe witli the reasons of su~h your Knowledge or Belief Declare~ 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

ROBT. SLOPER 
Attorney for the DefendaNt. 

BETWEEN TONNAPA NINA CHITTY 
A~m TELL. I\, CHITTY 

COMPLAINT. 
DEFENDANT 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
this Court as follows. 

COOPELLA MOODELARE Poodupauck merchant Aged 52 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant was on the 
13 day of June 1745 sliewn at the Office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton Attorney for the 
Complainant by Connecapa who left a note of the Name Title and place of abode of 
the said Coopella Moodelare and afterwards on the same day beina Sworn and Exa-
mined Deposeth as follows. . 

1st. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com
plainant 10 years and the Defendant 25 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he is acquainted, with th& 
matter now in dispute Between the parties which arose about their Accounts relating 
to the Paddy Trade for the Adjustment of which two Arbitrators were appointed 
Vizt. Poindemilla Tondava and Corapalee Anantiah who ordered a Bond to be drawn 
which the Defendant signed without Inquiring into the Contents but on his hearing 
the Bond read to him afterwards said he thought it not reasonable he should pay In
terest for money he had not Received That he had about 400 Pagodas due to him in 
the Country which when he Collected he would pay the Complainant, The Arbitra
tors said if he would pay down .half the money then, they would Cancel the Bond. 
Th.e Defendant ~eplied he would have ~othing to do with the Bond and went away 
DIspleased. This Deponent ffurther salth that he heard the above Arbitrators and 
the Complainant sent for the. Defendant the same night when the Complainant said 
he would advance the Defendant more money to purchase Paddy and agreed that 
the Defendant should pay the Bond off at 10 Pags. " month and that he would not 
require any Interest thereon which the Defendant consented to he further saifh that 
two years after this Agreement he heard that the above Poindemilla Tondava and 
one Naitu Nellam were appointed to adjust the matter between them a second time 
who determined that the Defendant should payoff the Bond at 10 Pagodas, month 
and that no Interest should be allowed thereon That the Bond now depending 
between the parties is the same above mentioned draWn by the order of Poindemilla 
Tondava and Corapatee Annantiah and given to the Complt. and more saith not to-
this or the last Interry. . 

JOSEPH GITHIN 

Exam"'. 

The mark oj COOPELLA l\fOODELARE. 
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NELLA OHITTY of Madras Rice Merchant aged 80 years or thereabouts' being 
produced as a' Witness in this Oause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
.being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows.,' 

1st. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that lie hath lmo~n"the Oom· 
plainant 35 years 'and the Defendant 10 years or thereabouts;, ... ,',. , 

Second. To the second lnte;ry this Deponent saith That the partys referred 
a dispute between them about Accounts to Poindamilla Tondava and this Deponent 
which they adjusted and there appeared a Ballance of 3 PagoQas and odd fl'anams 
due to the Defendant. He ffurther saith that the Defendant desired they would then 
:fikewise settle a Bond the .Opmplainant ,had for 219 Pagodas and ,that, th,ey replied 
-they came not for that purpose but at the Defendants entreaty they determined that 
he should pay down 30 Pagodas in part & the rest at 10 Pagodas !W Month. The 
'Complainant objected that the Interest' of his Money was lost. This Deponent and 
said Tondava pleaded that the Defendants Oircumstances were low and advised the 
Complainant to accept of his Principal first and doubted not but the Defendant 
would make him some Retaliation afterwards in Oonsideration of Interest. The 
'Complainant disapproving of their Decision of the dispute to Ohinna Moota Ohitty 
.and Oundapa Moodelare who sent for this Deponent and the said Tondava and after 
they had Inquired into the affair determined that the Oomplainant should be allowed 
.27 or 28 Pagodas Int. on the 'Bond which the Oomplainant not thinking sufficient 
ffiled a ffresh Bill. That the above Bond is now depending Between the 'parties but 
knows not by whose order the same was drawn or can further sav more .than what 
he has above'related.' ,.".. ' 

, . 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

Examf'. 

NELLAIN. 

YELLAPAH Merchant of Madras aged 25 years or thereabouts being produced 
as a Witness.in this.Oause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards'being Sworn 
and Examined Deposeth,\a.s:ffollows. " 

,,1I\t. ,To the fijrst Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant Six years and the Defendant 7 years or thereabouts. 

2d , To the second Inteiry this Deponent saith that he knows Pooindemilla 
Tondova and Nella Ohitty about 4 years ago Examined the parties accounts for 3 
,or 4 days and on adjustment ffound the Oomplainant indebted to the Defendant on 
Ballance in the sum of 3. 18. 60 after that the Defendant desired they would then 
likewise settle a Bond in dispute Between him and the Oomplt. The above Arbitrators 
replied they came not for that purpose but at the Defendants Entreaty they 
determined that he should pay the Oomplt. down 30 Pagodas in part and the rest 
.at 10 Pagodas '1jl Month. The Complt. insisted on Interest but the Arbitrators 
would not allow any he further saith That the above Bond is now depending between 
the parties fiut knows not by whose Order it was drawn or can ffurther say to this 
-or the last Interry. 

JOSEPH GITmN 
Examf', .. 

YELLAPA. 

SIDDIN of Madras Buzzar Merchant aged 40 years or' ,thereabouts being Pro· 
duced as a Wit~ess in this Cause on the part of the Def~" and afterwards being 
.sworn and Exammed Deposeth as ffollows. ,. t. I 

lilt, To the ffirst Inteiry this Deponent saith That he hath seen the Oomplaint, 
but hath no Certain knowledge of him That he knows the Defendant and hath so 
known him 10 years. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith .That meeting' with Nella 
Chitty Poindemilla Tondava and the Defendant some months pa~t he heard the said 
~ella Chitty and Pondemilla Tondava advising the Defendt . ~<? payoff the Principal 

'\. . 
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of the Complainants Bond which they had determined to be Paid off at 10 Pagodas 
iW Month and promised when he had discharged the Bond to give him diet for one 
day and a Clout. This Deponent has no knowledge of the Bond now depending. 
Between the parties Neither can he say by whose Order it was drawn or to whom 
it was Given and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
ExamT • SIDDIN. 

RAMANIAH of Madras Conicoply aged 46 years or thereabouts being produced 
as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant andafte~wards being Sworn. 
and Examined Deposeth as ffollows. . 

1 st, To. the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith That he hath known the CompIt. 
20 years and the Defendant 6 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;'ry this Deponent saith That he is not particularly
acquainted with the we in Dispute between the parties but saith when the Com
plainant ffirst put this Defendant in Court He the Defendant came with the Defendant· 
Poindemilla Tondava and Nella Chitty and complained thereof to this Deponent who· 
asked the said Tondava and Nella Chitty the Cause of their difference· Poindemilla 
Tondava replied the dispute was about· a Bond depending Between them and added 
that if th(> Defendant had paid half the money down when -the Bond was made 
it would have oeen then Cancelled but as he did not it was 'Otdered to be paid at 
·10 Pags. 'W Month and ffurther this. Dept. knows not or can say,to this or the last. 
Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
SWORNUM RAMANIAH. 

10 Augt . 1736 . 

. : I KELLAVA CHITTY son of Davellacon Petty Chaddiah Chitty do hereby ack
powledge to have Borrowed and Received of Ninah Chitty son of TombaChitty the· 
.sum of 219 Pagodas which Sum I promise to pay on demand with Interest at Nine. 
~W Cent. 

Signed by Tilla Chitty and Chaddien by Kellaya Chittys Consent •. 

WITNESSES 
Coropatee Anantiah. 
Poindemilla Aunda Chitty. 
Tondaya Chitty son of Nellamootee Chitty. 
Drawn by Mootee Chitty son of Collity Chitty. 

Translate from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

. E~amr .. 

1745-21A 



I)B. 'hLLA CHITTY AND CHADDIAH OBITT! ~. 

17Se 1741/2 ,p-

Augt Janry 20 By Cash received 30 
10, To G Bona I Unning at Land Interest given in their .M~ 2 By])o. 10 

Eather Gollavah Chittys Name and aigned by 1742 
~hemselves, as if with their said fiathers Consent April 9. By])o. 10 
which Method is Customary amongst Bome sorts May 2 By Do, 10 
of Peopls 219 15 June 10 By])o, 10 

Interest thereon from the above da.te to Sepr, the July 11 By 1)0, ... 10 
17th. 3145 @ 8 ~ Ct, ~ Ann, 159 H 40 Augt. 5 By])o. 10 

Sepr, J9 By ])0, 10 
Octr. .2 By])o, 10 
Novr 15 By])o, 10 
Deer. 9 By])o, 10 

1742/3 
Janry 8 By Do, 10 
March 5 By])o. 10 

1743 
April 16 By])o, 10 
May 16 By Do, 10 
Sepr. 19 By Do, 10 
Bepr. 80 By])o. 10 

190 - -
By INTEREST on the above sums from their respec-

tive datel! to Sepr, 17.1745 @ 8 ~ Cent ~ Annum, 
Moe, ds, 

ON PAGS, 80 is 43 26 8 27 68 
on do, 10 42 14 2 29 72 
on do, 10 41 14 2 27 41 
on do, 10 40 14 2 25 10 
on do, 10 39 6 2 22 6 
on do, 10 38 5 2 19 48 
on do, 10 37 11 2 17 55 
on do 10 36 11 2 15 25 
on do, 10 35 4 2 12 26 
on do, 10 34 1 2 9 55 

lanied over ... S7a 15 40 on do. 10 33 7 2 7 ~O 



:brought over: .. , 878 15 40 

ON l'AQI, 10 82 8 
OD do, 10 80 11 
OD do, 10 29 
OD do, 10 28 
011 do, 10 23 27 
OD do, 10 23 16 

Bi BALLANCE due from them 

.Pagodas .. , 878 878 15 40 

FORt ST, GEORGE SEp., 17'rB, 1745. 
ERRORS EXCEPTED 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

Attorney for the Complainant. 

aa, 
Brought over 190 -

2 0 40 
2 72 w 

1 33 48 
1 31 16 
1 21 30 
1 20 38 

45 3 70 

235 8 70 ~ 
143 11 50 -~ 

~ 
~ 

'PAGODAS 378 15 40 
... 
~ 
'" $' ... 
;::-
~ 

I::: 
s::l 

c.c::: 
~ 
"'w 

~ 
.~ 
'-' 
~ 
~ 
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BETWEEN Tonnapa Nina Chitty Complainant 
and . 

Tilla Chitty and Shadiah Chitty Defendants. 

To THE HONBLE 'I'HE MAYORS COURT AT MADRASPATNAM ... '. J 

IN PURSUANCE of an Order made in this Cause 'on the 17th , Instant I have 
Audited the annext Account Current and- do fEnd the Ball of the said Account to
be 143. 11. 50 due from the Defendants to the Complt as set forth in the said Account 
All 'Yhich I Humbly Certify to this Honourable Court WITNESS my Hand in ffort.. 
St. G'eorge this 24th. day of Sepr. Anno Domini 1745. . 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

NOAH CASAMAJOR 
Regf' 

TUESDAY the 24 day of Septr. A~o Domini 
1745 Between Tannapah Nina Chitty of Madras· 
Merchant Complainant and Tilla Chitty and. 
Shadiah Chitty of the. same place also Mer
chants Defts. 

THIS CAUSE coming on this Day to be heard and debated before This Court in 
the presence of the Complainant and the Defendant Tella Chitty and of the Attorneys.. 
on both sides, On hearing the Complainants Bill, The Answer of. Tilla Chitty The 
Replyca, The Rejoinder, The Proofs' taken in this Cause, An Oi-der m~e' in thi&
Cause on the 10th . Instant Translate of the Bond on which The Plaintiff sue~ with 
an Account Current in pursuance of . the before said Order another order made in 
this Cause on the 17 Instant and the Registers Report In pursuance thereof read 
A.nd on Examination of the matters in this Cause what was alledged on either side· 
and due Consideration had thereon, This Court doth therefore think fit to Order and 
Decree and doth accordingly Order and: Decre'e that the Defendant Tilla Chitty do· 
pay unto the Complainant the fIull and Just Stim qf 14.3. 11. 50 so much appearing 

50 to be due from the Defendants to the Complainant , according to the before men
tioned Report and Account together with such ilnterest from the 17 day of this. 
Instant Sepr. after the Rate of 8W Cent W Annum as now is or shall hereafter
become due thereon until ffun payment is ma!ie and also the Costs of this Suit. 

20TH. NOVEMR. 1744. 

. ' 

:.,CuB 
NOAH CASAMAJOB 

Repr .. 

To THE'; HON-BLE THE MAYORS COURT A:T' 

MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLE COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Tombe
Nina Chitty Merchant of Madras having had Sundry dealings with one Gruapah a 
Syran~ also formerly 1m Inhabit~nt of the ~lace aforesaid He the said Gruapah having' 
OccaSIOn for a sum of m~ney dld apply himself to your Orator for the Loan thereof' 
whereupon your Orator dia advance and lend the said Gruapah the fIull and just 
Sum of Pagod~~ 37 Current Money of Madras which in Sterling money of Great 
Britain accountmg each Pagoda 88 • amounts to £. 14. 16 or thereabouts and for' 
Securing the Repayment thereof with Interest accruing thereon on Demand He 
the said Gruapah did. in and ?y one Mo;tga~e Bond Assign a~d set over unto your 
Orator One House sltuate lymg and bem~ m Lascar street m the Peddanai!!ues' 
Pettv and it was in and by the said Mortgage Bond stipulated that the said Prem~ses 
tllerein mentioned should become the Property of your Orator and his Heirs for' 
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-ever Subject Nevertheless to the usual Proviso in such Oases and' your Ora.tor shews' 
that the !laid Mortgage Bond bears dat.e in .Fort St. George the 3d . day of June which 
was in the year of our Lord 1728 and is now in your Orators Oustody ready to be 
produced as this Honourable Court shall direct which said Bond is draw!). Qbligatory 
to one 'Oollap,an, Oharree Tremaliapah Moodely but your Orator is the true prop~ietor 
thereof and lent the money due thereon And your Orator ffurtl).er shews unto '~his 
Honou,rableCourt that since the before recited Transactions. happned the said 
Gruapahherein before mentioned has withdrawn himself out of the Districts O.f this 
Honourable Oourt and tho' your Orator hath made use of all amicable Measures to 
.procure payment your Orator hath hitherto obtained no manner of Satisfaction-· . 

Therefore.your Orator prays a General Relief in the premisses, Such as to. this 
Honourable Oouitsh~ll seem. agreeable to Equity and Good Oonscience Is the .end of 
the J3ill , C-, 

- I 

: .1 

MAiQRs,QqURTAT' 
MADRASPATNAM .. 

'{ ~ " , WII,LIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Complain4nt. 

TUESDAY the 24th, day of Septemr , Anno,Dpniini 
1745 Between Tombo Nina Ohitty of Madras 
Merchant Oomplainant and Gruapah Syrangof 
the same place Defendant_ 

WHEREAS on or about the ffoUrth day of N ovr , 1744 the said Tombo Nina Ohitty 
.preferred his ,Bill in this Court agaInst the sd, Defendant Gruapa Syrang f. or the 
Recovery of the principal sum of Ps. 37 due on a Mortgage Bond with Interest 
thereon Whereupon a Summons Issued under the Seal of this Court commanding 
1he said Defendant to appear on the 27th_ day of the aforesaid Month at which time 
the Sherriff returned the' said Summons that the Defendant· was not to be found 
Whereupon a warrant of Arrest Issued against the" said D~fendant which was also 
:at ~he· <lay of the Return thereof returned ~y the saId SherIff, that h~ was not to' ,~e 
found and on the 5th , day of March 1744/0 at the request of the saId Tombo NIna 
-Ohitty (he having made oath to the Truth of his debt to the satisfaction of this 
Oourt) a warrant under the seal of the Oourt Issued out directed to the Sheriff of 
Fort st. George Madraspatnam and districts t~ereof returnable- the 2d , day of 
April then next Ensuing Oommanding him to Sequester the goods Ohattells and Effects 
of the said Gruapah Syrang within his District. and Whereas on the 27th . day of 
March,the Sherriff ,did make return of the said ' Warrant and did . thereby Certify 
tnat he had by Virtue thereof sequestred a Mudhouse situa.te in Tenjalabas ~Street 
-in the Muttal Petta between the houses of Tindall, Alley .~nd Lingama in . length 4iS 
ffeet and an half of a ffoot and in. Breadth 13 ftootwith, apiece 'of Ground adjoining 
thereto in length 24 ffeet and in Breadth 19, ·ffeet the property' of the 'Defendant.. 
And WHEREAS the usual Notice was given ffor the said Gruapali -Syrang -to appear 
'and Answer the said Bill of Oomplaint~ursua.Iitto the ,directions of his late Majesties 
rCharter which Notwithstanding he'neglected,to do this Oourt taking the 'premisses 
into Oonsiderationtherefore' think fit to Order and ,Decree'anddoth accordingly 

--order and Decree that the Defendant do pay unto the Oomplainant the ffuUand just 
snm of Thirty seven Pagodas Ourrent of 'Madras being the Principal Monevof 
the Mortgage Bond on which the Plaintiff sues together with such Interest 3iter 
the rate of 8 1,\9 Oent :'\9,Anp.um as now is Dr shall hereafter become due thereon, 
until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit and that the Mortgaged 
-and Sequestred p?-,emisses no~ rem3;~ng .un:;?ld, be sold, and. the money ~risi~g 
from such sale paId unto the OomplaInant 10 and towards the DIscharge of hIS saId 
IDebt' and Costs. . !, CUR 

N OAR CAsAAlA.tbR 
" 
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To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS-
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court Your Orator Treven
be~um Pandarum of Madras I~habitant has had Sundry dealings with one Govinda. 
ChItty. of the same place Inhabl~ant and m.erchant he the said Govinda Chitty having 
OccaslOn for a Sum of money did. apply himself to your Orator requesting the Loan 
thereof whereupon your Orator dId advance and lend unto the said Govinda Chitty 
the f~ll an~ Just Sum of. Pago~as 57 <?urre~t .of Madras ffor securing the Repay
ment of whlCh Sum the saId Govmda Chitty: dId m and by one Mortgage Bond Assign 
a~d set over unto your. Orator .one BOl!-d, gIven by one Sattanee Tripoly' and payahle 
wIth Interest to the saId Govmda ChItty the Principal sum being pa. 200 these 
Mortgaged premisses your Orator had possion of some time and then desired 
Govinda Chitty to redeem them. Govinda Chitty ordered your Orator to send 
them to his the said Govinda Chittys house and he would return the Principal and 
Interest due thereon by the Bearer your Orator hereupon sent the said Bond by 
a person your orator could Confide in who after having kept the said Bond some· 
time returned if to your Orator' Saying he could not get the money from Govinda 
Chitty your Orator took the Bond and on perusing it found an Endorsement on it 
of pa. 150 your 01'01' Immediately made .Enquiry how it came Indorsed but could 
get no satisfactory account of it hereupon your Orator forthwith acquainted Govinda. 
Chitty of the Affair who in a Passion called this your Oror many Opprobious Names 
and threatned to Complain to the Cast of your Orator unless your Orator would give 
him the said Govinda Chitty a ffresh Bond payable your Orator for the Sum for 
which the Endorsed Bond was Originally given by Sattane Tripoly, your Orator was· 
obliged to Comply with those hard Conditions as Tripoly was then out of Town your' 
Orator then first deducting what he had lent on the Mortgage gave the said Govinda. 
Chitty a ffresh Bond for the remaining Principal being 143 Pags. some time after 
the above Transa • Tripoly came into the place and your Orator applied to him to· 
know if he had paid any part of the said Bond which he had Given to Govinda 
Chitty for 200 Pagodas he answered No then your orator Informed him of the En
dorsement and desired he would Give a ffresh Bond of the same Tenor and date. 
Tripoly Hesitated there-at for some time but at last gave such a £fresh Bond as your 
Orator required, your Orator straightway carried it to the said Govinda Chitty before· 
mentioned and demanded to have his vour Orators Bond for 143 Pagodas Delivered 
up to be Cancelled but the said Govinda Chitty hereupon replies no .... I have no Con
cern with Sattanee Tripoly You are my Debtor and I Expect you would pay me 
soon the Contents of your Bond or I F-hall Enter an Action against you in the Mayors. 
Court you Look to Tripoly and get your money how you can. Thus May it please 
this Honourable Court stands the Case' between your Orator and Govinda Chitty J 

vour Orator therefore prays this Honourable Court will be pleased if it shall appear' 
to them agreeable to Equity to Order the said Govinda Chitty to pay to your Orator 
his Principal sum of Pagodas 57 lent on the Mortgage also Interest thereon from 
the day 'twas lent to the davof payment also to deliver up your Orators Bond and 
to take from your Orator the Bond given by Sattane Tripoly and ·your Orator prays 
such ffurther and other General Relief in the premisses as to this Honourable Court 
shall appear agreeabie to Equity and good Conscience. . ) . 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
'Attorney jor;the Complainant. 

THE ANSWER of Oovinda . Chitty Mercht . of' 
Madras to the· Bill of Complaint of Trevenbe
lum Pandarum of the. said place a Noted 
Braminy. 

THE Said Defendant savin~ to himself all Benefit of Exception to'the Errors·· 
and Imperfections in the said Bill Contained for answer thereto or unto so much 
thereof as this Defendant is advised materially concernetli him this Defendant t()· 
Answer lU'tO. he this Defendant answereth and saith. 



Pleadings in the Mayor's Court, 1745 169-

THAT he admits he did Borrow of the Complainant the Sum set forth in his Bill 
and also that this Defendant did Deposit with the Complainant a Bond Uiven by; 
Sattanee Tripoly for Pags. 200 the said being wrote by one Nellena a Co~coply to
the Scavenger and ·Witnessed by Trevenbelum Pandarum the Complamant and 
Coja Mahamud. 

THIS Defendant humbly Begs Leave to set forth and Explain to this HOfible· 
Court how this affair has been Transacted by the Complt. and what means has been 
made use of by him to Accomplis~ his ;ffraudule~t designs. In the ffirst place. when 
this Defendant had put the Complamant In possessIOn of the Bond on Sattanee Trlppoly 
for ps. 200 the Complt in a Base and Wicked ~anner ,!ent to the said Sattanee 
Tripoly and told him as you are Ir:tdebted to G~vmda C~tty by . Bond the sum of 
l'agodas 200 which Bond I have m my PossessIOn, and If you wIll pay to me part 
thereof, there shall then be Indorsed from off it Pagodas 150. This Sattanee Tripoly: 
consented to having without doubt what he thought ~ sufficien~ Consideration for it. 
accordiugly Pags. 150 was Endorsed off from the s~Id Bond wIthout t~e knowledge 
or privity of this Defendant whose Property the saId Bond was and wIth an Intent. 
to Cheat and defraud this Defendant of what was due to him on it. But as it 
ffrequently happen~ when ill minded people Disagre~, their is Disov~rys [sic ] ma~e of 
their Actions. So It happned Between the Complamant and the saId Sattane Trlpoly 
for on their ffalling out, Sattanee Tripoly was for Confirming it that he had paid the
Complainant the ffull Sum Endorsed off the Bond and the Complainant denied the 
same on which they had a Hearing before Thomas Eyre Esqr. who obliged them to 
be answerable by security for each to the other and declared his Opinion that neither 
of them was so Honest as they ought to be. By this means came to light the un
warrantable Actions that haa passed between the Complainant and the said Sattannee
Tripoly. This is the Real Fact and not as the Complt. Endeavours artfully to
Insinuate that this Defendant sent to the Complainant for the said Bond promising 
to return the Principal and Interest due to the Complainant by the Bearer and then 
has Recourse to a Weak pretence for Sheltring his base designs namely that he
sent the said Bond by a Person who he thought he could well have Trusted, but 
after keeping it sometime on the return of it, the Complainant pretends a Surprize
on ffinding Pagodas 150 Indorsed off the said Bond, tho' at the same time he had 
been the sole Manager of it and had Cancelled and Cut of the head of the said Cad· 
jan~ When it came to the knowledge of the Defendant he was greatly astonished 
thereat, and Immediately declared he would Complain to the Governour of the
abuses done him by the Complainant. But Vencata Swamy hearing of it desired 
it might be left to him to Mitigate the Matter and when he had Inspected into it, 
told the Complainant he had been Guilty of unwarrantable Actions and must there
fore make this Defendant Satisfaction. The Complainant did then publickly declare 
that as the Bond on Settane Tripoly was for Pagodas 200 and that this Defendant 
had received from him the Complainant the Sum of Pagodas 57 That he the Com· 
plainant would give to this Defendant his Bond for the remainder being Pagodas 
143 which he accordingly did to pacifye the Just resentment of this Defendant and 
also th~t this Defendant was_ to ~ave nothi~g ffurther to say to Satta~ee Tripoly~ 
The saId Bond for Pagodas 07 Glve:p. by this Defendant to the Complamant and is
the Sum sued for, was likewise Cancelled notwithstanding the Evil Actions of the. 
Complainants had been thus detected. Still they did not end here, for as he was 
equally in principals to the Carrying on so Wicked a design. he then proceeded 
further, and went to the said Nellana who wrote the said original Bond given by 
Sattanee Tripoly for Pagodas 200 and got him to draw another, after this was done, 
he thought it necessary to have the same Witnesses to this as was to the Original he 
himself being one, the other Coja Mahamud, who was then prisoner by order of this 
Honourable Court he therefore applied to the said Coia Mahamud to sign. as & 

Witness to the fresh drawn Bond, promising at the same time. that if he would 
Consent thereto, that the Complainant would get him Released from his Confine
ment, but the said Coja Mahamud refused so to do, and some time after Informed 
this Defendant of what had passed. This Defendant humbly conceives the COill

plainants Views in Getting a ffresh Bond drawn and Witnesp.ed by the same persons 
1745-22 
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-who was to the Original, was a Management between the Complainant and the said 
.sattanee Tripoly in order to Cover and Disguise their Actions with relation to the 
Indorsing pa. 150 off the Original Bond and also by such IQ.eans to get from tills 
Defendant the Bond the Complainant had given him for pa. 143 when they had so 
-done the said Sattanee rrripoly was to be sent away (which is now the Case) and 
this Defendant between them Defrauded of his Just Debt. 

This Being the true state of the Case Between the Complainant and this Defen~ 
-dant This Defendant humbly hopes this Honourable Court will take it into their 
..sericip,s Consideration, that thereby the designs of such Evil disposed persons ma.v 
he prevented, and their Actions Justly noticed by this Honourable Court. -

ALL which Matters and things this Defendant is ready to aver maintain and 
prove and Humbly prays to be hence Dismissed with reasonable Costs in this 
Behalf most wrongfully Sustained. , 

"22D. MAY 1744. 

ROBT. SLOPER. 

THE REPI.ICATION of Trevenbelum Pandarum. 
Replyant to the Answer of Govinda Chitty 
Deft.' 

THE SAID REPLIANT saving to himself all advantages of Exception to the 
lncertainties Untruths and Insufficiences of the Defendants said Answer for Reply~ 
.cation thereunto saith that all and Singular the matters and things in this Repliants 
,Bill contained are certain true and sufficient in the Law to Demand an Answer and 
-that the Defendants said Answer is very Imperfect & Insufficient in the Law to be 
Replied unto and this Repliant ffurther saith. 

THAT one Sattanee Tripoly stood Indebted to the Deft. in the Sum of ps. 200 
on a Bond and the Defendant did Mortgage the said Bond and likewise the Bill of 
.sale of a House, both to this Replyant for the sum. of 57 Pas. which sum. he the 
Defendants promised to repay and take up rus Mortgage in Two Months time which 
-as yet he has not performed and this Replyant Saith that upon asking the Defendant 
for the money the Defendant said let me have the Bill of Sale and I will Mortgage it 
·elsewhere and pay you but this Replyant being Dubious of Govinda Chitty said 
bring a person to be bound for you and I wiIllet you have the Bill of Sale. He 
.accordingly brought a sufficient Security and had his Bill of Sale and when the 
Defendant had got the Bill of Sale in his Po~sion he never thought of paying this 
'Replyant but came to this Replyant again and wanted the Bond for Pags. 200 and 
t;aid that he would Mortgage that and pay this Replyant his debt and this Replyant 
'saith that he was so Easy as to let the Defendant have the Bond on giving security 
-for it; and this Replyant saith that after the Defendant had Endeavoured to mort
:gage the said Bond at several places, but could not, the Deft. brought again the 
Bond to this Replyant who said to the Deft. Sattanee Tripoly is Indebted to you 
Pagodas 200 on this Bond, if you are willing I will send it to him and let him pay 
the Bearer what you owe me, and let him Endorse of the same on the Back and 
return it, accordingly a person carried the Bond to Sattanee Tripoly and demanded 
ihe Sum due from the Defendant to the Replyant desireing he would pay the same 
and endorse it on the Back. Sattanee Tripoly said that he would pay Pagodas 50 
and Endorse that, the Bearer say'd pay me the money down and then yOU' may 
Endorse it, Sattanee Tripoly said you shall have the .money Instantl:v let me see the 
'Rond, who no sooner had got the Bond into possession but Immedi~tely Endorsed 
'lS this Repliants Messenger snpposed ps. 50 on the Rack thereof paid, and then 
·gave the Bond and the person asking for the money Sattane Tripoly sav'd, My 
Brother is not at home, stay till he comes and you shall have it, but this Repliant 
saith that the person staid till 9 0 Clock at Night and no Brother came, so findin~ 
"there was no hopes of the money the person returned to this Replyant with the Bond 
,:and related what had passed and then went home And this Replyant saith that in 

~ 
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the Morning looking on the Bond he ffound on the Back thereof some Gentue writ~ 
ing which this Replyant could make nothing of, so taking it to a person that under
stood Gentues he ffound that instead of Pag". 50 he had Endorsed Pags. 150, which. 
sUl'prized this Replyant and Immediately this Replyant went to the Defendant and 
acquainted him thereof saying " you gave me leave to send the Bond to Sattanee 
" Tripoly for to get the sum yon owe me who promised to pay ps, 50 and Endorse it. 
" but instead of pa 50 he haR Endorsed ps. 150 at this the Defendant grew angry: 
" and said what is it to me see you that, and make it up as you can, you must be
e' Answerable to me for it, afterward this Repliant and the person that carried the
Bond went to Sattanee Tripoly and said to him, you have done a villainous Action. 
by Endorsing pa. 150 instead of B.s. 50 which you promised to pay but have not,. 
Tripoly Swore point blank he had paid this Replyant pa. 150 which the Defendant. 
hearing of, a Quarrell Ensued Between this Repliant and the Defendant who made 8i.

Complaint to Audeapa and Vencata Swamme who sent a Companys Peon to ffetch. 
this Replyant and Sattane Tripoly who Mitigated the Affair thus, Sattanee Tripoly 
says he has paId you ps. 150 you deny it, still" you two can agree you must make
" some satisfaction to Govinda Chitty. This Replyant denied to comply herewith, 
" then Audepah say'd it is Nothing but Justice that the Defendant should have some
" recompense for his Bond therefore do you make a Bond for ps. 143 payable to
" Govinda Chitty which with the Ps. 57 he owes you will just make up the amount of 
" his Bond Pags: 200, and when SattaneeTripoly and you have made up matters, Get 
~e Sattanee Tripoly to Draw up a ffresh Bond payable to Govinda Chitty for Ps. 20(} 
" and bring the same to me And I will see you paid your Pagodas 57 and see that you 
" have your Bond of Pagodas 143 returned you Audeapa's proposal this Replyant to
make all things Easy complied with, and then made his Complaint to Thomas Eyre 
Esqr. against Sattanee Tripoly who sent for him and Inquired into the matter and 
appointed the next Morning to make an End of it, but the next Morning Sattanee 
Tripoly (through ffear and dread) in the presence of three persons made a ffresh 
Bond to Govinda Chitty in the same manner as the former which he Delivered to
this Replyant saying he was sorry for what he had done, and that if the same had 
come before the Justices he should have been punished, after this, this Replyant 
carried the Bond to Audeapah and Vencaty Swamme and desired them to get his 
Pagodas 57 as also the Bond for Pagodas 143 Audeapa sayd get the Bond sigp.ed 
by Coia Mahamud and then you shall have your money and Bond Coja Mahamud 
being then in the Town hall Cockhouse both this Replyant and Sattannee Tripolv went 
to hiin and desired him to Sign to the Bond but he refused, by reason the Defendant. 
Govinda Chitty advised him to the Contrary and also advised Sattane Tripoly to' 
leave this place by reason he was not ab!e to pay the Debt and as he had a Bond 
from this Replyant He (the Deft.) thouglit himself secure as he Imagined he could 
come upon this Replyant for the debt and this Replyant saith that the Deft. being 
Indebted to this Replt. in the sum of pa. 57 and being unwilling or unable to pay it 
has occasioned those debates and Troubles. 

AND this Repliant is ready to averr maintain and prove the same· as- this 
Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays as in and by this Replyants Bill he 
had already prayed. 

10th • July 1744. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Replyant. 

THE REJOINDER of Govinda Chitty to the Reply
cation of Trevenbelum Pandarum. 

THIS DEFENDANT Saving and reserving to himself now and at all times here
after all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the many Errors 
Uncertainties, Untruths & Imperfections in the said Replycation contained saith 
lllat this Defts. Answer is certain Trup and Sufficient in the Law to be Replied unto. 
and he ffurther saith. . 

1745-22,A, 
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THAT the Complainant has ffiled his Replycation with Notorious ffalsitys and 
which this Defendant does not in the least doubt but to make plain and Obvious to 
.this Honourable Court by undeniable Proofs and as one Instance towards the same 
begs leave to annext hereto Translate of an Agreement given by one Nellana to 
Padda Nague son of Moortie Naigue bearing date the 13 day of May Anno Domini 
1744 by which together with such Proofs this Defendt . can give to Support the same, 
it is humbly presumed it will clearly appear to this Honble Court That the Com
.plainant has had recourse to unwarrantable practices in order to Support and carry 
him ~hro' the affair now depending. 

"HlS Defendant thinking it needless to trouble this Honble Court with a Long 
-and Tedious Rejoinder by particularizing on the many ffalsitys set forth in the 
Complainants Replycation. Further saith as in and by his said Answer he hath 

-already say'd and doth and will averr and maintain all and every thing and things 
therein to be true and certain in such manner and fform as they and every of them 
.are therein alledged and Expressed. 

ROBERT SLOPER 
Attorney for the Defendt . 

TRANSLATE of an Agreement given by Nellana 
the Scavengers Conicoply to Peddanaigue, son 
of Moortee "Naigue Dated this 13th . day of May 
Anno Domini 1744_ 

WHEREAS Peddanaigues Son of Moortee Naigue.l:1 has de~d a Bond to my Care 
which he received from Trevenbalum Pandaram I hereby oblige myself to retain 
the same in my Possession, until such time as they, the said Peddanaigues and 
Pandarum shall meet before me and mutually agree for the Delivery thereof. I 
likewise hereby acknowldge to have in my Possession the Bond Pandarum has 
.given Peddanaigue for Twnety Pags. having promised Peddanaigue that sum as a 
present in Case he gains his Cause agt . Govinda Chitty, which Bond I hereby pro
mise to deliver up when Judgment shall be given in ffavor of Pandarum, as also 
to deliver the discharge Pandarum has given Paddanaigue, now in my Oustody, if 
.connecapa will declare the witness is sufficient. 

drawn and signed by NELLANA. 
TRANSLATED from a Cadjan say'd to be the Original, as near as it will admit. 

lOth. April 1744. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr • 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honble Court your Orator Govinda 
Chitty Merchant and Inhabitant of Madras having had sundry dealings with one Tre
venbelum Pandarum also Inhabitant of this place, By which means the said Treven
belum Pandarum became Indebted to your Orator the sum of ps. 143 and for which 
sum the said Trevenbalum Pandarum did give to your Orator one Cadjan Note or 
Writing Obligatory under his Hand Bearing date the 19th . day of August which was 
in -the year of our Lord 1743 thereby Obliging himsell to pay the same to your 
Orator on demand with Interest thereon at the rate of Nine" Cent, Annum 
Translate of said note or Bond is hereunto annexed for the Inspection of this Honour
able Court, Original of which is in the Possession of your Orator. 

AND your Orator shews that he has frequently in the most ffriendly -manner 
.demanded payment of the same from the .said Trevenbelum Pandarum but has often 
been put off with ffrivolous Excuses, till at last the said Trevenbelum Pandarum il\ 



Pleadings in the Mayor's Court, 1745 

«"der to Intimidate your Orator and shift off if possible from Answering your Ora-
tors Just demand. Filed a Bill in this Honourable Oourt against your Orator for ps~ 
57 your Orator thereunto has made Answer, referrence thereunto being had will 
more fully Inform this Honourable Oourt the several Proceedings of the said Tre
venbelum Pandarum and your Orator ffurther shews, that the said Trevembelum 
.Pand~ absolutely refuse to give your Orator any manner of Satisfaction in the 
preIIDsses. 

To the End therefore that the said Trevenbelum Pandarum may upon his Oor
poral Oath True and perfect answer make to all and every the matters aforesaid as 
fully truly and Effectually to all Intents and purposses as if the same was here again 
repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to Discharge his said Obligation to your 
-Orator by paying the Principal and Interest that is or may become due thereon and 
that your Orator may have such further and other Relief in the premisses as may 
be Agreeable to Equity and Good Oonscience. 

ROBT. SLOPER 
Att!l. for the Complainant. 

19th • August 1743. 
I TREVENBELUM PANDARUM do hereby acknowledge to have Borrowed and 

'Received of Govinda Chitty Son of Polliata Chitty the Sum of 143 Pagodas Current 
-of Madras which sum I promise to pay on demand with Interest at Nine 'W Oent. 

WITNESS. 
Vencata Swamme. 
Vencata Kistnama . 

TREVENBELUM PANDARUM. 

. Drawn by Monnelly Ohinatomby. 
TRANSLATED from a Oadjan said to be the Orig1• 

JOSEPH GITHIN, 
Exam". 

THE ANSWER of Trevenbelum Pandarum Defendant to the 
Bill of Oomplainant of Govinda Ohitty. 

THIS DEFENDANT saving to himself all Benefit of Exception to the Errors and 
"Imperfections in the said Bill contained for Answer thereunto or unto so much there-
· of as he this Defendant is advised materially doth concern him this Defendant to make 
Answer unto He this Defendant Answereth and Saith. 

That he admits it to be true that he did give the Oomplainant a Bond for the 
· sum of PS. 143 But this Defendant did never receive any v~luable Oonsideration for 
the same and how this Defendant came to give the Oomplainant such a Bond, shall 
hereafter be set forth The Oo~plt did Mortge to this Defendant one Bond for 
Pagodas 200 due and payable from Sattanee Tripoly to the Oomplainant for the sum 

'of Pagodas 57 which Bond the Oomplainant promised to take up in Two months time
and that time being Expired and this Defendant making a Demand of his money the 

-Oomplainant said if you will let me have the Bond I will see and procure you your 
money and upon the Oomplainants giving this Defendant good Security for his Money 

· this Defendant did Give the Oomplainant his Bond. But the Oomplainant not being 
able to raise any money on the Bond brought it back again and delivered to this De-

· fendant and this Defendant saith that by the liberty of the Complainant he did send 
the said Bond to Sattane Tripoly and requested him to pay to this Defendant the Pago
das 57 due from the Oomplainant and Indorse the same on the back of the Bond. Sat· 
tanee Tripoly said that he would pay Pagodas 50 and taking the Bond did instead of 

· Indorsing 50 put down One hundred and Fifty which this Defendant discovering Im
. mediatelv acquainted the Oomplainant thereof who sayd he had nothing to Say to 
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it for the Bond was Mortgaged to him and that he must make it Good then this De-, 
fendant went to Sattanee Tripoly and Challenged him with his Knavery and after
wards the Complainant went and made a Complaint to Audeapah who sent for Sat
tanee Tripoly and this Deft, And upon Examining them Tripoly Swore point Blank. 
that he had paid this Defendt , ps. 150 which he had Endorsed on the Back of the 
Bond upon Saying of which Audeapah said to this Defendant you must make Govind~. 
Chitty some satisfaction for his Bond therefore until you can make it up without 
Trippoly do you Give Govinda Chitty a Bond for Pags, 143 which by Discounting 
the 1;>, 57 that he owes you Just makes up the amount of his Bond of Pas, 200 due 
from~Tripoly, And this Defendant saith that by the perswasions of Audeapah he did. 
Give the Complainant a Bond for ps, 143 afterwards this Defendant made Complaint 
to Mr, Eyres against Tripoly by which ll!eans this Defendant got a ffresh Bond from 
Tripoly for ps, 200 in the same manner as former and Carried the same to Audeapah 
who sent for the Complainant to come and take his Bond and to pay this Deft, his 
Pagodas 57 and to deliver him up his Note for Pags, 143 which the Complainant pro
mised to do, but as yet never has performed And this Defendant saith that he is
no ways Indebted to the Complainant but that the Complainant now stands Indebted 
to this Defendant in the sum of ps, 50 ready money lent and also upon Bond ps. 143, 

ALL which Matters and things this Defendant is ready to Averr maintain and 
prove the same as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays to be hence· 
dismissed, with his reasonable Costs and Charges in this Behalf most Wrongfully' 
sustained, 

10th, July 1744, 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Atty. for the Defendant. 

THE REPLYCATION of Govinda Chitty Complainant to the
Answer of Trevenbelum Pandarum Defendant. 

THE said Replyant Saving to himself all Advantages of Exception to the Incer
tainties Untruths and Insufficiencies of the Defendants said Answer for Replycation. 
thereunto saith That all and singular the matters and things in this Replyants said 
Bill Contained are true as the same are therein set forth and alleged and that the . 
Answer of the said Defendant to the said Bill is very untrue Imperfect and Insuffi
cient to be replied unto; For that this Replyant saith the Defendant has performed 
and made up such an Answer as he thought might best Suit his purpose without the 
least regard to Truth, and then has the Presumption to Swear to the same but this. 
will be no matter of Sp.rprize when this Honourable Court shall be Informed of the· 
Practices made use of by the Defendant to Cover and Screen his Vile and Wicked 
practices. This Replyant therefore thinks it needless to Trouble this Honourable· 
court with a Reply as long as the Defendants Answer, But in a word to say, the 
ffoundation of the said answer is Layed in Equity and without doubt the Structure· 
raised from it, tho' ever so Artfully Complied or put together must ffall when Truth. 
appears. ' 

AND this Defendant is ready to Averr Maintain and prove the same as this. 
Hoiible Court shall award and humbly prays as in and by his said Bill pe hath already -
prayed. 

REJOINJlER GENERAL. 
ROBT = SLOPER 

,r Attorney for the Complainant. 

INTERROGAT'ORIES to be administred to sucn
Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and Exa
mined on the part and Behalf of the Complainant- . 
in a certain Cause wherein one Trevembelum· 
Pandarum is Complainant and one Govind~·· 
Chitty is Defendant 
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To V ANCATY SWAMME, ANGRIAH and CHINNA WOODUNDEE Imprimis Do you 
know the parties Complainant and D~fendant in this Cause if yea. how . long h~ve 

-you so known them or either and which of them and do you know anything relating 
to the present dispute if yea set forth (by Virtue of the Oath you are under) all you 
know Concerning the present dispute with the manner how it came to your Knowl
-~dge also how long have you known it Declare. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
AttoY. for the Complt . 

. MAYORS COURT AT 
.MADRASPATNAM. 

BETWEEN Trevenbelum Pandarum Complainant 
and Govinda Chitty Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
-this Cow·t as follows. 

VENCATA SWAMME of Madras Dubash aged 38 years or thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on the 20th• 

--day of May 1745 shewn at the Office of Mr. Robert Sloper Attorney for the Defen ... 
-<lant by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode of the said 
Vencate Swamme and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined De
poseth as ffollows. 

-ffirst. To the ffirst Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
-Complainant 6 years and the Defendant 10 years or thereabouts. 

second. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith in regard to the 
matter in Dispute That the Defendant having Mortgaged a Bond given him by Sat
tane Tripoly for 200 Pagodas to the Complainant for 57 Pas, he the Complainant per-

· mitted the said Sattanee Tripoly to Endorse on the Bond 150 Pagodas of which the 
Defendant being Informed was going to Complain thereof to the Late Governour 
Benyon but was Intercepted by this Deponent at the Complainants request and En
treated to make the Matter up which was then adjusted by the Complainants giving 
a Bond for 143 Pagodas which sum with the 57 Pagodas the Complainant had lent 
the Defendant made up the Amount of Satanee Tripoly's Bond above mentioned, 
he ffurther saith it was then agreed between the partys that if the Complainant could 

· .get a ffresh Bond of Sattanee his Bond for 143 Pagodas should be returned him and 
· more saith not to this 'or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

VANCATEE SWAMMEE. 

ANGRIA of Madras Painter aged 56 Years or thereabouts being produ<..:d as a 
· Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being Sworn 
· and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the ffirst Inte;ry this, Deponent saith That he hath known the Com
plainant Ten years and the Defendant ffour years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this D.eponent saith That. on his demanding 
· the- Sum of 25 Pagodas of the Defendant he bemg Indebted To this Deponent in that 
'. Sum the Defendant replied he had no money But if this Deponent could recover of 
Sattane~ Tripoly th~ money he <?wed him on a Bond wh!ch was then Mortgaged to the 
Complamant he mIght repay himself and the Complamant and return him the Re-

· mainder whereon this Deponent went Immediately for the Bond which he ffound in 
the hands of one Naindu who requested that this Deponent would return the Bond 

-to him again which he did after he had attempted in vain to recover the Contents and 
..more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

ANGRIA. 
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INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such Witnesses as shall be
produced Sworn & Examined on behalf of the Complainant in a cer
tain Cause wherein one Govinda Chitty of Fort St. George Merchant. 
is Complainant and Trevenbelum Pandarum of the said place is De': 
fendant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis do you know the parties Complainant and 
Defendant in this Cause or either and which of them and how long have you known 
them or either and which of them Declare. 

£d. To VENCATEE SWAMMEE, VERRAPERMAUL and PEDDA NAIGUE Look at the 
Bond now shewn you at this the time of your Examination marked R. S. read the 
same and declare what Knowi you have thereof, for what sum it is Given, and to
whom given by, and what Account was it given, you are also desired to set forth 
the particulars of all you know Concerning a Bond. formerly given by one Tripoly 
to the now CompTainant for Pagodas 200 whose hands the same fell into and by 
what means, what practices have been since used with such Bond how far the now 
Defenda.nt Trevenbelum Pandarum hath been Privy to, aiding or assisting in such 
practices, as also how far he hath been Interested in such Transactions. Know Yea of
any Reward being given and who gave and received the same, how it was discover
ed, what Excuses the Defendant made on such discovery, how the matters were-
afterwards made up and before whom, as also, upon what Terms. Is this Bond now 
shewn him marked R. S. any part of such Concession, or Agreement betwixt the 
.,parties what did the Defendant say at the time of Giving this Bond sued for, to he 
the sum of Pags. 143 Declare. 

3d . To PEDDANAIGUE by himself Do you remember any Overtures of reward or 
Consideration being made by or to any person if Yea who made such offers, to whom 
.were they made, and what Earnest thereof was Given, where is it lodged, and wh~ 
:was it lodged and when was it to be given see the Cadjan now shewn you at this the-
time of your Examin;' marked R. S. NO.2 and set forth the particula~ of what you 
know concerning it. 

4th. To HENRY DEVEIL Did one Tripoly ever in his life time apply to you to· 
go to Mr. Eyres in his Behalf if Yea what was you Desired to sayan the Occasion 
and what Answer did you receive from Mr. Eyre concerning the parties with Tripoly 
to you about the now Defendant declare. 

6th • To GOSSAM LABBEE Did the Defendant ever request any ffavour of you. 
if yea what did he desire you to do for him did you Comply with his Request If Nay
your reasons for not Complying, did you hear him or Any other person mention 
ought about the present dispute if yea set forth all you know, all you have heard, 
and all you do Believe, with the reasons of such your Knowledge or belief declare. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES do you know any other matter or thing that may be of
service to the Complainant in this Cause. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

ROBERT SLOPER, 
~tty. for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN Govinda Chitty Complaint. 
and 

Trevenbelum Pandarum' Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses taken by and before the Examr. in this Court as

follows. 
VENCATA SWAMMEE of Madras Dubash a~ed 38 years or thereabouts being pro 

ducpd as a Witness in this Callse on the nart of the Complainant was on the 20th . day 
of May 1745 shewn at the Office of M-. Wm o:Dumbleton Attorney for the Defendant· 



Pieading8 in£he r.Jayor's Court, 171.6 .111 

'by Connccapa who left a Note of the Dame Title aed place (.f abode of the said Ven
cata Swammee and afterwards on the same day being Sworn :md Examined Deposeth 
as follows. 

1st. To the ffirst Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the
Complainant 10 years and the Defendant six years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that the Bond marked 
R. S. shewn him now at this his Examination is given by the Defendant to the Com
plainant for 143 Pagodas on Account of some ill practices used with a Bond given 
by Sattane Tripoly to the Complt. For 200 Pagodas the particulars of which are 
as follows. The Complainant having Mortgaged the said Bond of Satane Tripoly to, 
the Defendant for 57 Pagodas The Defendant permitted Sattane Tripoly to Endorse 
on the back 150 Pagodas of which the Complainant being Informed was Going t<>
Complain thereof to the late Governor Benyon but was Intercepted by this Deponent 
at the Defendants request and Intreated to make the we up which was then adjusted 
by the Defendants giving the Bond now shewn for 143 Pagodas which sum with 
the 57 Pas. the Defendant had lent the Complainant made up the Amount of Satane
Tripolys Bond above mentioned he further saith it was then agreed between the
partys that if. the Defendant could get a ffresh Bond of Satane Tripoly his Bond for 
143 PS. should be returned him but the Defendant Neglected to procure it, This De
ponent knows not of any reward being offered by or to any other person on anT 
account or can further say to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

VENCATA SWAMME. 

VEERAPERMAITL of Madras Dubash aged 25 years or thereabouts being produced 
as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as ffollows. 

1st. To the ffirst Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Coin
_.plainant and Defendant ffour years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saitli. that he heard the Bond now
shewn him marked R. S. was given by the Defendant to the Complainant for an 
140 Page. on an account of an Endorsement on Satana Tripolys Bond for 200 pa. 
which the Complainant had Motgaged to him he further saith that he heard Satana 
Tripoly say the Defendant brought his Bond as above to him, and that he had En
dorsed of the Bond PS. 150 or thereabouts for which he sayd he had Satisfied the
Defendant But mentioned not in what shape. This Dept. further saith That the 
Complainant having heard of th(> Transactions (but cannot say by whom) demanded 
hack his Bond so Endorsed saying he was ready to Clear off the Mortgage whereon 
thE" matter was made up before Vancatee Swammee by the Defendants giving the
above Bond for an 143 Pagodas and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

V EERAPERMAUL~ 

PEDDE NAIGUE of Madras Petty Merchant aged 31 years or thereabouts being
produced as a Witne!'!s in this. CaJISe on the par~,of the (1~mplaina~t and afterwards 
b~ing sworn and Examined D.eposeth as follows. ,,'.. 

1st. To the fir~t Interrogatory this D~p.onent saith that hEl hath known the· 
Complainant 8 years and the Defendant '.ren.years or lh.ereabouts.. . 

2cJ.. To the second Interrogatory this, Deponent saith that the Bond now' 
sliewn him markea R.S. Wl1-S given by the Defendant to. the Complainant for 143 
Pagodas on account ·of· some, ill.practic~s.used. with a Bond given by Satanee . TripQly 
to tb~ rnmplt. for 200 Pagc:VIllS. Th~. particulars of which are as follows. . 

1745-23 
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.. The said Satane Tripoly being Indebted to the Complainant in the sum of: 200 
·Pagodas gave him a Bond for the payment thereof, The Oomplainant afterwards be
ing streigthned for money borrowed the Sum of :) 7 Pagodas of the Defendant on Mort
.gage of the said Bond of Satane Tripolys, after that the said Satanee Tripoly came with 
the Defendant to this Deponents house one Evening and ordered this Deponent -to 
hring.a Lamp and an Iron Pen when the Defendant gave Satana Tripoly .his Bond for 
200 Pagodas which the Complainant had mortgaged to the Defendant as above and Sat
tane Tripoly Endorsed thereon in two places the several sums of ps. 80 odd and 60 odd; 
·TheIl~Satana Tripoly departed and as he was Going out said he would send the Defend
.ant tlie ffirewood to the amount of 27 ffanams he had promised and the Defendant 
ord~red this Deponent to go with Satana Tripoly and bring 10 ps. which he would give 
him but Satanee Tripoly having no money by him gave this Deponent a Gold sash to 
pledge which he did and gave the Defendant the 10 Pagodas he received thereon 
ten days after this Deponent went to the Defendant and asked him how he could be 
Guilty of so base an Action with Satane Tripoly and that if the Complainant should 
come to the Knowledge of it they must Expect to loose their Ears and this Deponent 
being privy to the Act must hope for the same ffate. The Defendant thereon drew 
a ffresh Bond in Imitation of that the Complainant had Mortgaged to him as near as 
he could and carried it to Gossam Labbee to sign he being a Witness to the Original 
"Bond endorsed as above. But he refused to set his name thereto because the Com
plainant was not present, wl1ereon this Deponent fearing the Event discovered the 
whole practice himself to the Complainant who Immediately went with an Intent to 
Complain of tEe Villany to the late Governour Benyon but was prevented by Vancate 
Swamme who advised him to make it up telling him he would inevitably ruin the 
-parties concerned and immediately sent for the Defendant who when he came pros
trated himself at the Complainants ffeet confessed he had Committed an Error and 
hegged for mercy; The matter was then made up before Vancate Swammeby the 
Defendants giving the Complainant the Bond now shewn for Pagodas 143 which with 
the sum the Complainant hal lent the Complainant made up the amount of the Bond 
Endorsed as above and more saith not to this Interrogatory. To the third inte-;'ry 
this Deponent saith that he the Defendant made overtures of Reward to this Depo
nent which follows; The Defendant delivered 3 Cadjans into the hands of one Nellana 
Chitty Vizt. one containing a Bond payable to this Deponent for 20 Pa.godas one 
Containing a discharge of the sum of 19 Pags. this Deponent and the Defendant and 
the: third a Certificate to clear this Deponent of having beeu Concerned .in the en
dorsement of. Satane Tripolys Bond mortgaged to Defendant by the Complainant as 
above. . That these three Cadjans were to Continue in the said 'Nellana's Custody 
till the Cause was decided when if it happened in the Defendants ffavour· he was to 
deliver them to this Deponent he further saith that the Cadjan now shewn him mark
ed R.S. No.2 contains Nellana's acknowledgment· of the Receipts of the afore
said Cadjans as also thereby obliged himself to Deliver them up on the decision of 
the Cause as above and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory, 

JOSEPH GITWN 
Ezamr • 

PEDDA NAGUE. 

HENRY DEVEIL of Fort St, George Mercliant a~ed 32 years or therenbouts hein~ 
"produced as a Witness in ihis Cau~e on the part of the CO:qJ.plainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as foIls. . .. . .. 

1st. To the ffirst Inte'i-ry this Deponent .saitli Thathe hath known the C~m-
plalnant 3 Years and the Defen~ant P. years or thereabouts. . 

. 4th. To the-ffourth Interry this Deponent saith ihat lie remembers ·one Tri-
-poly a Conicoply did. some time before his departure apply. to him to go to Mr. Eyres 
to.exv1ain an ~ffair to hiJ?by which he the said . Tripoly was. indan~er ~f .being In
lured as he saId by a TrIck of Pandarum Trevenbelum whIch he thus Explamed. 
ire desired this Deponent to acquaint Mr. Eyre that he the said .Tripoly, stood Il!deb,t
~a to Govinda Chitty the now CompIt. on a Bond That the s::l.1d Govmda bemg In 
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'Necessity mortgaged the said Bond to Trevenbelum .Pandarum tbat PandarUIQ. 
brought the Bond to Tripoly and pretended to have purchased his Bond of ~ovinda 
and offered to let Tripoly Endorse of the Bond a large Sum for a small Consideratioll. 
Tripoly believing Pandarum had bought the Bond did pay him a small sum an,9 was. 
permitted to Endorse of Pags. 143 to the best uf this Deponents remembranc~but 
Govinda who was the Proprietor of the Bond ha"ing got Notice of thes~ Tr.ansac
tions made a Complaint and Pandarum finding no way to shun being brought to' 
Justice tore the Endorsement of the Bond and that being also discovered he· called 
Govinda before Vancata Swamme and other heads of the Inhabitants and after many 
Intreati~s desired to take the Old Bond he had suffered to be Enaorsed upon himself 
and to make the said Govinda amends gave him a new Bond for as much money as. 
the Old Bond contained deducting what he had already lent upon it when Mortgaged. 
This is what this Deponent was desired to relate to Mr, Eyre who answered that both 
Pandarum and Tripoly deserved to loose their Ears for that he believed Tripoly was. 
privy to the Transactions and knew the Bond was only Mortgaged and not purchased 
as pretended which Tripoly denied and more saith not to this or the last Interroga
tory. 

HENRY DEVEIL'. 

J O$EPH GITHlN 
, ; 

GOSSAM LABBEE of Madras Merchant aged 27 years or thereabouts being'Pro~ 
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards. 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known ihe-
CQmplainant and Defendant 3 years or thereabouts. -, " 

5th. To the ffifth Inteiry this Deponent saith that the Defendant did'request" 
of him to Witness a Copy of a Bond given by Satane Tripoly to the Complainant for 
Two hundred Pagodas which this Deponent hadsigneil to as a WitneSS,. telling this
Deponent that the Original Bond was lost and that the Bond he then broug~t was. 
drawn by Nellanah who drew the Original as also that Satana Tripoly who. ~aveit. 
was present but this Deponent refused to Witness the said Copy without the- Com:' 
plainants Approbation arid more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. . 

JosEPH GITBIN 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAlI. 

TuESDAY the 24th. day of September A.D. 1745 Between 
Trevenb:lum Pa.ndarum of Madras Inhabitant Compi4inant 
and GOVlnda"Chitty of the" same place Merchant Defendant 

" and "" 
Between G6vinda Chitty of Madras Merchant Comp'l~iilant 
and Trevembelum Pandarum of the same place, Inhahitant 
Defendant. ' 

THESE CAUSES coming on this day to be heard and debated before this.'b~urt 
i~ the presence of the partys and of their Attorneys on both sides. On hearing- the 
B1ll of Trevenbelum Pandarum, The answer of Govinda Chitty The Replvcation 
The .Rejoin~er wi~h Translate of an Am-eement thereto annext: ' Th~ Cross Rill (If· 
GOVlnda ChItty WIth Translate of a Cadi an Bond under the Original Complainants 
h:md dated the 19 August 1743 thereto annext tnp- Cross answer of Trevembelum 
P:lndarum th: Replycation and Rejoind~r also the Proofs tak~n in thf>~e Causes read 
an<1 on ExammatIOn of the "matters in these Causes what was a l1~nae(l on either sidE:'-

1745-23A 
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.and due Consideration had thereon This Court doth therefore think fit to order and 
Decree and doth accordingly order and Decree that the Original Bill of Trevenbelum 
Pandarum do stand dismissed out of this Court and that the Cross Defendant Treven-
belum Pandarum do pay unto the Cross Complainant Govinda Chitty the full and 
just sum of 143 Pagodas Current of Madras being the principal money of the Before 
mentioned bond together with such Interest after the rate of 8 :~ Cent 'W Annum 
.as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and Also 
the Costs of both suits. 

7 th• May 1745. 

PER CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr • 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COUR't 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth to this Honourable Court your Orator Joseph de 
Cunha D Essa Merchant at present residing in Madras, that your Orator did Espouse 
the Daughter of one Fransisco Gonsalves late of Madras but deceased and your 
Orator shews it was Stipulated and agreed betwixt your Orator and the said Gon
.salves, that your Orator should receive as a Dowry with his said Espouse the full and 
just sum of Pagodas 1000 Current of Madras that sum having been also given with 
.his other daughter but for as much as the said Gonsalves did alledge this monev was 
.abroad and therefore he could not immediately spare the whole he therefore paid 
your Orator at the time of Marriage only 750 !>s. & the remaining sum of 250 PS. 
yoUr Orator was giving to understand it should be forth coming soon after But 
the said Gonsalves departing this life his last Will and Testament proved in this 
Honble Court sets forth that he the Deceased did will vour Orators wife should 
receive the sum of 1000 PagOS. to the end she might not murmur at having less than 
her Eldest sister or words to that Effect. 
. By which paragraph as well as what passed at the time of Marriage your Orator 
.always understood he was to receive 1000 ps. at one time or other but instead of that 
lium the dc~ed and his Executor together hath only paid your Orator 910 Pagodas 
deducting 90 Pagdas or 12" Ct. under a Clause in the said Will that, that sum is 
.accounted for by batty on Trivelloor Pagodas. . 

BUT your Orator begs leave to shew that pretence cannot hold good because 
Your Orators Contract of Marriage was after those Pagodas were cryed down by the 
Governour and Council of this place, after which all manner of Contracts what
ever is understood to be in the Current Pagodas, Unless particularly mentioned 
to the contrary in any Bargain or Contract as by the Order hereunto annext appears 
so that your Orator prays the Judgment of this Honourable Court, whether the De
ceased's Estate shall pay the Deficiency or your Orators said ffortune when the de
ceased himself in his will allows of 1000 Pagodas and your Orator has received only 
910 Fa. 

To the end therefore that the said Executor by name Don Jeronimo may upon 
his Corporal Oath true and perfect Answer make as also that the deceaseds Widuw 
.and lawfull Heirs be also Summoned to set forth and say Jointly or Separately why 
he or they have not paid the deceaseds debt before his Trust is delivered up accord
ing to the Tenour of all Wills and that the said Widow and Heiress by name Mano~la 
de Souza Rodoallis, with the said Executor do ansW.er all the Matters aforesaid as 
fully truly and, effectually to all Intents and. purposses as if the ~ame were here a~.lin 
repeated and Interrogated and that the saId Executor and HeIress or one of them 
be decreed to pay your Orator the l!I!tid difference of 90 ps. Current of Madras and 
therefore your Orator may have such further and other relief in the premisses as 
may be agreeabl~ to Efluity :mtl r,ooll (1')ns ·.ience.· . , :. . 

HENRY DEVEIL 
~tttorney for the' r.omplaindnt. 
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EXTRACT of an order of the President and Council of Fort St. George bearing 
· {}ate and affixed at the Gates of the Town the 9th • April 17 4l. 

• ORDERED by the presdnt and Council that no· other Pagodas than such as are 
coined in the Honourable Companys Mint of 80 Touch shall from hence forth be 

· deemed the Current money of this place and all Contracts made for Current money 
shall be understood to btl due and payable in the said Pagodas of 80 Touch, and 
none other Provided that this order shall not hinder any of the Merchants or others 
from making their Bargains or Contracts for any other moneys which they may 
think most for their Interest but if the particular money is not Specified at the 
making such Bargains or Contracts it shall be understood that the payment was 
intended to be made in the said Pagodas of 80 Touch coined in the Companys Mint. 

A. true Copy. 
Witness 

.TNo, SAVAGE. Sectll. 

11th. June 1745. THE JOINT Answer of Jeronimo de Ita Executor 
to the last Will and Testament of Francisco Gon-
salves de~ed and of Manoela de Sousa Rodoalho 
widow and Heiress to the said Francisco Gon
salves to the Bill of Complaint of Joseph da 
Cunha D Essa. 

THESE Defendants now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to them-
. selves all and all maIUler of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the manifold 
Errors Imperfections Incertaintys and Untruths in the said Bill Contained, for 
Answer thereunto or unto so much thereof as these Defendants are advised doth 
materially concern these Defendants to make Answer unto these Defendants answereth 
and saith. 

THAT the Complainant must be Erroneously deceived (might so favourable a 
· Term be given it) if he did not know the first Introduction of his Complaint was 

Notoriously false, when he says that it was Stipubted and agreed Between the said 
Francisco Gonsalves and the Complainant that he the Defendant should receive as 
a Dowry with his wife Christiana Daughter of the said Francisco Gonsalves the full 
& just Sum of 1000 Pagodas the Contrary of which will fully appear by The said 
Marriage Contract, made and signed by the said ffransiso [sic] Gonsalves deced and 
the Complainant and regularly witnessed by the Notary or Publick scrivener of the 
Roman Church Translate of which is hereunto annext for the Inspection of this 
Honourable [sic] and these Defendants pray the same may be admitted as part of 
these Defendants Answer which said Marriage Contract fully sets forth the marriaoE: 
Dowry agreed on to be no more than Pagodas 750. The same is also Confirmed in 
the last Will and Testament of the said Francisco Gonsalves to which these Defendants 
humbly referr and also beg leave to observe that it is therein mentioned that he the 
said Francisco Gonsalves does Will and bequeath the further sum of 160 Pagodas to 
his Daughter Christina and how the Complainant can offer to demand. or expect these 
Defendt8• to pay to him a larger sum than the said Francisco Gonsalves by his f.jtia 
Will has Bequeathed these Defendants are at a loss to account for therefore tllese 
Defendants humbly Submit it to the Consideration of this Honourable Court whether 
the Complainant has any right to demand or these Defendants are obliged by Law 
to pay any further sum to the Complainant then.is directed by the said Will. 

ALL which matter!! and things these Defendants are Ready to averr maintain 
· and prove the same as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays to hp 
hence dismissed with their reasonable Costs and Charges in this behalf most wrong-
. fully sustained. . 

ROB~. SLOPER ,-.. 

'A ttorney for the Dejendanta. 
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. ON the 15th, day of May in the year 1741 I Notary and Publick scrivener of the 
Roman Catholicks of this Town of Madraspatnam was sent for by ffrancisco Gonsalves~ 
Inhabitant of the place aforesaid who being present as also Joseph da Cunha D'E~sa 
He the'said ffransisco Gonsalves told me that his second Daughter by name Christina 
was contracted to be married to the said Joseph da Cunha D'Essa on the following,_ 
conditions, to wit, That his said Daughters portion was 600 Pagodas of Good ~nd' 
Current of this place and 150 ps. in Jewells for her Use all which the said Francisco, 
Gonsalves promised to Exhibit on her Marriage And the said Francisco Gonsalves 
furt~er saith that in Case his said Daughter should die (which God forbid) without 
having any Children the said Joseph Da Cunha D'Esa should be obliged to return' 
one Moiety of the portion he receives as it appears by this Writing in faith of their' 
being thus Uontracted in the presence "of the Revd-. ffather the Judge. "rhe Con
tracting parties together with the said Judge signed these presents and I Notary and 
puolick S~rivener signed it also after my usual manner the same day and Year firs', 
above wrItten. 

FR. THOMAS CAP M"'AP. 
FRco. DE SQR". PEIXOTO. 

" Pllblick Scrit'ener. 

TRANSLATED from the Originai. 

FRANCO. GONSALVES. 
JOSEPH DE CUNHA D ESSA. 

NOAH CASAMAJOR. 

RECEIVED the full amount of the Contract on either side Vizt. 189 Pagodas in, 
Jewells and in Good and Current money 561 which make togr. the sum of 75()" 
Pagodas this 13th• June Anno Domini 1741. 

JOSEPH DA CUNHA D'EssA. 
TRANSLATED from the Original. 

18th , June 1745, 

NOAH CASAMAJOR. 

THE REPLICATION of Joseph da Cunha D'Essa .. 
to the answer of J erunimo de Ita and Manoela' 
de Souza Rodoalho. ' 

THIS REPLYANT now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to himself' 
all and all manner of Benefit arid advantage of Exception to the manifold Errors 
Incertainties and Untruths in the Defendants said Answer for Replication there-, 
unto saith that all,and singular the said matters and things in this Repliants bill ~ 
contained are true as the same are therein alledged and that the answer of tlJ.e said ~ 
Defendants to the said Bill, is very evasive Imperfect and Insufficient to be'replied: 
unto and this Repliants also saith. , ' ' , 

,THAT the Defendants avoid answering the most material matter on which 
this Complainant [sic] is founded, this Replyant referrs to the Testators last Will ' 
and urges that in defence of his present Claim the Defendants in Answer preferrs the, 
malTiage Contract Alledging that because it is drawn for 750 Pas~ ,that this Replyant = 

is intitled to no more, this Contract is already allowed of in .the Bill of Complaint. 
hl.lt this Replyants Claim is cliiefly supported by the deceased's last Will which says to ~ 
this Effect Vizt. Cf I declare to have two Daughters ,pne Joana and the other Christina,. 
&< I married Joana to Robert Stringfellow and gave her a 1000 ps. dowry I, als{} ~ 
&< married Christina to .Toana da Cunha d'Essa ~nd gaye her 750 Pago.das after her 
&< Marriage when no bulse seaI'd Pagodas Cir.tulated as they did at the time we 
c, contracted the Marriage but the S~ar Pagodas which is l2" Oent bette~ then ~ 
.. Bulsed Pagodas and amounted to 90 Pagodas." . " ' , 

THis Replvant begs the Notice of this Honourable Court that the'Tes't~tM 'by' 
the foregoing Paragraph would have it nnderstond tn thi!; RpplyantR prejl1dice that 
the Sealed .buls~ Pagodas passed Current at the Contraf't of Marriage which is false· 
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for they were Cried down before the Contract of marriage and none but Star Pago-
-das then Current for the Star Pagodas wa~ _ Current the 26 April 1741 N .S. and 
this Replyants Contract of Marriage bearing date 15th • May 1741 which is.a ~onth 
after the Star Pagodas were made Contract and to 'shew that the Testator dId mtend 
this Repliant 1000 Pags. tis observable he says in his Will that he gives the further 

-sum of Pags . 160 that she (meaning this Replyants Wife} should not Murmur at her 
-Sisters had more than her. ' 

IF then the Testator intended this Replyants Wife should have equal with her 
~ister, ,'tis plain she mm!t have 1000 Pagodas or otherwise the intent of,the Testator 
is not fulfilled, by this Replyants having been paid 90 Pagodas less than 1000 ,pe. 

Ar,L wmch matters and things this Repliant is ready to aver maintain and prove 
,all this Honourable Court shall Direct and humbly prays as in and by his said Bill is 
already prayed. 

REJOINDER GENL, 

:MAYORS COURT AT 
.lIADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIJ, ' 
A tty, for tIle Replyanr. 

TUESDAY the 1st. day of October Anno Domini 
1745 Between Joseph da Cunha D' Essa of 
Madras Merchant Complainant and Jeronimo de 
Ita Executor of the last Will and Testament of 
Francisco 9-onsalves late of the sam~ place Mer
chant deceased, and Manoela'de Souza Rodoalho 
Widow to and Residuary Legatee 'of the'said 
Francisco Gonsalves, of the same place' also 
Defendants. ' 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day tobe heard and Debated before this Court in 
"the' presence of the Attorneys on both sides, On hearing the Complainants Bill with 
an Extract of an Order of the President _and Council thereto annext The Defendants 
-joint Answer with Translate of the-Complainants Marriage -Contract and of a Receipt 
for his Wife's fortune thereto annext The Replycation The Rejoinder and the last 

-Will alld Testament of Francisco Gonsalves deceased as far as relates to' the matters 
-in di~pute r.ead, and on Exa~inati~n of the matter~ in this Cause what was alledged 
''On eIther SIde and due ConSIderation thereon ThIS Deponent doth therefore think 
fit to order & decree, and doth accordingly Order aDd decree -that the Defendant 
Manoela de Souza Rodoalho do pay unto the Complainant the full and just sum of 

..pa. 90 Current of Madras (so much appearing to be due to the Complainant ,to make 
up the Sum of 1000 PS.) which sum it appears to this Court that the Testator Fran

, cisco Gonsalves intended to make up to his Daughter Wife to the Oomplainant by 
t.i~ said Will and also the Costs of this Suit, and that the Comp'its Bill do stano dis
anissed as to Don Jeronimo de Ita. 

:, CUR 

NOAH CASAYAJOR 
Reg'". 
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To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS
PATNAK, 

THE HUMBLE Petition of Fenwick Golightly 

THAT your Petitioner being Informed that the Office of an Attorney of this. 
Honourable Court is become Vacant by the death of Mr, Henry Deveil humbly prays 
to be admitted to fill the said Vacancy In which Office your Petitioner will behave 
dilig.ently and ffaithfully to the satisfaction he hopes of this Hofible Court and as in 
duty Bound shall ever pray &c, 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM, 

WILLIAM DUMBI,ETON 
A tty, for the Petr , 

TuESDAY the 22d, day of October Anno Domini 
1745, 

THE Petitioner Fenwick Golightly is admitted and Sworn an Attorney of this· 
Court, 

27th , Augt , 1745, 

'ill CUR 
N OAR CASAMAJOR 

Regr , 

To THE lIONBLE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS-
PATNAM, 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this Honourable Court Your Orator Robert 
Sloper Merchant of Madras That one Tomby Chitty Merchant and Inhabitant also . 
of Madras being in want of Money did apply himself to Mrs, Ann Crawford for the 
Loan thereof who complying with his request he the said Tomby Chitty did sign and 
Give unto the said Mrs, Ann Crawford onc Promissory Note for 800 Pagodas Current 
money of Madras payable with Interest at 8'1J? Cent·'iJ? Annum on demand as ., 
Copy of said note hereunto annexed will appear the Original being in your Orators 
Custody ready to produce as this Honourable Court shall please to direct in part of 
which as 'ill Endorsements on the said Note, Tomby Chitty hath paid'in part Pags, 90, 
so that the Principal due on the said Note in Pas, 710 which in Sterling money of . 

8 

Oreat Britain accompting each Pagoda 8 amounts to £.284 or thereabouts the Pro
perty of which Note (by his Marriage with the said Mrs. Ann Crawford) is now become 
your Orators by Virtue of which Right your Orator hath often and that in the most 
ffriendly manner demanded payment of the said debt from the said Tomby Chitty, 

BUT now so it is May it please this Hofible Court the said Tomby Chitty wilfully 
and Obstinately refuses to give your Orator any mannE'r of Satisfaction Your Orator 
therefore prays a Gent, Relief in the Premisses such as to this Honourable Court 
shnll appear agreeable to Equity and good conscience Is the End .of the Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
AUll: Jor the Complainant, 

FORT ST: GEORGE 3D • DECR , 1743, 
LToMBY CHITTY do hereby acknowlE'dge to have Borrowed and received of . 

Mrs., Crawford the sum of 800 ps. Current of Madras which I promise to pay on· 
<1enland with Interest at the rate of 8 W CentiQ Annum Witness my hand, 

PagS , 800 

WITNESS 
ROB'f, Sr..OP~B, 

Signed by 
TOMBY CHITTY in Gentues. 
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TUESDAY the 22d. dav of October Anno Domini 
1745 Between Robert Sloper Husband to . Ann. 
Crawford of Madras Merchant Complainant and 
Tomby Chitty of the same place also Merchant 
Defendt . 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill, with Copy of a Bond under the Defendants
hand for Pagodas 800 dated the 3d . December 1743 thereto annext read and it 
appearing to this Court that the Defendant hath been served with the regular process 
to answer the Complainants Bill but wilfully and ob::tinately refusing so to do, on 
due Consideration had this Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and 
doth accordingly order and Decree That the Defendant do pay unto the Complt. the 
full and just Sum of 710 ps. Current of Madras being the residlie of the principal 
money of the before mentioned Bond, Together with such Interest after the rate ot 
Eight 1P Oent 'iJ? Annum, as now is or shall hereafter oecome due on the said Bond, 
until full payment is made and also the Oosts of this Suit, the Complainant having
made Oath to the truth of his Demand. 

22d. October 1745. 

''iJ? CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr • 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT
AT MAnRASPATNAll, 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Nel
lapen Inhabitant of Madras that one Arralapen also Living and residing in this placlt 
being in want of money applied to your Orator for the loan thereof upon which. 
your Orator did advance and lend to the full and just Sum of 94 ps, Current of 
Madras to secure the Re:t>ayment of the same with Interest thereon at the rate or 
8 i,W Cent i9 Annum he the said Arralapen did sign and Give unto your Oratol' 
one Cadjan Note or Obligation bearing date the 18th • day of June 1744 thereby' 
Obliging himself to pay the Principal and Interest that might be due thereon th~ 
30th , of March next ensuing the date of said Obliga Translate whereof is. 
hereunto annext for the Inspection <;>f tliis Hon~ble Court and which your Orator 
prays may be admitted as part of this your Orators Bill of Complaint and your' 
Orator shews that he has often in the most ffriendly manner applied to the said 
Aralappen to discharge his debt to your Orator But now so it is May it please this, 
Honourable Court the said Aralappen refuses to give your Oror any manner of 
Satisfaction in the premises. To the End therefore that the said Aralappen may 
upon his Corporal Oath true and perfect Answer make to all and singular the matters 
and things aforesaid as fully and truly to all intents and purposes as if the same were
here again repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay your Orator the full 
Principal and Interest that may become due on the said obligation and that your
Orator may have such further and other relief as shall be agreeable to Equity and 
Good conscience. 

ROB'1'. SLOPER 
. AttY. for the Complt. 

1745-24 
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18th • June 1744 Pondicherry. 

I ARALAPEN of Madras do hereby acknowledge to have borrowed and received 
of Nellapun Son of Tomapulla the sum of 94 ps. Current of Madras which sum I 
~romise to pay on the 30th . of March next with Interest at Twelve iW Cent. 

WITNESS 
Chande Woodundee. 
~irlaapen . 

.drawn by Raguain of Pondicherry. 

ARRALAPEN. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Origl. 

'Mayors Court at 
:lfadraspatnam 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr• 

TuESDAY the 29 day of Deer. Anno Domini 1745 Between 
Nellapen of Madras Inhabitant Complainant and Arralapen 
of the same place also Defendant. 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill with '.translate of a Cadjan Bond under the 
Defendants hand dated the 18 June 1744 for ps. 94 thereto ann ext read the Defend
ant appeared in Oourt and acknowledged the Execution of the before said Bond 
and the Justness of the Complainants demand and on due Consideration had this 
..court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and 
Decree that the Defendant do pay unto the Complainant the full and just Sum of 
Nine~y four Pagodas Current of Madras being the principal money of the before 
mentIOned Bond together with such Interest after the rate of 8 . W Cent. W Annum 
as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and also 
the Oosts of tIlls Suit. 

.l)th. March 1744. 

'W CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Heft· 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT 
AT MAnRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY OOMPLCINING sheweth to this Honourable Court your Oratrix Colun
.aiche widow residing in Madras, That Your Oratrix had formerly a demand upon 
Devoroy Modelare, and this Honoble Court Decreed your Oratrix the sum of 200 
and odd Pagodas, which your Oratrix accordingly received, but during the pr-ose
-cution of this Suit, one Choureapen a Mallabar Christain made your Oratrix an 
-offer of his service to assist her through the Business of the Honble the Mayors 
-Court. the same time Intimidating your Oratrix with a Number of Difficulties in 
recovery of the said money all edging he would Conduct your Oratrix through the 
-IIame successively, but as a Consideration for the same your Oratrix must submit to 
-give him Pas. 40 and as Security for the same your Ora~rix was forthwith desired 
to give a Bond for the same, your Oratrix being but an Ignorant Woman and a 
:stranger to the Relief she was Intitled to, consented to give the said Bond which is 
since paid but not taken up, and your Oratrix shews that in the Issue of the said 
Dause the said Chourapen received (to be Employed at Interest) 209 ps. the 
money so Decreed your Oratrix and for the same your Oratrix did demand a Bond 
but the said Chourapen did artfully Impose upon your Oratrix's Ignorance by pre
tending your Ora~rix having Children they might be sometime or other induced to 
steal away the saId Bond and make Demand of the money and therefore in Confi
-dence of his ffriendship the said money would be safer without a Bond. Your 
Oratrix for a long time continued to receive the Interest of the said money, but at 
length the said Chourapen denies to be any longer indebted to your Oratrix on any; 
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Account but pretends he has paid the whole at times in the Interest received, and, 
likewise adds the aforesaid Bond of 40 Pagodas. upon which your Oratrix applied 
to her Padrey the Revd.Father Severin who ordered Seven Arbitrators to Examine 
and determine the Accounts they have accordingly adjusted the same on both sides 
and awarded your Oratrix a Ballance of ps, 92. 31. 40 which carrys Interest from 
the date thereof whicfi he refuses to payor the principal, though the Arbitrators
have given him Credit for the said 40 Pas. which your Oratrix thinks a little too
hard Unless tlie said Choureapan can make his Services appear to this Honourable 
Court a full and Valueable Consideration for the deducting of that Sum or other
wise your Oratrix Iiumbly conceive~ she hath a Title to Demand restitution of that 
sum, or such part thereof as to this Honourable Court shall seem reasonable and
Just, as also your Oratrix's 40 Pagoda Bond may he delivered up to be Cancelled, 
and that your Oratrix may have such General Relief in the premisses as may be
agreeable to Equity and Good Conscience Is the End of the Bill. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
'Atty. for the Complt. 

TRANSLATE of an Award made by the under written and' 
directed to the Revd • Padre Severene dated this 24th. day or 
January Anno Domini 1745. 

To the Reverend Padre Severene. 
WE the under written appointed by you to adjust the dispute between Choura

pen and Collundiche have Revd• sir in pursuance to your Order ex7tied into the Ac
counts Bonds and Proofs on both sides and do :find that Colundiche has received 
in part of his 209 Pags. which he deposited in Chourapens Custody the sum of 
76. 4. 40 as also is Indebted to Chourapen on Bond in the sum of 40 Pagodas 
the whole Amounting to 116. 4. 40. We therefore have ordered and do award, 
that Chourapen pay Colundiche the Ballance being 92. 31. 40. This is our 
Determination or Award. 

SIGNED 
CHAUNDEAPEN. 
MOODU. 
QUONDAPEN. 
ACHARAPEN. 
PREASASUMS Mark. 
CHOUREAPEN _ 
CHOVERY MOOTu, 

TRANSLATED from a paper Writing said to be the Original. 

'9th April 1745 .• 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

THE ANSWER of Chopurapan of Madras Merchant Defend
ant to the Bill of Oomplainant Collundiche of the same
place Complainant. 

- THIS DEFENDANT now and at al) times hereafter saving and reserving to him-
self all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the many Errors
Incertainties Insufficiences and Untruths in the said Bill contained for Answer
thereunto or unto so much thereof as this Defendant is advised materially concern
eth him this Defendant to answer unto he this Defendant Answereth and for Answer
saith. 

THAT that part of the said Bill which Charges this Deft. with usincr Intimidat
ing Arguments to prevail on her to employ him in the Management of her affaIrs. 
is intirely false, as is also that part of the said Bill that says this Replyant demanded 
40 Pagodas for his Trouble and that this Defendant had received that sum, so like
wise is that part of the Bill false that says this Defendant received Pagodas 209 to 
be employed at Interest, By what means this Defendant became employed in the 
Complainants affairs, on what account he received the 40 Pagodas and to what End 
the two hundred and nine Pags. was lodged with this Defendant, with the manner-

1745-24A. 
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.how that sum was disposed off will fully appear in the true state of this Defendants 

.(Jase, which he presumes to lay before this Honourable Court in manner following 
Vizt. The Complainant being in want of money applied to this Defendant request
ing the loan of 40 Pagodas, this Defendant refused. to lend her that sum without 
.some dispute or Mortgage the Complainant say'd I have nothing to give for Secu
rity but the Bill of Sale of my House and a Bond of Deveroy Modelares those I will 
.make over to you by a Mortgage Bond if you approve of that Security. This De
fendant accepted the Proposal lent the sum required, and received the premisses 
in ¥ortgage as will appear by a Translate of the said Mortgage Bond hereunto 
.annexed bearing date the 22d. day of September in the year 1733 numbred 2 to 
which this Defendant referrs as part of this his Answer, when the said Mortgaged 
premisses had remained with this Defendant about two years this Defendant de
manded payment of the money lent thereon, the Complt. said she had no money to • 
.discharge the Mortgage then this Defendant told her he would sell her house and 
pay himself agreeable to the Tenour of the Mortgage Bond, but the Complainant 
by Tears and entreaties prevailed on this Defendant to desist from so doing and 
begged him to take in hand the management of the Suit she was going to Commence 
.against Devoroy Moodelare on the Bond this Defendant had in Mortgage, and as 
soon as the money on the said Bond could be recovered this Defendant should be 
pai.d his full demand Principal and Interest, and also be satisfied for his Trouble in 
Management of the said Suit, if he would undertake it, this Defendant declined hav
ing any concern in the said suit unless the Complt. would sign an Agreement to him 
before Padre Thomas, to which the Complainant agreed and accordingly signed an 
Jigreement whereby she empowered this Defendant as her Attorney to Act for her 
in the said suit against Devoroy Moodelare as will appear by a Translate of said 
Agreement hereunto annexed bearing date the 11th. day of August in the year 1735 
Numbred 3 to which this Defendant referrs as part of his answer this Defendant 
;being thus empowered made applycation to Mr. fforbes, then an Attorney of this 
Honourable Court requesting him to take the said Suit in hand; upon which Mr, 
Forbes demanded his Accustomary ffee; to which demand this Defendant answered 
that his Client was a poor Woman, and could not advance him his Fee, but he would 
undertake to see him paid at the end of the Suit 40 Pags. if he Succeeded and ob
tain'ed a Judgment in fl'avour of the Complainant. Mr. fl'orbes relying upon this 
Defendants promise prosecuted the case at his own Expence, this Defendant from 
time to time attending of him to give him the necessary Instructions to proceed by 
.during the space of two Years at the end of which time a Judgment was given in 
favour of the Complt. for ps. 209 which sum by Virtue of the power invested in 
him by the Instrument No. 3 this Defendant received some short time after this 
'Transaction the Complainants sons being in want of 20 re. applied to their mother 
for the loan, but she apprehending she should never be paid if she lent that sum 
pleaded inability but said to them there is my ffriend Chourapean can lend you 
that sum I will request him so to do accordg1y. she applied to this Defendant order
ing him to l~t her sons have 20 ps. of her money on giving this. Defendant their 
-:Bond, but not to let them know the money belonged to her; accordingly on her 
sons Application to this Defendant, this Defendant lent them 20 ps. for which 
'Sum they gave their Bond as will appear by the Translate thereof Number four 
bearing date the 3d . day of February in the year 1737/8 annexed, and referred to 
JiS a part of this Defendants Answer Nellamootain the Complainants youngest son 
being in want of a further sum of 3 Pas. desired his Mother to procure it him and 
he would give security hereupon the Complainant ordered this Defendant to let 
him have that sum on giving security accordingly on Nellamootins Applycation this 
Defendant lent him Three Pagodas, and Nellamootain Deposited to secure Repay
ment a Bill of Sale of a house which still remains with this Defendant who is ready 
to render the same to the Complainant to whom he has Tendred that and the 20 re. 
Bond, but the Complainant always pretended to be so well satisfied with this Defend
ants Management that she waived taking them desiring they might remain with 
this Defendant as being safer than if she had them herself how the other part of 
the 209 Pagodas was disposed off and the Accounts Ballanced will fully appear by' 
the following .Account Current to which this Defendant referrs. 



!)B. COLLANDICHE 

To Cash paid Mr. Forbes 40 By Cash received of Deveroy Moodelare by Virtue 
To Do. distributed in Charity 5 of a Decree of Court and your order . . . 209 

To Do. paid Chourapan the Principal of his 
Bond 40 

To Do. paid Do. Int. on the above sum 14 
To Do. paid Do. for his trouble in the Manage-

ment of your Affairs two years 15 
To Do. paid Molleapan &c. as ~ their Bond ... 20 
To Do. paid Nellamootain on a Mortgage 3 
To Do. paid yourself at sundry times being the 
Ballance 72 

Pagodas 209 - -

ERRORS EXCEPTED 

'1J? CHOUREAPEN. 

N.B. This Account was settled in the year 174~. 

Pagodas 209 - -



'190 Records of Fort St. George 

which Account Ourrent this Defendant prays may be admitted as part of this Defen
dants Answer, every Transactions therein contained having passed the approbation_ 
of the Oomplainant before it was transacted in the year 1742, when this Defendant 
had Olos'd the Oomplainants account as before set forth this Defendant desired the 
Complainant would take her sons Securities and give this Defendant a Release the 
Complainant desired her sons Securities might remain where they were, but say'd 
for this Defendants satisfaction she would sign a Release to him accordingly on the 
12 day of July in the year 1742 the Complainant gave this Defendant a Release or 
Gen~raJ discharge as will appear by a Translate thereof N°.5 for the Inspection of 
this Honble Oourt herelmto annexed to which this Defendant referrs as a part of 
this his Answer in the foregoing recited posture things remained from July 1742 
till October in the year 1744 at which time the now Oomplainant without any Notice 
,:riven to this Defendant being spirited on and Instigated thereto by some of the 
Enemies of this Defendant, makes Complaint to the Reverend Padre Severene that. 
this Defendant had wrong'd her and desired him to do her Justice Padre Severene 
referred her to Padre Bernaud to whom she told her Tale, then this Deft. was sent 
for and Interrogated after hearing this Defendants request he advised both parties 
to have the matters in dispute referred to & decided by the Oast of Malabar Ohristians. 
to which this Defendant Consented and signed a penalty Bond to that End and purpose 
shortly after this Defendant heard the matter was going to be Decided by Seven 
people only of this, this Defendant Complained to the Padre and desired the whole
Cast might determine it, as there was most Probability of an Impartial award from 
them the Padre asked this Defendt. if he had any Objection to any of the persong.. 
Chosen this Deft. then objected to the following 4 Vizt. Moodu, Oheandeapen, 
Quondapen and Choureapen, the Padre then dismissed this Defendant with a pro
mise that the affair should be referred to the whole Oast about this time this Defend
ant was afflicted with a Bloody Flux which Oonfined this Defendant to his house 
for some time where this Defendant remained in daily Expectation of being sent for 
to be Interrogated by the Arbitrators concerning this matter but this Defendant 
never heard a word about an award till he was summoned before this Honourable 
Court to answer the Oomplainants Bill, when by a Copy of the award this Defend
ant receiver from the Register he finds the said Award to be made by seven people 
only contrary to t~e Intent and meaning of this Deft, in his Penalty Bond and ffour 
of them 7 People Objected to by this Defendant against which award this Defen~
ant doth protest as megal and what this Deft, is no way bound to abide. by thus this. 
Defendant hopes he has sufficiently answered the Bill of Complaint. 

All which matters and things this Defendt . is ready to averr maintain & prove
and humbly prays to be hence dismissed with reasonable Oosts in this behalf most· 
wrongfully Sustained. 

22 September 1733 Madraspatnam. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Atty. for the Deft. 

I OOLUNDICHE OHEOGAPAUCUM OOLACORRONS Wife do hereby acknowledge to
have borrowed and received of Choureapan Moodelare son of Ohaundeapah Moode
lare the sum of 40 Pagods Current of Madras for securing the repayment of which 
sum with Int. at 8:~ Oent on third day of January next I Mortgage my house 
and the Bill of Sale together with Deverah Moodelares Bond and on default of such 
payment at the time above limitted the House is to be sold to discharge the PrincipaL 
with the Interest then due thereon. 

,WITNESS 
Obadashia Mootapernopel1a. 
Chaundeapa Moodelare. 

Drawn by Molleapan. 

COLACORRENS Mark. 
COLUNDICHES Mark. 

TRANSLATED from a Oadjan said to be the Original. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr 
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TRANSLATE of an Agreement given by Colundiche to Choure
apan dated this 11th. day of August Anno Domini 1735. 

WHEREAS heretofore I Colundiche Mortgaged my house and the Bill of Sale 
thereof Together with Deverah Moodelare's Bond to Choureapan before Padre Tho
.mas for 40 Pagodas Now I do hereby Give the said Choureapan full power to recover 
..and receive the Contents of the said Bond of Deverah Moodelare and to repay him
self the said sum of 40 Pagodas with Interest that may be due thereon as also what 
Charges he may be at in recovering the same but what remains after he is fully 

"satisfied he is to deliver to me. The above writting I am ready to acknowledge to 
be drawn by my approbation and direction before anyone the said Choureapen 
'shall require. 

"WITNESS 
Obadashia Mootapernopella. 
Chaundeapa Moodelare. 

"Drawn by Choureapen. 

COLACCORRENS Mark. 
COLUNDICHES Mark. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Orig1. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

3 February 1737/8. 
WE Molleapan and Nellamootain sons of Colaccorron do hereby acknowledge 

to have borrowed and received of Choureapan the sum of 20 Pagodas which sum 
-we promise to pay on Demand with Interest at 12 JW. Cent.W Annum. 

·WITNESS 

Padrue. 
Domingee. 

MOLLEAPANS Mark. 
NELLAMOOTAINS Mark. 

Drawn by Nanacorra Veeragua. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Origl. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr • 

5 July 1742 Madraspatnam. 

I COLUNDICHE Collacorons Wife do hereby discharge Choureapan of all Dues 
. .and Demands to the date hereof. 

. WITNESS 

Chundatree Moodelare. 
N ellatomby Moodelare. 

14th. May 1745. 

COLUNDICHE'S MARK • 

THE REPLYCATION of Collundiche Widow to the 
Answer of Choureapan of Madras Defendant. 

. SHE THIS REPLIANT now and at all times hereafter savidg and reserving to her. 
'self all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the manifold Errors 
Incertainties and Insufficiencies of the said Answer for Replycation thereunto 
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iaith that all and singular the mres and things in this Replyants Bill Contained are 
true, as the same is therein alledged and that the answer of the said Defendant t()-. 
the said Bill is Very untrue Imperfect and Insufficient to be replied unto and this. 
Replyant also saith. . 

THA'r this Repliant is a poor Ignorant Woman and Intrusted the Defendant with. 
the little all she had, this Replyant k:tl.ows nothing of Accounts nor did the Defend
ant ever pass any Account in the year 1742 as he pretends with this Replyant, this 
Replyant was Indeed a long while before she could find any Body that would In
struct her where she must apply for Justice, the Defendant objects to the award 
(as he pretends) because the whole Cast was to have been the Judges, and not the 
seven persons appointed, to which we.answer the Penalty Bond hereunto annext. 
makes mention only that each party should abide by the Arbitrators the Reverend 
Padrey should appoint, in the next place this Replyant humbly conceives that the 
whole Cast could not be got together' upon any Occasion, and that seven persons. 
may be thought as capable of Judging as 700; for in the Multiplicity of Voices arise 
Endless Cavils, As to the account produced by the Defendant he cannot support it, 
and this Replyant prays a better Explanation of such large Articles. However this, 
Replyant will shew the Court how the Arbitrators Judged of the Defta. Account 
what they admitted and what they rejected Vizt. 

No.1. To Cash paid Mr, 
Forbes •. •. 1'a. 40 

S. To Do. in Charity i 
.i. To Do, paid himse 40 
4. To Do, paid Do. 14 
6. To Do. for the 

Care of her Affairs. 15 
6. To Do. for MalE.'clI-

pons bond 20 
7. To Do. 7 
8. To Do. said t.o be 

Received 72 

PJ.lowed by Arbitrators pa. 25 
Allowed by Do. 5 
Allowed .40 

- Rejected by the Arbitrators 

Rejected by Do. 

A.Uowcd 
Allowed 

20 
3 

23 9 

..,... 

Allowed only 
The Award is for 92 31 4() 

Pagodas ... g09 - - [sic] PAGS •••• 209 31 40 

UPON Inquiry of the several Arbitrators, this was the way they made out their 
Award against the Defendants Account and tho' this Replyant neither sues for nor 
desires more then the Award vet she this Replyant by advice hath just Cause to 
Arraign the Judgment of the arbitrators, for even giving the Defendant what is 
allowed in the above account Because upon very good Inquiry the Defendant never 
Bupported or fairly made out anyone Article before them. and this Replyant hopes 
the Equity of this Honourable Court will make the Defendt . open that Article No.1 
said to be give Mr, fforbes, the decree being in this Repliants favour, and all the 
Oosts recovered of the other party what Title then had Mr. Forbes to 40 Pagodas or 
what Authority had the Defendant to pay it. 

Another article No. 3 of 40 Pagodas said to be paid himself on a Bond given 
by this Replyant this is the very article set forth and made part of the Complaint 
in the Replyants Bill where we acquaint this Honourable Court the Defendant first 
makes this Repliant a Bond of 40 Pagodas and there pays himself that sum for' 
Transacting her affairs in Court, ffor this Repliant defys the Defendant to shew any 
.:lther way that sum became his due and yet notwithstanding he charges No, 5 for 
t.js Trouble 15 ps. which the Arbitrators rejected under a Belief he was not Intitled 
to that Sum as to all the other Articles this Replyant leaves it to the Consideration 
.of this Honourable Court, but in the mean time humbly prays the Replyant may open 
every Article into particulars and support such particulars in the Issue of this Cause
er that they may not be allowed him. 
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. .A...~D this Repliant saith as in and by·hissaid Bill sh&hath all'e~Qysaid and will' 
averr maintain and prove the same as this Honourable Court shall Direct and Jwmbly. 
prays as in and by his said Bill is already praYf.'d. 

HENRY'DEVEIL 
Attorney f()T the Repliant. 

TRANSLATE of a Penalty Bond given before on~. 
of the Reverend Padre of the French Church/. 
dated this 20th • day. of October Anno· Domini. 
1744. 

WHEREAS We Colundiche and Choureapan had a dispute about a discharge' 
dra.wn Between us by one Annapen and applied to Bernaud one of the Revd . Padres' 
of'the French Church who appointed Arbitrators to determine the same W ~ .there
fore hereby oblige ourselves to stand by their Decision on penalty of £!orfeIt.mg. 6(); 
Fa. to the ffrench Church & 60 PS. to the Honourable Company. ThIs Obligatlon' 
we here give in the presence of the said Padre Bernaud. 

Drawn by Choury Mootu. 

CHOUREAPAN. 
COLUNDICHE'S Mark. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Origl . 

25th • June 1745. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
ExamT • 

THE REJOINDER of Choureapan of Madras Defen:
dant to the Repln. of Collundiche of the same 
place Replyant. 

THE said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to him
self all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the many Errors in 
the said Replyca. likewise to the Uncertainties and Insufficiencys thereof saith that. 
all and singular the matters and things in this DeftB. Answer are certain true and, 
sufficient in the Law to be replied unto And this Defendant further saith. 

THAT the Replyant begins with a plea of Ignorance in. accounts in order as this. 
Defendant conceives to render her own Act and Deed in the accounts she has passed 
to this Defendant, but this Defendant conceives as the Ignorance of a Law is n~ 
Excuse for a Breach of it, the Repliants Ignorance of Accounts shall not Invalidate 
her hand Writing in passing them (as to her being an Ignorant woman who Trusted 
her little all to the management of this Defendant) as he pleads to move compassion 
(this Deft. saith she hath had a Just Account of what she Entrusted to his Manage
ment in this Defendants Answer under Oath, and alI that is therein specified to have 
been done by this Defendant in her affairs was done with her Approbation and Con. 
sent) This Defendant prays this Honourable Courts patience while he relates some 
passages relating to the discharge annext to thi~ Defendants answer (of which dis
charge the Repliant pleads Ignorance) as follows Vizt. When the Reverend Padre 
Bernard at the Replyants request sent for this Defendant and recommended him to 
Arbitration for the Decision of the present dispute this Defendant praved the said 
Reverend Padre to enquire into the validity of the said discharge, the said Reverend 
P~dre asked this Deft. of whom he must enquire upon which this Defendant.told 
him the ~er.son who drew the ~aid discharge and was present at the signing of i~ 
was a ChrIstIan Inhabt . of PondlCherry, and if he would please to write to any Padre 
there he might easily be Informed of the Truth at this Defendants request the said 
Revel. Padre wrote to a Padre at Pondicherrv concerning this affair who returned an 
Answer to the following P~rport Vizt. I have had the man you pointed out to me, 
named Annapah, I swore hIm to make true anflwer to mv Questions I then Inter
" rogaterl him what he knew concerning the written Instrument yo~ mentioned to-
4' me, he answered that being in Madras in the year 1742 he happned j~ C:Jmpany 

1745 ___ 25 
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. '~ with Choureapan and Collundiche they talked sometime about Accounts, and both 
".~ partys seemed in Harmony one with. the other, and both requested him to draw a 
... Writing in nature of a Genl . Release or discharge of all accounts to be given by 
.H Collundiche to Choureapan he says he did so, and when he had so done, read it to 
" Collundiche and explained its Nature and Tendancy and then she signed it willingly 
~, in his presence and delivered it to Choureapan, this is all he knows." Now may 
it please this Honourable· Court this Letter is in the Po~sion of the said Reverend 
Padre Bernaud, which letter may be of service to this Defendants Cause. there
lore this Deft. prays this Hofible Court will be pleased to request the said Revd • 
Padre to lodge it in this Hofible Court for this Defendant apprehends he shall not 
be able to get the aforesaid Annapah to Madras to Examine him, he being in employ 
.at Pondicherry, and. this· Defendant not in Circumstances to bear his Expences and 
p.ay for his loss of time and this Defendant further saith that this Defendant never 
.signed the Penalty Bond to abide by Arbitration now produced by the Complainant 
therefore this Defendant prays the said Penalty Bond may be produced and lodged 
;with the Regr • of this Honourable Court and this Defendant hopes if the Complai
nant do not prove it to be signed by this Defendant this Deft. shall not be fIound to 
a.bide by the award made in consequence thereof What the Replyant urges as a 
reason for appointing seven Arbitrators only Vizt. That the Cast could not be got 
together is fIalse and absurd for this Defendant being a Malabar Christian his Cast 
are to be called together in two or three hours upon notice from their Padre that 
Business wants them, they not being Confined to time or place. as your Pagan Casts 
.:are, nay more they were all together when this Defendant signed the Penalty Bond 
to abide by their award, and therefore no person can Legally without Infringement 
·of the known laws of this Defendant cast take upon them to appoint a Committee 
to decide any point in question that hath once been Recommended tQ the care of 
the whole Cast, for which reasons this Defendant doth protest against the award 
now produced and the proceedings of the makers thereof relating thereto, This 
Defendant is a little at a loss to know what the Replyant means by desiring this 
Defendant to open and Explain nay and prove every Article of his Account if she 
means explain how it was disposed of it is fully done in this Defendants Answer and 
therefore it is absurd to ask for the _ same thing again the Article N°. 3 of Forty 
Pagodas was money lent the Repliant for which she Mortgaged her House Bill of 
Sale & a Bond of Deveroys had the money not been lent what occasion was there 
for a Mortgage had it been for assisting the Repliant in recovering her money from· 
Deveroy would not Possion of Deveroys Bond have been sufficient Security as the 
-money was to Circulate through this Defts. hands, certainly it would the 15 Pagodas 
rejected by the Arbitrators this Defendant had for his Trouble in this Repliants 
:affairs the 14· ps. rejected by the Arbitrators this Defendant had for his Trouble in 
this Repliants affairs was Interest on the 40 lent the Replyant. Tis well worthy 
this Hono).lrable Court notice the concise method the Repliants Arbitrators have 
,iaken to plunder this Defendant under three heads entred in the Replyca. in the 
-lfollowing manner. . 

4. To Do. paid 1)0. 14 rejected 1J! arbitrators. 
5. To Do. ffor the care of her affairs 15 rejected. 
8. To Do. said to be received 72 allowed only 23.9. -. 

t· . 

THE reason this Defendant points out the foregoing Articles is, this Defendant 
never being asked one Question pro nor Con nor even Informed the time of the 
Arbitrators meetings, Whereas its usual in all Arbitrators to Enquire of the parties 
-concerned how they support their Accounts. 

ALL wE.ich matters and thin~s this Defendant is ready to 'A verI' Maintain and 
prove and hum~ly· prays as" in and by his answer he was already prayed. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

~tt!f. for the Defendant. 
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INTERROGATORIES to be Admimstred to such 
Witnesses as shall be Produced Sworn and Exa
mined on the part of the Complaint. in acerta~ 
Cause wherein Collandiche of fiort Saint George 
widow is Complainant and Choureapan of the: 
said place Merchant is Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS do you know the parties Complainant and Deft. in this Cause .or; 
either and which of them and how long have you known them or either and whlch 
of them Declare. 

2d. To MOOTAUPERNAH ALLIAS FRANCISCO Item do you know of any Bond 
given by the now Complainant to the Defendant. If yea why and for what wall 
that Bond given for what sum was it stipulated and what Consn. was paid or received 
be Exchanged for that Bond say all you know can be of Service to the Complainant 
in this. Cause Declare. . 

3d . To CHUNDEAPEN, MOODO NAIGUE, ATCHERAPAH, CHOUREMOOTA and CON¥~ 
PAH, Item Do you know the Oadjan now shewn you at the time of rour Examina .. 
tion marked HD N°, 1. what does it contain, who signed that Cadjan, wa~ it sign~d 
willingly or against the parties. Consent and what was the parties So signing to per
form did either party so signing produce any accounts and "(ho produced them and 
what was your Opinion of those ACCOlcl\s and your reason for. that. opinion was. fl!ly. 
accounts supported by Proofs what Articles in these Accounts did you admitt and 
which did you object to and your Reasons for so doing. 

·Do you know this Paper Writing now shewn you at the time of your Exam». 
marked HD what is the Contents thereof is your Name signed 'thereto what sum. is 
awarded and to whom which of the two parties made the· ffirst. Complaint to the 
Padre do you re~ber any Articles in the Defts. AcciB• that Charges 40 ps. said to 
be given to David Forbeess if yea how was that article proved or made clear to the 
Arbitrators what part of that sum was allowed by the Defendant and why was it 
allowed set forth your opinion at large of the Defendants Accounts in Genl. and 
whE'rein they appeared to you right or wrong Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney fOT the CompI'. 

BETWEEN Colundiche Complainant and Choureapan Defend
'ant, 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
this Court as follows. 

MOOTAURPERNAH alias Francisco of Madras Pad.re aged 60 years or there
abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainani 
was on the 3 day of July 174·5 shewn at the Office of Mr. Wm.Dumbleton, Attorney. 
for the Defenda!lt by Connecapa, w~o left a Note Of· the N arne Title and place of 
abode of the said Mootaurpernah and afterwards 'on the same day being sworD 
and Examined Deposeth as follows. .. . 

1 at. To the first Interry this Deponent saith Hlat he hatll known the Com
plainant 8 years and the Defendant 20.years or thereabouts. 

2d, To ihe second Interry this Deponent saith that 'lie knows a Bond was 
given by the Complainant to the Defendant for his Trouble in recovering the SUIll 

. of 120 ps, of Devoroy Moodelare which he owed the Complainant and more saitli 
not to this or the last Interry. 

'MoOTAPERNAH. : 
:JOSEPH GITHIN 

. Exam". 
1745-25A 
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CHANDEAP AN of Madras Conicoply to .. the French Church aged 34 years or 
• thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Com
l plainant and afterwards being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrythis Deponent saith that lie hath known the Complt. 
$ years & the Deft. 20 years or thereabouts. 

· 3d• To the third Interry this Deponent saith That he knows the Cadjan now 
, produced and shewn him marked HD N°. 1. That it is a Penalty Bond given by the 
Complainant and Defendant to the Arbitrators of which this Deponent was one 

, that tlie partys signed the Bond willingly and thereby obliged themselves to stand 
to the decision of the Arbitrators he further saith that the Defendant produced 
Accounts which the arbitrators suspected to be false because they were then 
-drawn and the Origina! Accounts Cancelled as also the date of one year was Intirely 
oOmitted that part of those accounts were supported by Proofs which were admitted 
Yizt. In the article of Sundry payments to the Complainant amounting to 93 ps. 

- oOnly 23 was allowed which the Complainant acknowledged the rest not being proved 
was deducted. In the article of 40 Ps. said to be made a present of to David Forbuss 
25pa. only was admitted because Mootaupernan declared he had heard the 
Defendant had given no more than 20 ps. to David Forbuss and 5 to his Dubash, 
5 ps. given for Charity 23 pa .. paid to' th~Complt!3 §on & Daughter and a Note for 

· [40 pa. for the Defts. Trouble were admitted. But Interest on the said Note amount
ing to 19 ps. was objected to, The Arbitrators not thinking it reasonable as it was 
a present to the Deft. The amount of what was admitted is 116 ps. and one" Eight 
'That a discharge produced by the Defendant was likewise set aside because the 
persons whose names were signed as Wit~E'sses declared they had no Knowledge 
thereof as also the person that drew the discharge named Annapan at Ponte cherry 
mentioned several things in his. answer to the Arbitrators Concerning the same 
'Which proved to be ffalse. This Deponent £further saith that the paper Writing now 

· shewn him marked HD No. 4 contains the Arbitrators award signed by this Depo
nent being one of them, wherein they have awarded that the Defendant do pay the 
Complainant the sum of 92 Pagodas and _~ths. due to her on Bal1ance of accounts 
rI'hat the Complainant made the first Complaint to their Padrv and more saith not 
to this' or the last Interry. To the last saith that the Compiainant afterwards on 
the Defendants refusing to pay the above sum Petitioned the Worshipful Sidney 
Fox!:\ll Esqr. Mayor about it who advised the Defendant to make it up That the Deft. 
tllen promised to pay the Complainant at one Pag: i'1Jl month and moresaith not. 

.JOSEPH GITHIN 
Ezamr• 

CHANDEAPEN . 

MOODU NAIGUE of Madras Merchant aged' 45 years or thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as ffollows. 

1st: To the ffirst Interry this Depont . saith that he hath. known the Com
plaint. two years and the Defendant 20 years or thereabouts. 

34 • To the third Interry. this Deponent saith that .the Cadjan now shewn him 
marked HD No.1 is a; Penalty Bond given by the ComplaiJ).ant and Defendant to 
this Dept. and the rest of the Arbitrators appointed to adjust the dispute Between 
them That the parties signed the Bond Willingly and' thereby obliged themselves 

" to stand to their deterInina. He further saith that the Deft. produced Accots. 
which the Arbitrators deemed Erroneous because they were then drawn and the 
Origl . Accounts Cancelled. That one or two of the A~cles were supported by 
Proofs and some allowed by the Complt. which were admitted, the parlars are as 
follows. The Amount of 23 ps. received by the Complt. the sum of 25 pa. a present 
to t.he Complts Attorney, 5 PS. given for Charity A note .of 40 ps. for the Defts. 
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:Wrouble and 23 Fa. paid to the Comp'tts relations the whole amounting to 116 Fe. 
r& one 8th. The rest of the A;cles were objected to not being proved a~ also a dis
charge the Deft. produced was set aside because the persons whose names were 
:signed as Witnesses to it declared they had no Knowledge thereof anQ likewise the 
person that drew the Discharge named Annapan residing at Pondicherry mentioned 
.several things in his Answer to the Arbitrators concerning the same which proved 
.to be ffalse. This Deponent furr . saith that the paper Writing now produced and 
.shewn him marked RD. No.4 is an Award signed by this Deponent that the sum 
·of 92 PS. and tths. is awarded to the Complainant who made the £first Complaint 
to the Padrey That there was an Article of 35 PS. said to be made a present of to 
David Forbuss and £five PS. to his Dubash In the Defendants Accounts but 25 !>B. 
only was allowed because one Mootaupernam say'd the Defendant had confessed 
to him that he had offered hut20 ps. to the said Attorney and the Complainant 
declared the Deft. had acknowledged to her that he had given no more then 25 PS . 
.and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

.JOSEPH GITIDN 

Examr• 

PAUPJA MooDu 

ATCHERAPA of Madras Head Boat Man aged 30 years or thereabouts being 
.produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
.being sworn and. Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the ffirst Interry this Depont . saith that he hath known the CompIt . 
. two years and the Defendant 6 years or thereabouts. 

3d • To the 3d . Int~rry~s Deponent saith that the Cadjan now shewn him 
marked RD. No •. 1 is a Penalty Bond given by the Complainant and the Deft. to 
the Arbitrators appointed to adjust the dispute between them that the partys signed 
the Bond willingly and thereby obliged themselves to stand to the Arbitrators award 
he further saith that the Defendant produced accounts which the Arbitrators sus
pected to be fraise because they are fresh drawn and the Original accounts 

'Cancelled That one or two of the ~~ticles were· supported by P~oofs. and some were 
allowed by the Complainant which were admitted. The particulars are as follows 

· The amount of 23 PS. re~ed by the Complainant the sum of 25 ps. said to be a 
present to the Complainants Attorney 5 ps. as given for Charity a Note of 40 PS. 

· a present for the Defts. trouble in managing her affairs & 23 ps. paid to. the 
· Com pits reins. the whole amountg. to 116 PS. and one Eighth the rest of the Arcles 
· were c;>bjected to not being proved as also a discharge the Defendant prodU(~ed. was 
· set aSIde because the persons whose names were signed as Witnesses to it declared 
· they had no knowledge and likewise the person that drew the discharge named 
Annapen at Pondicherry mentd• sevI, things in his Answer to the Arbitrators con

,cerning the same which proved to he ffalse. This. Deponent furr . saith that the 
Paper, Writing now produced and shewn him marked HD. No.4 in an award 
signed by this Deponent That the sum of 92.PS. and ttbs. is awarded to the Com-

· plainant who made the first Complaint to their Padrey That there was an: article of 
35 Pags. said to be made a present of to David Forbuss and 5 ps. to his Dubash in 

· . the. Defendants. accounts. but 25 ps. only was allowed because one. Mootapernanh 
i1eclared. he had heard the Defendant had . given, no more than 25 pa. and ~ore 

I •• saith.not to this or the last Inte;ry. . 

ATCHERAPA. 
· ...JOSEPH GITIDN . 
Ii .' '.j ,. 
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CHOVEREMOOTU of Madras, Butterman aged 38 ,years or thereabouts being: 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

ls6. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he hath known the· 
Complainant two years and the Defendant Six years or thereabouts. 

3d . To the third Interry this Deponent saith 'l'hat the Cadjan now shewn him. 
marked RD. NO.1 is a Penalty Bond given by the Complt. and Defend~nt to the 
Arb\trators appointed to adjust the difference between them that the partles signed: 
the 'Bond Willingly and thereby obliged themselves to submit to the Judgment of 
the Arbitrators. He ffurther saith that the Defendant produced accounts which. 
the Arbitrators deemed Erroneous because thev were ffresh drawn and the old 
Accounts cancelled That some of the Articles were supported by Proofs and 
severally allowed by the Complainant. The Articles admitted are 23 ps. r;ced by 
the Complainant 25 ps. said to be made a present to the Pits Attorney Mr. Forbes 
5 PS. given for Charity a Note of 40 ps. a present to the Deft. and 23 ps. paid to-
the Compits son and Dam the whole amounting to 116 ps. and one Eighth, The 
rest of the Articles were objected to not being proved as also a discharge the
Defendant produced was set aside because the persons whose names were signed 
thereto as Witnesses declared they had .no Knowledge thereof and likewise the
person that drew the discharge named Annapan at Pondicherry declared sevi . things. 
in his Letter to the Arbitrators Concerning the same which proved to be ffalseol 
This Deponent ffurther saith that the paper writing now produced and shewn him 
marked HD No.4 is an award signed by this Deponent that the sum of 92 PS. and 
~ths. is awarded to the Complainant who made the ffirst Complaint to their Padrey 
That there was an Article of 40 ps. said to be made a present of, to David Forbes· 
and his Dubash in the Defendants A.ccount but 25 ps. only was allowed because' 
one Moortaupernah declared he heard the Defendant had Given no 'more than-
25 PS. and more saith not to this or the last Interry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 

Examr • 

CHOUREMOOTE. 

QUONDAPA of Madras Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being produced 1 

as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards being' 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interry this Dept. saith that he hath Known the Comp: 
flive months & the Defendant he hath known 12 years or thereabouts. : 

3d• To the third Int;rry this Deponent saith that the Cadjan now shewn, 
him marked RD. No.4 is a Penalty Bond given by the Complainant and Defendant 
to the Arbitrators appointed to adjust the dispute Between them, That the parties. 
signed the Bond willingly and thereby Obliged themselves to the Judgment of the· 
Arbitrators He ffurther saith that the Defendant produced accounts which the 
Arbitrators suspected to be 1false Because they were fresh drawn and the OriginaJ:' 
Accounts Cancelled that some of the Artieles were supported by Proofs and several' 
allowed by the Complainant. The Arcies admitted are as follows 23 PS. reced by.' 
the Complainant 25 Page. presented to David Forbes, 5 ps. given for Charity ~ 
Note of 40 Page. a present to the Defendant and 23 ps. paid to the Complts .. 
Relations the whole amounting to 116 ps. 1 The rest of the articles were object~d 
to not being proved as also a discharge the Deft. produced was set aside because' 
the persons whose names were signed thereto as Witnesses declared they had no-
knowledge thereof and likewise the person that drew the Bond named Annapen:, 
a~ Pondicherry declared sevl . things in his Letter to the Arbitrators ,concerning' 
the. s.ame which proved to be false. This Deponent further saith that the papel!' 
Wntmg now shewn him marked RD. N°.4 is an award signed by this Deponen~ 
tha.t the sum of 92 PS. and seven eights is awarded to the Complainant who made'-
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.the first Complaint to their Padrey that there was an Article of 40 !>s. said to be 
.made a present of to DaVid Forbes and' his Dubash in the Defts~ Accounts but 25. 
Pas. only was allowed because one Mbotaupernah declared he heard the Defendant 
.had given no more than 25 !>s. and more saith not to this or the last lIiterry. 

. JOSEPH GITmN 
Examf'. 

9UONDAPEN . 

ADDITIONAL lIiterrogatorys to be administred 
to such Witnesses as shall be produced sworn 
and Examined on Behalf of the Complainant 
in a certain Cause wherein one Collindiche of 
Fort St. George Widow is Complainant and 
one Choureapan of said place Merchant is 
Defendant. 

. IMPRIMIS do you know the parties Complainant and Defendant in this Cause 
--or either and which of them and how long ,have you known them or either and 
~hich of them Declare. 

2d. To VEERAI'ERMAUL Item was . you or was you not Dubash formerly to 
j})avid Forbes deceased if yea say if you remember any present· made by or on 
behalf of the present Complainant if yea say what Sum was it as near as you can 
·remember that was so given Declare. 

3d • To JAMES CALVINEER Item Did the now Defendant ever apply to you 
·to Mitigate any matter or dispute if yea say what offers did he make towards 
Accomodating any Dispute say all you heard pass or spoken that any ways relates 

·.to the present dispute Declare. 

• 

'MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Atty. for the Complaint . 

BETWEEN Colundiche 
& Choureapan 

... Complainant 
... Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witness in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
.this Court as follows. 

PERMAUL of Madras Dubash aged 28 years or thereabouts being producea 
.as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on the 3d • dav of 
July 1745 shewn at the office of Mr. William Dumbleton Attorney for the Defend

::.ant by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode of the 
said Permaul and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth 

. -as follows. 

1st• To the first lIiterry this Deponent saith that lie Knows the parties Com
plainant and Defendant and hath so known them 12 years or thereabts• 

. Second. To the second lIite~ this Deponent saith that he was Dubash to 
David Forbes in his life time That his said Master was Attorney on behalf of the 

,.complainant against Devoroah Moodelare he further saith that he remembers the
<.Complainantand Defendant did make a present of 25 PS. lo his said Master and 
·-5·PI'. to this Deponent and more saith not to this or the last Interry. 

.. JOSEPH GITIDN 
Examf'. 

PERMAUI •. 
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.. JAMES OALVINEER of Madras Companys Servant· aged 40 'years or thereabouts:. 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part· of the Compla.inant· andl 

afterwards being sworn and· Examined Deposeth as follows.· 

1st. To the ffirst Interry this Deponent' saith that he hath known the Com: 
plainant 7 years and the Defendant one year or thereabouts. 

3d • To the third Interry this Deponent saith that the Defendant did apply,'" 
to him to Mitigate the payment of a sum awarded by the Arbitrators to the Com
plaintnt requesting that he might pay it off atone Pagoda 11j1 mO. and more saith-
not to this or the last Interry. 

J OSFPH GITHIN 
Examr • 

JAMES CALVINEER_ 

ADDITIONAL Interrogatorys to be administred 
to such Witnesses as shall be produced sworn 
and Examined in a certain Cause wherein one· 
Col:undiche of Fort St. George Widow is· 
Complaint. and one Choureapan or the said: 
place Merchant Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS do you know the parties Complainant and Defendants In: this Cause
or either and which of them and how long have you known them or either and whicli 
of them Declare. 

2d. To PREGASUM MOODELARE & CHOUREAPAN MOODELARE Item do Y0l1 
kno'" the paper Writing shewn you at the time of your Examination mark'd RD
if yea, who signed it, and what is the contents thereof do you know this Cad jan 
now shewn you also marked HD do you know the contents of it set forth all that 
hath passed at any time in your Hearing about the present Cause in dispute. 
betwixt the plaintiff and Defendant Declare. 

HENRY DEVE\L 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

llttorney for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN Colundiche Complainant and Chou
reap en Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in' 
this Court as follows. . 

PREGASUM Modelare of Madras Head Boatman aged 40 years or thereabouts· 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and was 
on the 31st . day of July 1745 shewn at the office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton Attorney 
for the Defendant by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place or
abode of the said Pregasum Moodelare and afterwards on the same day being' 
Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1 at. To the ffirst Interry this Deponent saith that he hath 'known the Com-
plainant one year and the Defendant 5 years or thereabouts. . 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that the Paper Writing now 
shewn him at this his Examination marked HD No.4 is an award signed by this De-· 
ponent and the rest of the Arbitrators appointed to determine the dispute between 
the parties and that the sum of 92 Pagodas and lths. is awarded tothe Complainant. 
He further saith that he remembers a Penalty Bond was given by the parties to
'oblige themselves to stand' to the Judgment of the Arbitrators but being Incapable 
of Letters he cannot be certain whether or no the Cadjan now shewn and read to him: 
marked HD No.1 is the same and more saith not to this or the last Interry. 

. . The mark of PREGASUM. 
J OSF.:PH GITHIN 

Exam". 
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CHOUREAPAH MOODELARE of Madras Boatman aged 40 years or thereabouts be" 
ing produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Comp: and afterward .. 
being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1 st. To the first Inter"ry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com· 
plainant one year and the Defendant 20 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith that the paper Writing now 
produced and shewn him marked HD N°. 4 is an award signed by this Deponent and 
the rest of the Arbitrators appointed to determine the dispute between the party •. 
and that the sum of 92 Pagodas seven eights is therein awarded to the Complainant. 
He further saith that-the Cadjan now shewn him marked HD No.1 contains a Penal~ 
ty Bond given by the parties to the Arbitrators whereby they oblige themselves to
stand to their Determination· and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr • 

CHOUREAPEN. 

INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Wit
nesses as shall be produced Sworn and Examined: 
on the part and Behalf of the Defendant in a· 
certain Cause wherein one Collundiche is Com~ 
plain ant and one Choureapan is Defendant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the parties Complainant and 
Defendant or either of them if yea how long have you so known them or either and. 
which of them Declare. 

2d. To PADRE BARNARD Item Do you know the Cadjan marked N.C. Regr • 

now shewn you if yea say by what means you came to know it did you ever receive a 
Letter from Pondicherry relating thereto if yea say what the Contents of that Letter
was also say what you know relating to the dispute Between the Complainant and 
Defendant also say if the contents of this Cajan was sworn to in the usual form by 
the person who signed it Declare. 

3d . To NAGAPATAM CHOUREAPAN Do you know the Cadjan now shewn you 
marked thus + if yea who was it wrote and signed by on what account was it wrote
was it read in your hearing if yea to what end and to whom was it read,and by whom. 
was it read Declare. 

~ 4th. To ALL THE WITNESSES Do you know the parties &c or any thing mate-
rial for the Defendant If yea set forth the same Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
:Atty. for the Defendant. 

BETWEEN Colundiche ........................... Complainant and. 
Choureapan ........................... Defendant. 

DEpOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
this Court as follows. 

THE REVD. PADRE BARNARD of Madras aged 41 years or thereabouts beiD~ pro
duced as a ~itness in this Cause on the part of the Defendt . was on the 1st. day of" 
August 1745 shewn at the Office of Mr, Henry Deveil Attorney for the Complainant 
by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode of the said Padre 
Barnard and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as: 
follows. . 

1 s1;. To the first Intirry this Deponent saith that lie hath known the Complt ~ 
one year and the Defendant 9 years or thereabouts. 

1745-26 
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- 2d. To the second Int;rry this Deponent saith that he remembersthearbi
trators appointed to adjust the dispute between the parties brought the Oadjans now 
she~n hIm marked N.O. ~egr. to this Deponent and acquainted him that they had 
~ecelved them from Pondlcherry but hath no further knowledge of them that he did 
receive a Letter from a Padrey at Pondicherry signifying that he had Examined the 
person directed, having sworn him first in the usual fform but no mention was made 
therein of ought relating to the above Cadjn. This Deponent furthersaith that 
the Complainant applied to him about money the Defendant owed her Whereon 
this ~eponent sent for the Defendant and questioned him about it, but the Defendant 
absolutely denied that he owed her any thereon this Deponent in order to search 
-out the Truth nominated frour or ffiveof their Cast to Examine their Accounts but 
the Defendant disapproving of them chose persons of himself. This Dept. knows 
not Whether or no the above Cadjans were sworn to in the usual Form by the persons 
-that signed them or can further say to this or the last Interrogatory . 
. ~ OSEPH GITHIN 

Exam". F. BARNADO Cap. M. A.pos. 

NAGAPATAM CHOUREAPAN of Madras Painter aged 45 years or thereabouts be
in~ produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards 
,bemg Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

IBt. To the first lnterry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Complt. 
10 years and the Defendant 20 years or thereabouts. 

3d. To the third lnterry this Deponent saith that the Cadjan now shewn him 
.at this his Examination marked I G: + Contains a Discharge given by the Com
plainant to the Defendant in this Deponents presence That it was wrote by one 
:A.nnapen and signed by the Complainant after it was read to her in this Deponents 
hearing by the said Annapen and more saith not to this or the last Interry. 
-' OSEPH GITdIN 

Exa'm.r. 

J!AYORS COURT AT 
.)UnRASPATNAM. 

CHOUREAPAN. 

TuESDAY the 29th• day of October Anno Domini 1745 
Between Colundiche of Madras Widow Complainant and 
Choureapan of the same place Merchant Defendant. 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to be heard and debated before this Court in 
-the presence of the Defendant and of the Attorneys on both sides on hearing the 
-Oomplainants Bill with Translate of an Award Dated the 24th. January 1745 there-
to annext the Defendants Answer with four Translates No.2 to 5 thereto annext 
['he Replycation with Translate of a Penalty Bond between the parties dated the 
20 October 1744 thereto annext the Rejoinder also the proofs taken in this Cause 
~ead and'on Examination of the matters in this Cause what was alledged on either 
side and due Consideration had thereon This Court doth therefore think fit to order 

.-and Decree and doth accordingly order and decree that the Defendant do pay unto 
the Complaint. the full sum of 132. 31. 40 together with such Interest from the 
24th. Jafiry. 1744/5 being the date of the before mentd. award after the rate of 8 0' Cent I' Annum as now is or shall.her~ after become due ther~on until ful~ pay
ment is made and also the Costs of thIS Slit and also that the CadJans mentd. m the 
'pleading~ in this Cause be delivered up to be C~celled on either side. !, CUR 

NOAH CASAMAJOR 
. Regf', 
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22 October 1745, 
To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT 

AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Oraior Arna~ 
chelum adopted son and Heir to Cundapah Chitty deced who in his 'life time resid~d. 
in this place and during which, being applied to by one Vellasha Chitty Merchant, 
Inhabitant of Madras for the loan of money as his Occasions required at two several 
times to both which your Orators said ffather by adoption did advance and lend 
to the said Vellasha Chitty Vizt , on the 14th, day of ffebruary 1741/2 the sum of 
ps, 150 and likewise on the 30th, of April 17 42 the sum of 50 ps ,Current of Madra" 
& as an acknowledgment of which and security for the repayment thereof with In
terest at the rate of 9' Cent 'he the said Vellasha Chitty did sign and give to the 
said Cundapah your adopted ffather two notes or obligations under his hand, of the 
dates and for the sums before recited Translates of which are hereunto annexed for 
the Inspection of this Honourable Court, and your orator prays the same may be ad
mitted as part of this your orators Bill of Complaint and your Orator shews tha., 
there has been paid in part of said obligations at sundry times Vizt , 

1743/4 Febry 13th, paid in par:t ... ps, 75 
20th, ditto 25 

ditto 6 6 60 

Ps. 106 6 60 

So that there remains due on .the principals ps, 93. 29. 20 together with the Interest, 
that may on a fair Statement appear due thereon which your orator has often in. 
the most ffriendly manner applied to the said Vallasha Chitty to pay as heing adopted 
son and Heir to C'lmdapahChitty. But now so it is may it please this Honourable 
Court the said Vellasha Chitty refuses to give your Orator any manner of satisfac~ 
tion in the premisses To the End therefore that ,the said Vellasha Chitty may upon 
his Corporal Oath true and perfect answer make to all and singular the matters and 
things aforesaid as fully truly and to all intents and purposses as if the same were here 
again repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay your Orator the Principal 
and Interest that on' a fair Adjustment may appear due on the said Obligations and 
that your orator may have such further and other Relief as shall appear agreeable 
to Equity and good Conscience. ' 

ROB~, SLOPER 
Ltttorney for the Complainant. 

14th. February 1741/2. 
I V ALLASHA CHITTY. son of C?llah V eera~a Chitty do ,hereby acknowledge to

have borrowed and receIved of Cundapah Chitty son of MIla Norraina Chitty the 
sum of 150 ps, Current of Madras which sum I promise to pay on demand wit~ 
Interest at Nine i~ Cent. 

,WITNESS 
N ormaccor Chitty. 
Pamotoo Irsapah Chitty. 

drawn by Trevengadum. 
TRANSLATED froUl a Cadjan said to be thp. Original. 

'Y ALLASHA 'CHITTY. 

J'OSlIl'lI GIYD'IJ 

Ezam' 
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30th• April 1742. Madraspatnam. 0 

I V ALLASHA CHITT~ son of Coolah Veeragua Chitty do, hereby acknowledge to 
have Borrowpd and rec'elved of Cundapah Chitty son of Mila Norraina Chitty the !oIum 
.of 50 Fa, Current of Madras which sum I Promise to pay on demand with Interest 
at Nine :i Cent. 

VALLASA. 
WITNESS 

SuJtdavaucum Normacoor Chitty. 
Paramboo Tummootah Nina Chitty . 

.drawn by Trevengadum. 
TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Origl. 

°MAYORS COURT AT 
°MADRASPATNAM. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
ExamT • 

TUESDAY the 29th. day of October Anno Domini 1745 Be
tween Arnachilum Adopted son and Heir to Cundapah 
Chitty deceased of Madras Merchant Complainant and Val
lasha Ohitty of the same place also Merchant Defendant. 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill with Translates of two Cadjan Bonds under 
-.the Defendants hand one dated the 14th. ffebry 1741/2 for Fa. 150 the other dated 
.30th . April 1742 for pa. 50 thereto annext read. the Defendant appeared in Court 
.and acknowledged the Execution of the said Bonds and the Justness of the Com
oplainants demand and on due Consideration had this Court doth therefore think fit 
to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and decree that the Defendant do 
pay unto the Complaint. the fIull and just Sum of 93. 29. 20 being the residue 
-of the Principal Money appearing to be due on the before mentd• Bonds together 
-with such Interest from the dates thereof after the Rate of 8 i Cent ~i Annum as 
now is 01' shall hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and also 
the Costs of this suit. 

"29 October 1745. 

:, CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reg"'. 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT 
AT MADRAsPATNAM.: 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court 'your Orator Van
catachelum, son of Maudera Vassell Vancotapathe Naigue Merchant and Inhabitant 
-()f Madras having had sundry dealings with one Gunnapattee son of Yeagapah 
Moodelare also Merchant of the place aforesaid the said Gnnnapattee purchased of 
'your Orator three pieces of Serge amounting to 35 Pagodas Current money of 

a 
Madras which in Sterling money of Great Britain accounting each Pagoda 8 
:amounts to 14£ or thereabouts but the said Gunnapatee not having ready money 
to pay for the said purchase did make sign and Give unto your Orator one Bond or 
Writing Obligatory for that sum bearing date in Madraspatnam the 5th. day of 
March which was in the year of our Lord 1745 therein & thereby binding himself 
io pay the same on demand Translate of which Bond is for this Honourable Courts 
Inspection hereunto annexed to which your Orator most humbly referrs and prays 
-the same may be admitted as part of this your Orators Bill of Complaint the Original 
°being oin your Orators Custody ready to be produced as this Ho:nourable Court shall 

>' . 
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,please to direct and your orator further shews unto this Ho:nble Court that your 
',Orator hath received ffive Fe., in part of the said debt and hath often and that in the 
~most Amicable manner demanded payment of the residue. 

BUT now so it is may it please this Honourable Court the said Gunnapattee wil
fully and obstinately refuses to Give your orator any manner of Satisfaction your 

..orator therefore prays such General Relief touching the premisses as to this Hofible 
-Court shall appear agreeable to Equity and Good Conscience Is the End of the Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Atty~ for the Complt. 

~th. March 1745, Madraspatnam. 
I GUNNAPUTTEE ~on of Yeagapah Moodelare do hereby acknowledge to have 

-taken up and rece;veil of VencatacheJum son of Mandera Vassel} Vencatopatbe 
Naigue ffour pieces of ffine Serge value Thirty ffive Pagodas and thirty ffive ffanams 
which sum I prom1f'e to pay on demand with Interest at Eight ''1j? Cent. 

WITNESS 
Tilla Chitty. 
Pereatomby. 

drawn and signed by 
GANNAPUTTEE. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjansaidto be the Original. 

'MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

TUESDAY the 5th • day of November Anno Domini 1745 
Between Vencatachelum of Madras Merchant Complainant 
and Gunnaputtee of the same place also Merchant Defen
dant. 

ON READING the Complainants Bill with Translate of a Cadjan Bond under the 
Defendal1ts hand dated the 5th• March 1745 for Fa. 35. 35 fS. thereto annext 
The Defendant appeared in Court and acknowledged the Execution of the said Bond 
and the Justness of the Complainants Demand This Court doth therefore on due 
Consideration had think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order & Decree 

ps. ffB. 
that the Defendant do pay unto the Complainant the full & Just sum of 35. 35. 
Current of Madras being the residue of the Principal money appearing to be due on 
the before said Bond together with such Bond after the rate of 8 1' ,Cent !19Annum 

_ 8$ now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until full paymt. is made and also 
the Costs of this suit.' ' i' CUR 

NOAH CASAMAJOR 
Regt'. 

22d. October 1745. 
To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT 

AT MADRASPATNAlI. 
HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Tre

. vengalum Comrapah Merchant and Inhabitant of Madras Executor or Trustee to the 
Estate of Moota Ninah Chitty also Merchant of this place but now deceased who in 

':his lif~ time was applied to by one N ellamooteama Relict of Vallaboo Chitty and 
_Inhabitant of Madras for the Loan of a sum of money at whose request. the said 
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Mootu Nina Chitty did advance and lend to the said Nellamooteama the full and just. 
-sum of 207 P~. Current of Madras for securing the Repayment thereof she the said 
Nellamooteama Did Mortgage and Assign over to the said Mootu Ninah Chitty her:
Dwelling house situate in the Moottalla Petta by a Bill of Sale thereof by a Cadjan
Note in Writing under her hand bearing date in Madras the 1st. of January 1744/5 
Translate of the same being hereunto annexed for the Inspection of this Honourable
Court and to which your Orator ~ost humbly referrs praying the same may be ad
mitted as part of this your Orators Bill of Complaint and your Orator shews that 
he h~ frequently as Executor or Trustee to the said Estate of Mootu Ninah Chitty
deceased requested of the said Nellamooteama to discharge her said Obligation. 
But now so it is the said Nellamooteama r~fuses to give your Orator any satisfaction in 
the premisses To the End therefore that the said Nellamooteania may upon her· 
Corporal Oath true and perfect Answer make to all and singular the matters and' 
things aforesaid as fully and truly to all Intents and purposes as if the same were 
here again repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay the full Principal and· 
Interest that may be due on the said Mortgage or that the said house so Mortgaged' 
ma.y be sold towards discharging the same and that your Orator may have such fur-
ther and other relief as shall be agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. 

ROB'l!. SLOPER 
Attv. fOT the Complainant. 

1st. January 1744/5, Madraspatnam. 

I NELLAMOOTEAMA Relict of Vallaboo Chitty do hereby acknowledge to have· 
Borrowed and received of Poodupaucum Ninah Chitty Moota Ninah Chitty the sum·· 
of 207 ps. Current of Madras for securing the repayment of which sum with Interes€ 
at Nine " Cent on demand I Mortgage my Dwellin~ house, with the Bill of Sale·
thereof, situate in the Mottalla Petty. 

NELLAMOOTEAMA'S mark 

WITNESS 
Vallaca Chitty Conneca Subba Chitty. 
Teverden Veeragua Chitty. 

drawn by Choongoondram.Permallia. 
TUANSLATED from aCailjan said to be the Original. 

MAYORS COURT A~ 
'If ADRASPATNAM. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam"'. 

TuESDAY the 5th• day of Novr . 1745 Between Trevengalum. .. 
Comrapah (Trustee to the Estate of Moota Nina Chitty; 
deced) of Madras Merchant Complainant and N ellamoote
ama (Relict of Vellaboo Chitty deced) of the same place-
Widow Defendt • . 

ON READING the Complainants Bill with Translate of a Cadjan Mortgage Bond' 
under the Defendants Hand dated the 1st. Jafiry 1744/5 for ps. 207 thereto annext 
IT'he Defendants son appeared in Court on behalf of his Mother (who was sick) and' 
acknowledged the Execution of the said Bond and the Justness of the Complainants. 
demand And on due Consideration had this Court doth therefore think fit to order 
and Decree and doth accordingly Order and Decree that. the Defendant do pay unto· .. 
the Complainant the full and just sum of 207 ps. Current of Madras being- the Prin
cipal mon~y of the oef~re said M<?rtgage Bond togethe~ with such Interest aft~r the· 
rate of 8111' Cent l'f Ann as now IS or shall hereafter oecome due thereon untll fulli 
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payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit and on default of payment at or be
:fore 21 days from the date hereof that the Mortgaged premisses be sold and the 
· rooney .arising from such Sale paid unto the Complainant in and towards th~ dis
-charge of his said Debt and Costs. 

'fCUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

. Reg"'. 

1.0th • Sepr. 1745. 
~ 'ERE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COUk'l' 

AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator Uotum- . 
Ibauck Gruapah Merchant and Inhabitant of Madras was applied to for the loan 
-of a Bum of money at Interest by one Golta Latchmana of the place aforesaid 
,Widow at whose Instance and request your Orator did advance and lend her the 
,full and just sum of 20 pa. Current money of Madras for securing the Repayment 
whereof with Interest after the rate of Nine;'f Cent ~'fAnnum in six months she 
the said Golta Latchmana did make sign and give unto your Orator one Cajan Bond 
Note or Writing Obligatory bearing date in Fort st. George the 21st. day of Novem
llElr which was in the year of our Lord 1738 Translate of which Bond is for this 
Honourable Courts Inspection hereunto annexed to which your Orator most humbly 
refers and prays the same may be admitted as a part of this his Bill of Complaint 

· and your Orator further shews this Honourable Court that in and by the said Bond 
one Dundee Boree is bound incase of ffailure on Golta Latchmana's part to pay 
the Amount Principal and Interest of the said Bond at the Expiration of the said 
six months and your Orator further shews that since the said Transactions Dundee 
Boree is departed this life and one Vencatadry a Dubash of Madras has proved 
1rimself his Heir and taken possession of hie: Estate and Effects of whom as also of 
·the said Golta Latchmana your Orator hath often in an amicable manner demanded 
payment of the above Recited debt. 

BUT now so it is may it please this Honourable Court the said Golta Latchmanah 
:and Vencatadry both of them absolutely refuses to give your Orator any manner of 
Satisfaction your Orator therefore prays a General relief touching the premisses. 

· such as to this Honou;rable Court shall appear agreeable to Equity and good Con-
.s.:ience. Is the End of the Bill. . 

WILI,B.Y DUMBLETON 
Atty. for the Complainant. 

21Bt.November 1738. 

. I GULTAH LATCHMANA do hereby acknowledge to have borrow'd and received 
-of Cotaumbauck Gruapah the sum of 20 pa. Current which sum I promise to pay 
ill Rix Months with Interest at Nine' per Cent and on default of payment at the time 
ilimitted Dundee B~:ree is obliged for the payment of Principal and Interest. 

GULTAH LATCHMANA'S mark. 

Nagee Reddee. 
Suncoo V e~catachelum. 

drawn by.Mwigeral Teagapah . 

. ~TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

BOREES mark. 

Exam'. 
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'l'HE Separate Answer of Gulta Latchmanah to-
the Bill of Complaint of Cotumbauck Gruapah. 
Merchant of Madras. 

THE said Defendant now and at all times hereafter reserving to herself all and 
all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the manifold Errors Imperfec
tions Incertainties and Untruths in the said Bill contained for answer thereunto or 
unto\so much thereof as this Defendant is advised doth materially concern her tills· 
.Defendant to make answer unto she this Defendant answereth and saith That this· 
Deft. having occasion for money did apply to the Complainant for the sum of PS. 2{) 
which the Complainant refused to do, . but afterwards one Dundee Boree being 
bound with this Defendant and obliging himself to be Answerable for the Sum 
borrowed together with the Interest thereon if this Defendant did not pay the same 
within· six months, the Complt. was satisfied therewith and did lend the before 
mentioned sum, but the limitted time for payment being expired the said Dundee 
Boree then applied to this Defendant and said, as he had Engaged, and was now' 
A{~countable for ps. 20 borrowed of the Complainant with the Interest thereon and 
upon the Complainants demand was obliged to pay it, did therefore require this
Defendant to pay th~ amount to him as it then became an Obligation on him to dis
charge the sa.id debt to the Complainant' She this Defendant not having Complied 
therewith within the limitted time of Six Months. As the said Dundee Boree had' 
then bound himself this Defendant thought it her Duty to make satisfaction to him, 
and accordingly did in a short time after pay to him the said Dundee Boree PS. 15 
and afterwards let him have some Brass lamp stands value above pa. 6 being account 
the principal and Interest due on the said Bond. But after this it so happened the, 
said Dundee Boree died not having Discharged the said Bond as he had promised 
to do. upon which and it being known that this Defendant had paid the said Dundee' 
Bore~ in his life time The Complainant made frequent applycation to one Venca
tadry who is Heir and has possessed himself of the said Dundee Borees Effects and 
did promise to pay the same but on ffailur,e thereof the Complainant has now sued 
this Defendant Jointly with him the said Vencatadry This being a true relation 
of the affair this Defendant has only to rely on the Justice and Equity of this 
Honourable Court and humbly hopes she shall not be obliged to pay a second time
what she this Defendant a poor widow, has long since paid to the said Dundee Boree. 
but that the said Vencatadry being Heir to the said Dundee Boree may be obliged' 
to make full satisfaction to the Complainant. 

ALL which matters and things this Defendant 'is ready to Aver maintain and' 
prove as this Honourable Court shall Direct and humbly prays to be hence dis
missed with her reasonable Costs in this behalf most wrongfully sustained. 

MAYORS COURT AT 

MADRASPATNAM. 

ROB!'. SLOPER 
Attorney for the Deft 

TuESDAY the 5th• day of November Anno,· 
Domini 1745 Between Cotumbauk Gruapah or 
Madras Merchant Complt. & Gulta Latchmanah 
Widow and Vencatrady (Heir of Dundee Boree 
Deceased) Dubash both of the same place' 
Defendants. 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill, with Translate of a Cadjan Bond under the, 
hand of the Deft. Golta Latchmanah and of the aforesaid Boree dated the 21st. 
Novr. 1738 for ps. 20 thereto annext and the separate Answer of the Defendant 
Gulta Latchmana read and it appearing to this Court that the Defendant Vancatadry 
lath been served with the Regular process to answer ·th(l Complainants Bill but 
'Wilfully and Obstinately refusing S(I to do On. due Oonsideration had this Court: 
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. doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly Order and Decree 
that the Defendants do pay unto. the Complainant the full and just s~m ?f20 pa .. 
Current of Madras being the prmcl• money of the before mentd • ObhgatlOn togr" 
with such Int. after the rate of 8 'W Ct. '1fl Ann as now is or shall hereafter become
due thereon until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit. 

20th • August 1745. 

'i CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Regr • 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MAriRAS
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator William 
Percival Merchant and Inhabitant of Madras that one Tomby Chitty of the same
place Merchant stands indebted to your Orator the full and just sum of 1,500 PS. 
Current money of Madras on frour Bonds as follows. 
. one Bond for Pagodas 500 Dated Febry 6th. 1741/2. 

one Do. 500 Dated Decemr.22d. P42. 
one 
one 

100 Dated Decemr. lIth. 1742, 
400 Dated May 1st. 1742, [sic] 

4 Bonds Pagodas 1500 Which in Sterling mone~ of Great Brita.in accompi-
s 

ing each Pagoda 8. amounts to Six hundred Pounds (£.600) or thereab~uts all 
which will appear ''19 Translates of the said ffour Bonds for the Inspection of this. 
Honourable Court hereunto annexed to which your Oror most humbly referrs and 
prays the same may be accepted as part of this your Orators Bill of Complainant [sic] 
the Originals being in your Orators Custody ready to be produced as this Honourable
Court shall please to direct and your Orator shews unto this Honourable Court that 
the said ffour Bonds are drawn payable to. one Cassuva Chitty AUdeapah but the 
Propprty thereof rests solely in your orator and your Orator further shews unto
this Honourable Court that Demands ffrequently in the most amicable manner 'have 
been made from time to time of the fore mentioned debt from the said Tomby Chitty; 

BUT now so it is May it please this Honourable Court altho' the said To~by 
Chitty acknowledges the justness of the Demand yet hath not your Orator hitherto 
been able to obtain any manner of Satisfaction, your Orator therefore prays such 
General Relief t<?uching the premiss~s as to this :a:onourabl~ Court shall appear 
agreeable to EqUlty and good ConscIence Is the End of the BIll. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

6th , February 1741/2, Madraspatnam. 
Attorney for the Complt, 

I TOMBY CHITTY Companys Merchant do hereby acknowledge to have Borrowed 
and received of Cassuva Chitty Adipah the sum of 500 ps. Current of Madras 
which sum I promise to pay in two Months with Interest at nine ~i Cent. 

WITNESS 
Linga Chitty. 
Attaputta Comrapah Chitty. 

drawn by Chittereapen, 
Translated from ~ Cadjan said to b~ tlie ()riginal~ 

JOSEPH GiTm1i 

TOMBY CHITTY, 

,Exam",' 
1745-27 
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22d , December 1742, 
. t TOMBY CHITTY Companys Merchant do hereby acknowledge to have Borrowed 

.and Received of Cassuvah Chitty Adipah the sum of 500 pa, Currt , of Madra. 
1thich sum I promise to pay on Demand with Interest at 9 I' Cent, 

WITNESS 
Rangamar Rangapah Chitty: 

~ Attaputtah Comrapah Chitty! 
drawn by Chittereapen, 

TOMBY CHITTY, 

Translated from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

ExamT , 

1.1 th, December 1742, 

I TOMBY CHITTY Companys Merchant do hereby acknowledge to have Borrowea 
$d Received of Cassuvah Chitty Adipah the sum of 100 pa, Current of Madras 
;which sum I Promise to pay on demand with Interest at Nine I, Cent, 

WITNESS 
Rangamar Rangapah Chitty, 
Attaputtah Comrapah Chitty, 

dtawiJ. oy Chittereaperi, 

TOMBY CHITTY, 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Original, 

1st, May 1743, 

JOSEPH GiTHIN 
Examf'. 

I TOMBY CmTTY Companys Merchant do' hereby acknowledge to have Borrowe(l 
.and received of Cassllva Chitty Adipah the sum of 400 pa. Current of Madrail 
:which sum I promise to pay on demand with Interest at Nine ~i Cent, 

TOMBY CHITTY. 
WITNRSS 

Attaputtah Comrapah Chitty, 
Rangamar Rangapah Chitty:. 

drawn by Monnella Chinatomby, 
TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
~ADRASPATNAl[.~ 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf', 

TUESDAY the 12th, day of November A.nno 
Domini 1745 Between William Percival of 
Madras Merchant Complainant and Tomby' 
Chitty of the same place also Merchant Defend
ant, 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill with Translates of 4 Cadjan Bonds under 
line Defendants hand one dated the 6th, February .1741/2 for Fa, 500, one the 
'lIth, December 1742 for pa, 100, one the 22 Decr , 1742 forps. 500, and one 
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. the 1st. May 1743 for :ra. 400 thereto annext read, ap.d it appearing to this .cour\. 
that the Defendant hath been served with the Regular process to answer the Com. ... 
plainants Bill but wilfully and obstinately refusing so to do On due ConsD • had~bis
Court doth therefore think fit to Order and· Decree and doth accordingly order .~ 
Decree that the Defendant do pay unto the Complt. the full and just sum .of 1500 pa. 
Current of Madras being the principal money of the ffour before mentd . <?bligations. 
together with such Interest after the rate of 8 1'iJ? Cent i'iJ? Ann as now IS or shall 
hereafter become due thereon until full payment is made and also the Costs of this. 
luit the PIt .having made Oath to the Justness of his Demand. 

5 Novr • 1745. 

t'fCUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

B,g$". 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MAnRAS
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Gopali 
Chitty Ball Gruah of Madras Merchant That there having been dealings between 
your Orator and one Ramah Syringa Chitty ~e with one ~~maje~ ~angiah his .Br.ot~er
both of the same place Merchants now bemg and reSIding withm the JurIsdictIOn 
of this Honourable Court gave their Joint Note unto your Orator bearing date on 
or about the 29th . day of August in the year 1741 for the sum of ps. 313. 18 payable
at PS. 50 each year until the whole should be paid with Interest at 8 ''iJ? Cent i'iJ? Ann 
as by the said Note wrote in English in your Orators Custody ready to be produced 
as this Honourable Court shall direct will appear. Your orl!-tor further shews that 
on or about the 15th • day of October in the year 1743 They the said Syringa Chitty 
and Ramahjee Rangiah being in want of a further sum ?t money borrowed of your
Orator the sum of Pagodas 127. 34 and for the securmg the repayment thereof 
with Interest after the rate of 8 1'iJ? Cent an the 30th. day of March then ;next. 
Ensuing they mortgaged six houses situate in Corah Petta, particularly described 
in the Mortgage Bond Translate whereof is hereunto annexed and the Original in 
your orators Custody ready to be produced as this Hofible Court shall direct. whicn 
sums make together the Prinl. sum of :ra. 441. 16 so due to your Orator witli 
Interest thereon. But now so it is may it please this Honourable Court that your 
Orator hath used all amicable measures to get his said demands satisfied but without 
the l~ast Effect To the. End therefore that the said Syringa Chitty and Ramajee 
RangIah may upon theIr Corporal Oaths true and perfect answer make to all and 
singular ~he matters and things afo:esaid as fully and truly to all Intents and pur
poses as If the same were here agam repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to 
pay your Orator the Principal sum of pa. 441. 16. - as also such Interest thaf 
shall become due theron or that the said premes may be sold towards discharging 
the same and that your Orator may have such General Relief in the premisses as 

.Bhall be agreeable to Equity and Good Conscience. ~ 

ROB~. SLOPER 
~{torney for'theComplt. 

TRANSJ.ATl!l of a Mortgage given bv SyrinRa t~ 
Gobi Chitty Ball Gruapah datec~ Madraspatnam 
the 15th• day of October A.D. 1743. 

I SYRINGA Cliitty ao hereoy acknowledge to liave borrowed and receivea of 
pR. iI". 

Go?i Chitty ~all Gruapali Hie sum of 127.34. for secllrinR ilia repayment of 
:W~ICIi su~ wIth.Interest at Ei~ht per Cf'nt on the ·30~. of March next I mortE!a~ 
tlie followmg SIX Houses in Coral Petty Vizt .. my Dwelling house inhabitated by 

1745-27A. 
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,;Aus~raga Virthapen Ramangee. and Munga, o~e Do. by 9uondapa Chitty one by 
',Poomde Gru Ve~cate':l B:nd two byCaume ChItty and his ffamily and on default of 
.payment at the ume LImItted the above houses are to be sold to discharge the Princi
pal with Interest due thereon. 

STERUNGA CHITTY. 

RAMANJEE RANGIAH'S mark. 

:WI~ESS 
" Dorsery Vencatachelum. 

Ravenapah.· 
drawn by Amarapathe. 
TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

"MAYORS COURT AT 
ltUDRASPATNAM, 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
ExamT , 

TuESDAY the 12th, day of November Anno 
Domini 1745 Between Gruapah Chitty Ball 
Gruahof Madras Merchant Complainant and 
Syringa Chitty and Ramajee Rangiah of the 
sa.me place also Merchants Defendants. 

ON HEARING the Complainants Bill with a Note under the Defts hands dated 
,the 9th" of August 1741 for pa. 313. 18. also Translate of a Cadjan Mortgage Bond 
.under the Defts. hands dated the 15th . Octr. 1743 for ps. 127. 34 making togr. the 
.sum of P. 441. 6. thereto annext read, the Defendant appeared in Court and 
_~cknowledged the Execution of the said Obligations and tlie justness of the Com-
plainants demand and on due Considera had this Court doth therefore think fit to 
.order and Decree and doth accordingly order and Decree that the Defendant do pay 
UDtO the Complainant in and towards the discharge of his said Debt and Costs-
. the principal money of the two before mentioned obligations together with such 
ilnterest after the rate of 8:W Cent:W Ann. as now is or shall hereafter become dup 
.\he:r:eon until full payment is made and also the Costs of this suit and in default of 
payment of the last mentioned Obligations at or before 21 days from the date hereof 
1l'hat the mortgaged premisses be sold. and the money arising from such sale paio 
.unto the Complaint. the full and just Sum of Fa. 441. 16 Current of Madras being 

bUt. -Ma.rch 1745 .. 

l' CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOB. 

Reg". 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS
PATNAM.. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Hofible Court vour Orator Gannaputtee 
Merchant of Madras being at the Sea Gate on the 20th . day of N ovr. 1744 the then 
-Sheriff' of this place at that time Exposed to Sale an 'House (situate in Cotchall 
Pagoda Street in the Mootal Petta) bv Virtue of a Warrant of Execution issued out 
-of this Hofible Court' against the .Effects of one Panjan your Oror bid 101 ps. for 
the said house, and no one bidding more it wasCry'~ down to ... your Orator at 
'Which time 'One Vencatatia Pilla being present offered to take your Orators purr-hase 
-off his hands and allow your Orator 2 Fa. profit thereon your Orator accepted the 
Proposal and told the Sherriff thereof who thereupon Changed the Name in his. 
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'.:Account Sale and incerted the name of Vencatatia Pilla and Got a Bill. of Sale 
,Registered at the Choultry in the name o{the said V tlncatatia Pilla but on the'Sherriffs 
.demanding payment of the said Vencatatia Pilla he put him off .from time to time. the 
Sheriff provoked at being so Trifled with sent to demand payment of your Orator 
..saying your Orator might recover it from Vencatatia Pilla how he could your Orator 
~o avoid being Involved in a Law suit which the Sheriff threatned him with paid the 
,money for Vencatatia Pilla who promised to repay it in a short time which 101 ps, 
'added to the 2 ps, allowed your Or;r as profit makes ps, 103 which in Sterling money 

Ib s d 
~of Great Britain accompting each Pagoda 88 , amounts to 41.4. 0 or thereabouts 
the repayment of which Sum your orator hath often demanded in the most amicable 
.manner from the said Vencatatiah Pilla. 

BUT now so it is May it please this Honourable Court the said Vencatatiah has 
,taken possession of the aforesaid Bond pull'd off the Top and sold the materials and 
yet wilfully and obstinately refuses to give your orator any manner of satisfaction 

· your Orator therefore prays a General Relief touching the premisses such as to this 
:Honourable Court shall appear agreeable to Equity and good Conscience Is the 
'End of the Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Complaint. 

To WHOMSOEVER it may concern whereas there is a House and Ground situated 
in the Motal Peta in Catchall Pagoda street between the house of Comrapah Clritty 

;"and the Street containing in Length 64! and in Breadth 33 with a piece of Ground 
.adjoining in Length 22! and in Breadth 9! on which an Order of Execution out of 
,the Hoiible the Mayors Court to the Sherriff of Madraspatnam was passed and served 
and was sold at Outcry by Publick sale at the sea Gate being then belonging to 
Panjan for ps. 101 to me in hand paid by Vancatashia Pullae at the signing and 
delivery hereof do by these presents Bargain and Sell and have Bargained and 

.Sold unto him the said Vencatashia Chitty and his Heirs and assigns for ever To 
.have and to hold the said house and Ground with all Conses , and App~ts thereunto 
Belonging Witness my hand in Fort st, George November 24th, 1744. 

Registred THOs. COOKE Sheriff· 
~, EMPSON, Regr . WH. MONSON. 1>- Iss. 
A true Copy. WH. JOHNSON· 
WH. DUMBLETON 

Atty. Jor the Complt. 

~'2d. April 1745. THE ANSWER of Vencatashia Pilla of Madras MerchantDe· 
fendant to the Bill of Complaint of Gannaputtee of the same 
place Merchant Defendant. 

THE said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to him-
· self all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exc~p to the Mnifold Errors, 
-Imperfections, Incertainties, and untruths in the Complainants said Bill Contained 
.for Answer thereunto or unto so 'much . thereof as he this Defendant is advised 
materially doth concern him this Defendant to make answer unto He this Defendant 
Answereth and saith. 

THAT he absolutely denies to have ever Qffered the Complainant two ps, profit 
on the house as is falsely set forth by the Complainant in his Bill of Complaint nor 

· aid the Complainant buy that House for PS. 101 neither was the Complainants Name 
'Placed in the Sheriffs Account Sales instead of this Defendants Name as the Com
plainant would falsely insinuate But this Defendant begs Leave to set forth to 
this Honourable Court the Transactions that passed relating to the said house, 

THIS Defendant saith that he himself bought the said House at Outcry (it be
~longing to one' Panjan) for ps. 101 and a few days after the Complainant applied 
llimsel£ to this Defendant saying that he had Occasion for a House and desired this 
~Defendant to Let him have the same to which this Defendant Consented and agreed 
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and sold him the said house at the same price that this Defendant had purchased it. 
at, upon which the Compliant [sic] carried the money (being pa. 101) to the Sherrifi 
and paid it to him in this Defendants presence and did then desire the Sherriff to prO" 
cure a Bill of Sale for the said house in his the Complainants name. The Sherriff 
then said as he had sold the house to this Defendant he had therefore already got a Bill. 
of Sale in his But in Case the Complainant had a mind for a Bill of Sale in his own 
name he must get one from this peft , upon saying of which the Complainant took 
~he Bill of Sale that was made in this Defendants name. from the Sherriff, and by' 
the Order of the Sherriff, he took some Choultry Talliars and carried them to the· 
said ~ouse and turned Panjan out that then lived therein and took possession there .. 
of. 

AND this, Defendant further saith that he absolutely denied to have pulled off 
the Roof of the said house or sold the Materials thereof, as the Complainant falsely;
sets forth in his Bill of Complaint and this Defendant begs Leave to set forth some-
pas~ages relating to that affair. 

ONE Nella Moota Pilla a Neighbour of .the aforesaid Panjan having by the Con
sent of the said Panjan built a kind of Cover (at his own expence) in the back yard. 
of th~ said Panjans house of which the said Nella Moota Pilla made use of, and 
when the Sherriff sold the said house, he Expected those Appurtenances and after 
the said House was sold Nella Moota Pilla obtained Leave from the Sherriff to pull 
down the said John and take the same away, and after this Defendant had sold the 
said house to the Complainant he this Defendant was no more in possion of it. 

ALL which matters and things tills Defendant is ready to averr maintain and 
'Qrove the same as this Honourable Court shall award and humbly prays to be hence' 
)ism!ssed with his reasonable Costs and Oharges in this Behalf most wrongfully 
Ilstamed. 

2 April 1745. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendt • 

THE Replycation of Gunnapattee to the Answer of Ven
catatia Pilla. 

THIS Replyant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to' himself . 
all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the many untruths in 
the said Answer saith that the same is very Imperfect and insufficient in the Law 
to be replied unto and this Replyant also further saith. 

THAT the Defendants Assertion That, that part of the Roof which Nella Moota. 
Pilla pull'd down, did not belong to this Replyants purchase is both false and absurd, 
For who ever knew a House described in length and breadth &c. with appurtenan~ 
ces Sold upon Condition of the Top being Excepted unless Notice was given there 
of by Advertizement before the Sale which was not done in this Case the Bill of . 
Sale being very particular as to the situation and length and breadth of the premisses 
Exposed to sale but no mention made of what the Deft. falsely Claims. 

All which matters and things this Repliant is ready to averr maintain and' 
prove and humbly prays to be hence dismissed as in & by this Reply~mts Bill he has 
already prayed. ' 

22nd May 1745. 

WJII.: DUMBLETON 
'Attorney .for the Replyani. 

THE Rejoinder of Vencatatia Pilla t9 the . Replycation of.-
Gaunnapattee. . 

THE SAID Defendant now and at all times hereafter Saving and reserving to· 
himself all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of ExceptIon to the Manifold 
Errors Incertainties and Insufficienciefl of t.he sd. Replycation Saith that all and' 
l;in~lar the matters and thing~ in this Defendants answer Contained are true as th,e
'sll~e are thereinalledged and this Defendant also saitli.-. 
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. THAT the piece of Roof or Tyling pulled down was neither Bought nor sold 
-with the house and it was carried away by its proper Owner Nella. Mootah Pillah 
who had Leave to build it upon Panjans Ground and paid him for it the sum of 
PS. 3. 8 as ''1Jl the Agreement hereunto annexi so that the now Complainant hath 
.no Property therein, nor it was never sold with the house because it never belonged 
to it, As to the purchase of the house this Defendant will prove in all shapes the 

-Complainant Dought it and paid the Sherriff for it with his' own hands, and by the 
-Sherriffs order got Talliars to turn out the Inhabitants, and put himself in posses-
sion and now to deny the purchase, because he thinks it Deal' is a meer folly for that 
:was the very reason this Defendant sold him without a Cash profit, the ~aid house 

-only, Because. this Defendant thought it was a dear Bargain and this Defendant: 
:saith as in and by his said Answer he hath already said and will averr maintain and 
prove the same. 

1st. September 1737 Madraspatnain. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Atty. for the Deff. 

PUNGEN son of Punjen do hereby acknowledge to have Borrowed and received 
of Nellamootain son of Boma Conen the sum of Three Pagodas and Eight ffanams· 

·Current moriey of Madras and itis agreed that Nellamootain shall have the use of 
my G~6und in Consideration of Intetest till the debt is discharged. 

PUNJEN'S mark. 
WITNESS 

Normacotra v' eneatasheIi. 
Narnee Chitty . 

..drawri by Marsharamine. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
E:r;"'. 

INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as 
shall be produced sworn and Examined on the part and 
Behalf of the Complainant in a certain Cause wherein one 
Ga:nnapattee is Complainant and oile Vencatatia Pilla Defend
ant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis do you know the parties Complainant and 
Defendant in this Cause or either of them if yea, how long have you so known them~ 

· or either of them, and which of them: Declare. 
2d. To CAUTTEAPAH, ERRAPAH, CHITTENBELUM and BAUSHACAUR Item do you 

knoW' that one of the contending partys, sold the other a house, if yea, on :what 
· Terms was it bought and sold, who bought it, and who sold it, was the Buyer ever 
put in possion by the Seller, if yea, is he yet in possession, if nay, what use did he 
make of the house, while in possession did he make any Alterations or not, did he" 

· or did he not take away any part or parcel of the said house, if yea, what part or 
parcel Declare. 

3. To ALL THE WITNESSES Item do you know or can you say any other matter 
-or thIng material for the Complainant iIi this' Cause, if yea, set forth the same as 
'you know have heard or do Believe with the reasons of such yoUr Knowledge or 
~belief Declare. . 

WILLL.\M DUMBLETON 
Jfttorney fOT the Complt. 
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BETWEEN GUNNAPATTEE COMPLAINANT & 
VENCATATIA PILLA DEFENDANT. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in_ 
this Court as follows. . 

CAULTEAPAH of Madras Conicoply aged 40 years or thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on the 21st• 
day df August 1745 shewn at the office of Mr. Henry Deveil Attorney for the Defend--
ant by Conecapa who left a Note of the name title and place of abode of the said. 
Caulteapah and afterwards on the sam~ day being sworn and Examined Deposeth: 
as follows. 

1 st. To the first Int~rry this Deponent saith that he knows the parties Com
plainant and Defendant and hath so known them 12 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Int;rry this Deponent saith that he knows the Complai
nant sold the Defendant a house for two Pagodas advance on the Outcry Bill and 
deliver it over to him but cannot say whether the Defendant is now in possion there-
of. He further saith that he knows the Defendant & one Nellamootain pulled Down 
one ilide of the house and carried the materials away and more saith not to this 
Interry. To the last Interry this Deponent saith that the Complainant about seven. 
or Eight days after he had sold the house demanded the money of the Defendant. 
who said he had Endeavoured to borrow it of several people but could not procure 
it, therefore desired the Complainant to Deposit the money and he would repay 
him with Interest, whereon the Complainant borrowed the sum of Mr. Slopers Dubashi 
and paid off the Outcry Bill That the Bill of Sale is drawn in the Defendants name· 
and more saidi not. 

JOS1!'PH GITHIN 
E:r:am". 

CAULTEAPAH. 

ERRAPAH of Madras Company Peon aged 3f) years or thereabouts being pro
duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwards 
being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the
Complainant seven months and the Defendant 7 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte'i-ry this Deponent saith that he knows the Complain
ant sold the Defendant a house for two pi!. advance on the price he bought it. at the 
Sea Gate and delivered it over to him but cannot say whether the Defendant is' 
now in possession of the House or has made any use thereof that he knows one Nella
mootain pulled down one side of said house by the Defendants Order and Carried" 
the Materials away and more saith not to this Interry. 

To the last Interry this Deponent saith that the Bill of Sale. of the said house-
is drawn in Defendants name but Continues in the Complaints .. Custody till the,' 
money is paid and more saith not. .' .' . 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

. ERRAPAH. 
.' 

CHITTUMBALUM of MadrasPetiy Merchant 'aged 36 yrs. or thereab"outs being" 
produced as a Witness in this CauBe on the part of the Complainant and afterwards.' 
being sworn and Examined DepoBeth as follows. 

lat. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known Hie CompIt .. 
two years and the Defendant frour years or thereabouts. 
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. 2d. To the second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows. the 
Complt. sold the Defendant a house for two pagodas advance on the Outcry Bill 
and delivered it over to him but cannot say whether the Defendant is now in po~sion 
of the House That he knows he pulled down one side' of the house and carried the 
materials away and more saith not to this or Interry. 

To the last Interry this Deponent saith that the Defendant desired the Com
plainant to pay the Outcry Bill and said he would repay him with Interest and that 
the Complainant thereon Borrowed the money of Mr. Slopers Dubash and paid off 
the Bill and more saith not. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam". 

CHITTUMBALUM 

BAUSHACAUR of Madras Petty Merchant aged 40 years or thereabouts being 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterward .. 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
Complainant two years and the Defendant 8 years or thereabouts • 

. 2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he knows the Complain
ant sold the Defendant a house in Consideration of two ps. advance on the Outcry 
Bill and Delivered it over to him but cannot say whether the Defendant is now in 
possesllion of the said house or has made any use thereof that he heard the Defend-
ant pulled down a part of the house and more saith not to this Inte~ry .. 

To the last Interry this Deponent saith That when the Complainant demanded 
the money for the above house the Defendant desired him to pay the Outcry Bill 
and he would repay him with Interest that the Bills drawn in the Defendants name 
but Continues in the Complainants Custody till the money is paid and more saith not 

JOSEPH GITIDN 
Exam". 

BAUSHACAUR. 

INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such Witnesses as . shall be 
produced Sworn and Examined on the part and Behalf of the Com-
pIt. in a certain Cause wherein one Gannaputtee is Complainant and 
one Vencatatia Pilla is Defendant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis do you know the parties Compit and Defend
ant in this Cause or either of them if yea, how long have you so known them or 
either .and which of them Declare. . 

To JAMES WILMOTT AND PERMOLL Item Do you know for what the partys con
tend did you ?r di~ you not hear words pass at the Sea Gate between the partys if 
yea what subJect dId those words treat of, what do you know Concerning the sale 
and purchase of a house Declare. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Item Do you know or can you say any other matter or 
thing material for the Complainant in this Cause if yea set forth the same as you 
know have heard or do Believe with the reasons of. such your Knowledge or Belief 
~cl~" . . 

1745-28 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Atty. for the Complain~. 
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BETWEEN GANNAPATTEE COMPI,AINANT . 
AND 

VENCATATIA PILLA DEFENDANT. 
. DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 

this q>urt as follows. 
. JAMES WILMOTT of Madras Court Serjeant aged 34 years or thereabouts 

being produced as a witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on 
the 13th • day of September 1745 shewn 'at the office of Mr. Henry Deveil Attorney 
for the Defendant by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name Title and place of 
.abode of the said James Wilmott and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Inter;y this Deponent saith that he hath seen the partys 
Complt and Defendant but hath no certain kn(\wledge of either. 

. 2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he has heard the parties 
contend about a House but did not hear any words pass between them at the Sea 
<late That he knows one Panjans house waF sold in the November last by the Sherriff 
.at the Sea. Gate and to the best of his Remembrance it was cryed down to one Gunna-
pattee and more saith not to this or the last Inter;y. . 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
E:tam". 

JAMES WILMOTT. 

PERMAUL servant to' J'aines Wilmott Cl)Urt Serjeant aged 29 years or there
abouts being. produced as a. Witness in this Cause on'the part of the Complainant 
~nd afterwards being sworn and Examined Deposethas follows . 

. " 1st. To the first Inter;y this Deponent saiih that he hath known the Com-
plainant 20 years and the Deft. 10 years or thereabouts. ' 

2d : To the second Inte~y this Deponent saith that he knows the parties 
-contend about Panians house sold by the Sherriff at the Sea Gate but did not hpar any 
word~ there pass Between the parties Ooncerning the same that he remembers the 
Defendant bid an 100 ps. at the Outcry but the Complainant bidding a 101 ps. the 
house was Cryed down to him. He further saith that about 10 days after the Com
plainant' came to him this Deponent and told him the Defendant had agreed to give 
him two ps. profit on the house and that he had sold it to him and more saith not 
to this or the last Inferry. 

PERMAUL. 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

E:tam". 
., . 

INTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as shall be 
produced Sworn and Examined on the part arid Behalf of the Defend
ant in a certain Oause wherein one Gannapattee of Fort Saint George 
Merchant is Complainant and Vancatashia of said' place is Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS do you know the parties Complainant, and.p,efendt . in this Cause or 
-either and which of them and how long have you so known t.hem or either and which 
of them' Declare, I I , 

24. To MUNDALA VEERAGOO AND ARNACHELLU:M: 'Coniooply Item doyou know 
-of any house sold by the Sherriff wherein the now Plaintiff and Defendant are Inter
.ested, if yea, set forth as follows; Whose house was so sold, to whom sold, for what 
illun was it sold lit the Sea Gate and what the Sherriff gave Notice concerning the 
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sale of the said house, if there was any Mortgage Agreement or Inc~brance the~e
on and of what Value or kind, if any Materials were pulled down, If any Carr~ed 
away, by whom pulled down and by whomCarrie~ away and the property so ~aITIed 
away to whom it belonged Do you know the Cad]an now shewn you at the time of 
your Examination marked HD what does it contain ~et fo~th all you know of the pre
sent dispute, all you have heard and all you do beleive wIth the reasons of such your. 
knowledge or Belief Declare. 

3d. To NELLAMOOTAH Item Do you know this Cadjan n~w sh~wn ~ou at the
time of vour Examination marked HD what do you know of this Cad]an did you, or 
who else did carry away any Materials of a house lately and what House and what. 
Title had you to such materials. 

To PANJAN Do you know ought of the house n~w in dispute who B~ught the 
said house of the Sherriff and for what sum was the saId house sold at any time after 
by whom and to whom and for what sum was the now Defendant in possession of 
the said house or who else was in possion who turned the partys out of possession 
of the said house, and by what Authority say further all you know concerning the
present dispute Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRA~PATNAM,. 

HENRY .DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

BETWEEN Gannapattee Complaint. 
& 

Vancatatia Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause' taken by and before the ExaIninerin. 

this Court as follows. . '. 
MUNDALA Veeragua of Madras Dubash aged 35 ym; or thereabouts being 

produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Def~ndant was on the 34 • 

day of July 1745 shewn at the Office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton AttornE:lY for the Com~ 
plainant by Connecapa who left a Note of, the Name Title and place of abode of the
said Mundala Veeragua and afterwds. on the same day being. Sworn .& Examined 
Deposethas follows. .. 

1st. To the first Intez7i.y this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com-
plai!lant 8 years and the Defendant 12 years or thereabouts. ",. '. 

, " 2d. To the second Int;rry this Deponent saith that he knows' the hOUse' be
longing to Panjan was sold by the Sherriff at the Sea Gate to the Defendant for 1f)1 
Page. who 3 days after sold the same to the Complainant for the said sum whic~ 
he paid to the Sherriff. He further saith that the Sherriff gave Noticethata. 
Viranda built on the Ground belonging to the said house was the property of one 
Nellamoota who afterwards pulled it down and carried the materials away. This 
Deponent furt?-er saith that he has no knowledge of the Cadjan marked HD shewn 
him now at this his Examination but on hearing it read. says he remembers to: have
~eard. that a ~adjan to .that purpose wasgi,:en by Panjan to Nellamootah empower
mg him to bUlld the Vlranda as a~ove on hIS Gro,:nd that the Complainant after he: 
had fiought the house above mentioned got a Talbar from the Sherriffs and turned 
Panjan o~tand more saith not to this or the last Inteiry. . , 

The mark of MUNDALL VEERAalTA 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

Exam". 

1745-28A. 
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ARNACHELUM Conicoply to the late Sherriff aged 27 years or thereabouts be
ing produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and after
wards being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st . To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Co~plt 
3 years and the Defendant 10 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he knows a house Belong
ing t~ one Panjan was sold by the Sherriff at the Sea Gate to the Defendant for 101 
ps. an'd that the Defendant afterwards sold the house to the Complainant before the 
said Sherriff for the said sum which the Complainant paid to this Deponent he being 
the Sheriffs Conicoply and received a Bill of Sale from the Sheriff. He further 
saith that the Sherriff gave Notice that a Viranda built on the Ground belonging to 
the house above mentioned was the property of one Nellamootah, who afterwards 
pulled it down and carried the Materials away, and that the Cadjan now produced 
and shewn him marked HD purports that the said Nellamootah had the liberty of 
building the Viranda above mentioned on Panjans Ground in Consideration of the 
Loan of Three Pagodas and a half to Panjan without Interest That the Complt. 
turned Panjan out of the house by the Assistance of a Talliar granted him by the 
Sherriff and more saith not to this or the last Interry, 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam'!'", 

ARNACHILUM. 

NELLAMOOTA of Madras Milkman aged 42 years or thereabouts being produced 
as a witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards b~ing sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as followeth. 

1st To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Complt. 
2 years and the Defendant 10 years or thereabouts. 

3d, To the third Intirry this Deponent saith that the Cadjan marked HD 
now shewn him was given this Deponent by Panjan who thereby empowered this 
Deponent to build a Veranda on his Ground in consideration of the Loan of Three 
Pagodas and a half without Interest That this Deponent pulled down the said Viran
da and carried the materials away after Panjans house and ground was sold by the 
Sheriff to the Defendant for 101 PS. He further saith that the Defendant sold the 
said house again to the Complainant for the same sum which he paid to the Sherriff 
who delivered the Bill of sale of the House to the Complainant that the Defendant 
had not taken possession of the house having sold it to the Complainant immediately 
after he had bought it and that the Complainant turned Panjan out by the help of a 
Talliar granted him by the Sherriff and more saith not to this or the last Int;rry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam"", 

NELLAMOOTA. 

PAN.TAN of Madras Painter aged 60 years or thereabouts being produced as a 
Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant And afterwards being sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the ffirst Int;rry this Deponent saith that he hath known the com": 
plainant Six months and·the Defendant he hath known 10 years or thereabouts, 

4th,To the fourth Interry this Deponent saith that the house now in dispute 
was the property of this Deponent Thaethe Defendant bought the said house of the 
Sherriff for 101 ps, and sold it again to the Complt, for the sd. sum wnich he paid 
t.(l the Sherriff who delivered the said House to the Complainant: He further saith 
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that the Defendant never was in possession of the said house and that t~e Complain
,ant turned this Deponent out by the help of a Talliar from the Shernff and more 
.saith not to this or the last Interrogatory, 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

The Mark of PANJAN. 

ADDITIONAL Inter;ys to be administred to such Witnesses as shall be 
produced sworn and examined on the part and Behalf of the Defend
ant in a certain Cause wherein one Gonnapattee of Fort St. George 
is Complainant and Vancatatia Pilla is Defendant. 

1st. ITEM IMPRIMIS Do you know the partys Complainant and Defenda~t in 
this Cause or either and which of them and how long have you known them or eIther 
and which of them Declare. 

2d. To CUNDAPAH CHITTY AND SUBRAMONEY Item Do you remember when th(> 
nouse of one Panjan was sold by the Sherriff at the sea gate who bought the said 
house of the Sherriff, was the house sold at any otlier time if yea who sold the sai~ 
house and who bought it, was it present when any money was demanded, who de -. 
manded the money, and what Answer was given, and by whom and who was present
besides yourself. 

3. To DAssAPAH Item Did any Body offer to sell you any House who offered 
to sell such House and where does that house stand and what was asked for that 
House and what did you bid for the same do you know how he who offered to sell, 
came hy the said house Declare .. 

CAN you say any other matter or thing material for the Defendant in this Cause, 
if yea set forth the same as you know have heard or do Believe with the reaSOil!! of 
such your Knowledge and Belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Atty . .lor the Defend'. 

BETWEEN Gunnapattee Complaint. 
& 

Vencatatia Pilla Defendant. 
DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 

this Court as follows. 
CUNDAPA CHITTY of Madras a servant in the Mint aged 30 years or there

. abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant Wal 
·011 the 6th • day of September 1745 shewn at the office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton Attor

ney ~or the Compl~inant by Conn~capa who left a Note of the name Title and place 
. ()f aliode of the saId Cundapa ChItty and afterwards on the same day being Sworn 
, and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the ffirst Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com
, plainant one Year and the Defendant 15 years or thereabouts. 

2d.Tothe second Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he'remembers when the 
house of one Panjan was sold· by the Sherriff at the Sea Gate That the Defendant 

, bou~ht th~ said house of the Sherriff and sold it again to the Complainant. He 
further salth that he was present when the Defendant demanded the money for the 

, said house of the Complainant who said he had naIf the money ready and wouI~ 
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procure the remainder as soon as possible and pay him That Subramoney, Chittegon~' 
Yerrapa and CoUity were present at the same time and more saith not to this or the·: 
last Interry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

\ 

The Mark of CUNDAPAH CHITTY. 

SUBRAMONEY of Madras Merchant aged 39 years or thereabouts being produced 
as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards being Sworn 
and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st . To the ffirst Inte~y this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com
plainant one year and the Defendant 3 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Intexi-y this Deponent saith that he was not present when .. 
Panjans house was sold by the Sherriff at the Sea Gate but saith that the Defendant 
told him he had Bought the said house of the Sherriff at the Sea Gate and that he 
had sold it again to the Complainant. He further saith that he was present when 
the Defendant demanded the money of the Complainant who said he had part of the 
money ready and would make up the rest and pay him That one Nellanah and two· 
others, whose names he cannot Recollect wero(;' present at the time, And more saith 
not to this. or the last Inter~y. 

JOSEPH (}ITHIN 
Examf'. 

SUBRAMONEY. 

DASSAPAB: of'Madras Peon aged 29 years orthereabt . being Produced as a Wit
ness in this Cause on the part of the Defendt .. and afterwards being Sworn and' 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1 at. To thefust Inter;y this Deponent saith that he hath no certain knowl
edge of the Complainant that he knows the Defendant and hath so known him 15 
years or thereabouts. 

3d• To the third Inte~y this Deponent saith that the Complainant offered to· 
sell a house standing by Catchellas Pagoda for an hundred and six or seven Pagodas 
and that the person to whom it was offered said he would consider on it that the 
Complainant said he had bought the house of the Defendt . and more saith not to this 
or the last Inter;y. 

, "\' f 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
! . 

Exam'". 

MAYORS OOURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

The mark of DAssAP.n: 

" .. ,' 

1 ,. 

Tm;sDAY. the 12th. day of Novr . Anno Dfii 1745 Between-
: \ Gannaputtee of Madras Merchant Complainant and Vanrata. 

tia Pilla of the Same place also Merchant Defendant. 
·Tn'Is CAUSE coming on' this day to be hea~~: and deb~ted before this Court in . 

the presence of the parties and of the Attorney~ on .both sides on hearing the Com
plainants Bill with copy of a Bill of Sale dated the 20 Novr . 1744 No. 1156 there., 
to annext, The Defendants answer, Tl1e Rep']ycat~on, the Rejoinder with Translate' 
of aCadjan note dated the 1st . September 1737' thereto annext also th ... "Proofs taken, 
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in this Cause read. And on Examination of the matters in this Cause what was 
.• i1Itdged on either side and due Consideration had thereon, This Court doth thereof 
think fit to order and Decree and .doth accordingly order and. Decree that the 90'Dl-' 
plainants Bill do .stand dismissed out of this Court with Costs. 

· 29tb • Octr • 1745. 

,i CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reo!. 

To THE HONOURABLE MAYORS COURT 
AT MADRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your orator Tee-
· angoo Rangapah Merchant and Inhaoitant of Madras having had Sundry dealings 
with one Maniapah also Merchant and Inhabitant of the place aforesaid he the 
said Maniapah having occasion for the loan of a Sum of money did apply himself 
to your orator requesting the same whereupon your orator did advance and lend 
unto the said Maniapah the full and just sum of 20 ps. Current money of Madras 

s 
which in Sterling Money of Great Britain accounting each Pagoda 8 amounts to 
Eight Pounds or thereabouts (P. 20. £.8.) for securing the repayment of which 
sum with Interest thereon after the rate of 8 ,W CentW 'Annum in one year He 
the said Maniapah did in and by one Mortgage Bond N°. 273fi regularly Registred 
in the Choultry Record bearing Date the 18th . day of April which was in the year 
of our Lord. 1743, make over and Assign unto your Orator· and his Heirs for ever 

.. one house with its appurtenances situate lying and bein~ in Anamunta Pagoda 
Street in the Peddanaigues Petty Between the houses of Tellesinga and Calliditian 

· Subject nevertheless to the usual Provisoe in such Cases, to wit, that if the said Mania
pah his' Heirs &c. should well and truly payor cause to be paid unto your orator his 
Heirs &c. the money due thereon with Interest before the Expiration of the time 
limitted then and in such Case the obligation to become 'Void' otherwise to remain 
in fullfforce and virtue all which matters wilfully appear to thiS Hofible Court by 
the aforementioned Mortgage Bond, referrence being had thereto, now in yo~ 
orators Custody ready to be produced as this Honourable Court shall please to 
direct and your orator further shews unto this Hofible Court that the said Maniapab 
having occasion for a further sum of money did again apply to your orator for the 

'loan thereof and at his request your orator lent him the further sum of 3 PS. for 
securing the repayment thereof t~e said Maniapah gave your Orator an Interest 
Bond dated the 1st. day of June In .the Year of our Lord 1743 now in your Oror~ 

-Custody ready t? b~ p~oduced as. thIS Hofible Court s~all please to direct flO that 
your Orator PnnClP!11 demand In the two fore mentIOned Obligations is 23 pa. 

-Currt~ of Madras which sum your orator hath often and (hat jI1 the most Amieable 
manner demanded payment of. 

-BUT. now so it is may it 'please this Honourable Court the said Maniapah wilfully 
. and obstmately refuses to gIVe your orator any manner of Satisfaction your orator 
therefore prays such general relief in the Premisses as to this Hofible Court shall 
.appear agreeable to Equity and good Conscience Is the End of the Bill. 

MAYORS COURT A'I' 
~I.~DRASPATNAM. 

, . 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

Attorney for the Complainant. 

TUESDAY the 12th. day of Novr . Anno Domini 
1745 Between Terangoo Rangapah of Madras 
Merchant Complt. & Maniapah also of the same 
place Merchant Defenaant. 

. 'ON REAnniG the Complainants :Bill the Defendarit . ap~ared in Court and. ack
-'fl'Jwledged the Execution of the Bonds on which the. pl~.!!ues and the Justnes;: of 
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his 'demand This Court doth therefore on due . consider"a had, think fit to order
and Decree and doth accordingly ordell and Decree that the Defendant do pay unto
the Complainant the full and just Sum of 23 ps. Current of Madras being the princi
pal money of before mentioned Obligations together with such Interest after the 
rate of Eight.W Cent:1jJ Annum, as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon 
until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit and in default of payment 
at or before 21 days from the date hereof that the Mortgaged premisses be 80ld 
and the money arising from such sale paid unto the Complainant in and towards 
the d~~charge of his said debt and Costs, 

lOth, Sepr. 1745. 

i CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reg" 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth to this Honourable Court your orator John. 
Stratton Merchant of Madras. was applied to by one Subiah and Collandee Chitty 
(Gomastahs to one Veera Chitty) for the purchase of Sundry Goods and your 
Orator, shews he di<;1. sell and dispose of to the said Gomastahs divers goods to the 
amount of 1600 pa. Principal money and Current of Madras & which in Sterling 

s. ' lb. 
money of Great Britain- allowing 8 IW Pagoda. amounts to 640 or thereabouts and 
for the Security of the said money they the said Subiah & COllandee Chitty Jointly 
with one Tomby Chitty Merchant also residing in this place did sign and Give unto
your Orator one Paper Bond or Obligation bearing date the 11th. of August 1744 
thereby promising to pay the said money on or at the Expiration of two months 
from the date thereof as is therein specified But so it is the said Gomastahs have 
both neglecte<;l so to do as also the said Tomby Chitty who by the said Bond under
takes to see the said Contract duly performed and though your Orator hath frequently 
demanded payment of his principal and Interest due on the said Bond yet so it is 
the said Tom6y Chitty and others refuse to give your orator any satisfaction ill' 
the premisses. 

To the end therefore that the said Tomby Chitty, Subiah and Collandee Chitty
may upon their Corporal Oaths true and perfect answer make to all and every the ' 
matters and things afsd. as fully truly and Effectually to all Intents and purposses 
as if the same were here again repeated and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay 
your Orator his said Principal sum & Interest due thereon and that your Orator 
may hav,e such further and other relief in the' premisses as may be agreeable to ' 
Equity and good Conscience. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
l\fADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney /orthe Complaint. 

TuESDAY the 26th • day of November Anno
Domini 1745 Between John Stratton of Madras 
Merchant Complainant and Subriah, Collandee . 
Chitty and Tomby Chitty of the same place 
also Merchant Defendants. 

ON READING tlie Complainants Bill, with a Bond, under the Defendants hand 
dated the 11th. Augt . 17-14 for ps. 1600 :md it" appearing to this Court that the 
DC'fendant Tomby Chittv hath been served with the Regular process to answer the 
Com pits , Bill, but wilfully and obstinately refusing so to do, on due ConsD • had' 
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. this Court doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order:
and decree that the Defendant Tomby Chitty do pay unto the CompIt. the full and 
PS. 1600 Just sum of ps. '1600 being the principal money of the aforesaid Bond 
to~r. with such Interest after the rate of R .. 19 Cent:W Ann as now is or sha~l her.eafteJ.~ 
become due thereon until full payment is made & also the Costs of thIS SUlt, th~ 
PIt. first making Oath to the Justness of his Demand. . 

21st August 1744. 

!, CUR 
NOAH CASAMAJOR 

Reg". 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MADRAS .. 
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator Antona. 
of Madras merchant That your orators Brother Timidy Veerapah late of Vizagapatani 
Merchant deceased to whom your orator is Heir had in his life time sundry pealings 
in partnership with Permaul .Modelare of Madraspatnam Merchant. whlCh were
Chiefly Transacted on the saId Permauls hehalf by ~ne :\~conah hIS. G.o~astah 
late of Vizagapatam but now of Madraspatnam aforesaId wlthm t~e JUrIsdlCtlO~ or 
this Honourable Court, and your Orator further shews that not bemg able t9 adjust 
his said deceased Brothers accounts with the said Anconah made his Applycation 
to John Stratton Esqr. then Chief at Vizagapatam aforesaid requesting his Assist
ance therein who advised your Orator and the said Anconah to referr the matters 
in dispute to the arbitration or Decision of four Merchants namfld CO(lranla. 
Narrapa, Lingapa, Satte Lingum and Gongoloo Saubariah, whi~h they undertook 
and stated an account between whereby it appears that there is the sum of Rupees 
1147. 13. 6 due to your orators said Brothers Estate, as by a Translate thereof 
hereunto annexed marked No. 1 will appear as also the said Arbitrators under wrote
the said Account that there was the further sum of Rs. 231. 8, - also due, besides 
the ffreight of a first Voyage to Gongavarum at Rups. 9 ,and of a second Voyage 
to Ponde Marka at Rupees 13 for each Grove of Paddy or Rice which said Freight 
amounts to the sum of Rs, 150 and makes with the said two before mentioned sums 
the sum of Rs. 152.9. 5. 6 that is due to the Estate of your orators said Brother 
and your orator further shews that after the said Arbitrators had deliverec1 such 
their adjusted Account and award. He the said Anconahgave a Bond to the said 
John Stratton bearing date the 7th. day of November 1742 whereby after reciting 
the before mentioned Award or Decision he obliged himself to be accountable to your 
orator for the said money Provided the said Permaul Moodelare should refuse t() 
pay the same, as by a Translate thereof marked NO.2 will appear which said men
tioned sum your Orator hath Demanded payment of the said Permaul and also or 
the said Anconah but they have both refused to pay him. Your orator further 
shews that on such refusal applycation was made to Richard Prince Esqr. the present 
Chief at Vizagapatam requesting his Assistance to recover the same in whose 
presence the said Anconah gave another Bond to your Orator bearin~ date the 2Z 
day of January last whereby after recitin~ the before mentioned Bond so !riven 
to the said John Stratton, he obliged himself to go to Madras, settle his Accounts 
with the said Permaul and procure from him the Ballance of your orators Accounts 
or be accountable himself for the payment thereof within the space of three Months 
from the date thereof with this Proviso that if your orator had not his Bonds with 
him at Madras before the Expir; of the said three months then this last mentionea 
Bpnd should be void as by a Translate thereof also hereunto annexed marked 
No. 3 will appear before the Expiration of which time your orator bad the said 
Bond at Madras and has demanded performance thereof without Effect and your
or~tor further shews that the said Arbitrators by their said award set forth that Hie 
llald Permaul had on false pretences taken a Bond from Dontapillah Tumiah your
orators ffather deceased for the sum of Rs. 414. 10. which ought to be Delivered u:p tG-

1745-2~ 
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E.our Orator and which he -hath often Demanded, and hath as often been refused 
$he same and now' thr'eatned by him to be sued for it. But so it is your Oror 
ca.nnot be relieved in the premisses without the Aid and Assistance of this Honble 
~Th~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
true and perfect Answer make to all and singular the matters & things herein 
before set forth as fully truly & Effectually to all intents & purposes as if the same 
were, here again repeated and. Interrogated & more. particularly that he may set 
forth and say wher • such Arbltrators were not appomted, and wher . they did not 
state\ such Account & make such award as is before set forth, and wher • he did 
not give such Bonds as are before mentioned, as also whether he hath performed 
the same, and if not why he Doth not" and that the said Anconah may be Decreed 
\1> pay your Orator the said sum of Rs. 1529. 5. 6. with Interest and also to Deliver 
or cause to be delivered up the said Bond for Rupees 414. 10 & that your orator 
may have such further and other relief in the premisses as shall be agreeable to 
~quity and good Conscience. -

, ~. 1_. 

ROBT. SLOPER 

~ttorney for the Compl'. 



PER MAUL MOODELARE IN AccT. WITH THE ESTATE OF TUMIDY VEERAPAH DECED. 

.To Cash received of DouIapilla Butchena 
- To half of the profits of two voyages to N egore 

To Respondentia overcharged on a sum 
carried to Account shipping 751 

His share being 2/3dS• deducted is ... 500 10}-

1641 12 
280 

250 51-

Rupees ... 2172 11-

By Cash due to him on bali of the last acct. settled 
by Ancona 

By Beetle Nut sold for lts, 262. his t share 
By Paddy bought at Poindy 
By the remS • of Paddy sold at Poindy 
By . what saved at Conneca 
By the :r:ems. of the stock at Gongeveram & Poinde 

Maika 
By Cash paid Tammiah for his Expences during his 

stay at Madras PI. ...... 6 15 40 
By Do. his Gomastahs paid Butchena 

at Negore 2 

8 15 40 
By what Veerapah was indebted to VencatachiIum. 

By Ballance due 

Rupees 

Note PermaulMoodelare is further indebted in the following sums Vizt. 

fro Ballance of accounts settled and Concluded by Coursey Namby. 
pa, 26. 3 @ 3! Rupees :W po.. is Rupees '" ... ... ... 81 8 

To Ballance of what Battee Mahantee is indebted to the Joint stock of 
Rupees 300 half of which is 150 

231 8 

605 5 
131 
109 13i-

48 8 
30 

25 5i-

28 4 
50 

1024 4 
1147 131-

2172 1}---

• 
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THOUGH the Ac'counts stood in the manner above mentd• and the Estate was 
no ways Indebted to Permaul Moodelare yet he pretended that some Interest was 
due to him on the several Articles in the Credits side, and took a Bond from Doulft

Re. Ani. 
pilla Tumiah for the sum of 114. 10. as also that part of Conneca. was due to him 
notwithstanding .. 

BESIDE~ this, Permaul is to give the Estate an account of ffreight at Gonga
var~m for the first Voyage at Rs. 9. ,19 Garseand the second Voyage at Poindy 
.Madaka at Rupees 13 1'1j? Garse. 

Signed by 
COORAGYLA NARRAPA. 
LINGAPA. 
SATTE J.JINGUM. 

GONGOOLA SANBARIAH. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Orig1• 

JOSEPH GITHlN 
Examr • 

TRANSLATE of an Obligation given by Douilla
pilla Ancana to John Stratton Esqr. Chief at 
Vizagapatam dated this 7th • day of November 
1742. 

:WHERAAi3 a Dispute arose between me and Antunna on his deeming to be false. 
the ACCOUIlt I gave him by Word of Mouth relating to the concerns between 
Tl'umoodu Veerapah and Permaul Moodelare to whom I have paid the amount 
thereof Now I do hereby oblige myself to be Accountable, on the said Antummas 
behalf to John Stratton Esqr. chief at Vizagapatam for the Ballance becoming due 
to him in the account Drawn by the order of Sanca Lingapah Narrapah, Tumine 
Suttee Lingum and Gongara Shankariah provided the said Permaul Moodelare shall 
refuse on my advise to repay the Overplus received. 

WITNESS ANCANA. 
MuIla: Muddagulla OppuUa Razu. 
Davoopooja Paupiah. 

drawn by Doluree Vencatashen. 

TRANSLATED from a Paper Writing said to be the original. 
JOSEPH GITHlN 

Examr • 

TRANSLATE of an Obligation marked B given, 
by Doulapilla Ancana to Doulapilla Antunna 
dated This 22 day of January Anno Dfii 1743/4 
in the presence of Richard Prince Esqr. Chief 
of Vizagapatam. 

WHEREAS In the residency of John Stratton Esqr. at Vizagapatam I' signed a 
paper in his presence whereby I was obliged to go to Madras to obtain Antunna's 
right from I'ermaul Moodelare or be accountable myself to him for the payment 
th~l"eof Now I also hereby further confirm such my Obligation in the presence of 
Jt.ic'hard Prince Esqr. now Resident at Vizagapatam, That I will go to Madras. 
fo.!e'ltle my Accounts there with Permaul Moodelare and procUre from him the 
h~~nMJlellJ of ,A.utunna's accounts or be accountable myself to him for the payment 
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.·of the same within the space of 3 months from the above date. But if the said 
Antunnah does not bring my Bonds with him to Madras by the Expiration of the 

"Term above mentioned, then this obligation is void. This I give with my free 
.-consent. 

WITNESS ANCONAH 

Dossaree Caum Chitty. 
Davapojee Paupah. 
drawn by Coochelecontee Ankoo. 

Translated from a Cadjan said to be the original. 

18th . Sepr. 1744. 

JOSEPH GITHlN 
Exam'". 

THE ANSWER of Ancona now of Madras Mer
chant Defendant to the Bill of Complaint of 
Antana of the same place Merchant Compli;. 

THE said Defendant now and at all times here after saving and reserving to 
himself all and all manner of Benefit and Exception to the Manifold Errors Imperfec
tions Incertainties and Untruths in the Complainants said Bill contained for answer 
thereunto or unto so much thereof as he this Defendant is advised materially doth 
concern this Defendant to make answer unto he this Defendant answereth and 
saith. 

That the Complainant sets forth in his Bill of Complaint That he is both Brother 
and Heir to the deceased Tumidah Veerapah which this Defendant says is false. 

For this Defendant saith that all the Relation that the Complaint. is to the 
deceased Veerapah is, that Timidy Veerapah was married to two of the Complainants 
Sisters, and that they lived all under one Roof and that some days after Timidy 
~ eerapah died Intestate, having an own Brother living and at that time was present 
in Vizagapatam, So that the Complainant could not be either Brother or Heir as he 
falsely sets forth in his Bill of Complaint, that he is both, However the Complainant 
possessed himself of all and every the said deceased Timidy Veerapahs Estate and 
Effects; And this Defendant saith that the Complainant also sets forth in his Bill of 
Complaint that in the life time of the said Deceased Timidy Veerapah He the said 
rrimidy Veerapah and one Permaul !;ioodelare were Concerned together in the way 
of Trade betwixt this and Vizagapatam and that at that time this Defendant was a 
Oomastah to the said Permaul Moodelare which this Defendant says is also false 
:And this Defendant says that he being a relation to tbe deceased Timidah Veerapah 
he did at the request of the said Timidah Veerapah do and Transact whatever Busi
ness he the said Timidah Veerapah told him to do. But this Defendant denys that 
a.t that time which the Complainant sets forth in his Bill of Complaint to have been 
a Oomastah to Permaul Moodelare. 

And this Defendant further saith that after the death of Timidy Veerapah the 
complainant and his Father came to Madras from Vizagapatam, at which time they 
settled accounts which was then depending between the said deceased Timidy 
Veerapah and the said Permaul Moodelare and it appeared at that time that there' 
was a Bal!ance in ffavour of Permaul Moodelare for which the Complainant and his 
ffather Jomtly gave a Bond to Permaul Moodelare and afterwards they returned tQ 
Vizagapatam again. 

SOMETIME after Permaul Moodelare Employed this Defendant to inspect into 
his affairs at Vizagapatam but not as the Complainant would Insinuate that this 
Defendant was a Gomasta to Permaul Moodelare in his life time of Timidy Veerapali 
and as he falsely sets forth in his Bill of Complainant. 

AND this Defendant ffurther saith that in January last Mr. Richard Princ(! 
heing then Chief at Vizagapatam did send for this Defendant and asked him why he 
(lin not discharge the Complainant Antona's debt for which he this D(\fenclant h{Id 
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given an Obligatory Bond, to which this Defendant said, that he did not know that
he was any way Indebted to him But said he had signed to a Writing in Mr. Strattons
time to which he was fforced, upon Mr. Prince's hearing of which he ordered th~
Complt, Antana to take his Accounts and to go with this Defendant to Madras and 
there to settle accounts with Permaul Moodelare. The Complainant then said to
Mr. Prince that this Defendant would not go with him to Madras for that he Intended 
to Run away to Callingapatam, upon which Mr, Prince ordered this Defendant t()
give a Writing from under his hand to oblige himself to go with the Complainant 
and ~r the Complainant to carry his Accounts to Madras, which if the Complt. did 
not perform then such Writing or Obligation (so given by this Defendant) should 
be void and of none Effect. 

AND this Defendant says that pursuant to the above Agreemt, this Defendant 
and the Complt. did some time after arrive in Madras when this Defendant did often! 
Importune the Complainant to bring his Accounts and to settle Permaul Moodelare -
which the Complt, would never do, Altho' Permaul Moodelare had spoke to him
several times to that purpose but to no Effect, and at last the Complainant without 
ever saying any thing either to this Defendant or to Permaul Moodelare ffiles a Bill 
of Complaint agt. this Defendt . in this Honourable Court. 

AND this Defendant further says that on his having Notice thereof he did ffee . 
an Attorney and having got Copys of the Bill of Complt" Two Obligatory Notes and" 
account Current which the Complainant had lodged against this Defendant and the' 
same being given to this Defendant to make a defence thereto this Defendant says 
that in No 1, which is said to be the accounts settled by the Arbitrators and signed~ 
by them; This Defendant says that he never chose any Arbitrators, nor does the' 
said paper N°.1 say that this Defendant is to be answerable for the Ballance of
such account said to be settled by the Arbitrators, No. 2 on getting the Original
thereof being in Gentues and taking a Copy of it, the account that is said to be 
settled by Arbitrators, were not Mutually chosen by each party and a Translate of, . 
which Original which is hereunto annexed for the peru~al of this Honourable Court: 
will make it so appear, No, 3 an Obligation given to Mr, Prince and looking over 
the same found it was altered in two places, and this Defendant says that he did get. 
from Mr, Princes Conicoply the same day a true Copy thereof a Translate thereof' 
is hereunto annexed for the perusal of this Honourable Court, and which will make 
it so appear & persons that will be Guilty of such Actions, will stick at Nothing. 

AND further this Defendant says that the Complainant sets forth in his Bill of.' 
Complaint That the Bond given to Permaul Moodelare by him and his ffather, 
ought to 6e Delivered by him up by this Defendant to which this Defendant says 
that he is no ways accountable for the same they not having given such Bond by 
order or consent of this Defendant but of their own ffree and voluntary Will, as~ 
being a Ballance due to Permaul Moodelare. 

AND I,astly this Defendant says that as he this Defendant did give unto the': 
Complainant an Obligation, the purport of which was that the Complainant should 
go to Madras with his Accounts, and there settle and adjust the same with Permaul 
Moodelare, in which the Complt, has in no wise Complied with Therefore this Defend
ant humbly presumes that such obligation is become void and of none Effect. But. 
this Defendant humbly prays that this Honourable Oourt will for. a General satis
faction be pleased to order the Oomplt, to carry his Accounts. and settle the same 
with Permaul Moodelare which when done that "the same may be brought and laid" 
before this Honble Oourt. 

ALL which matters and things this Defendant is ready to averr maintain and' 
prove the same as this Honble Oourt shall award and humbly. prays to be hence Dis-
missed with his reasonable Oosts and Oharges in this Behalf most wrongfully sus-· 
tained. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

Atto,rney tor the. Def'· 
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TRANSLATE 6f an Obligation given to John Stratton Esqr. Chief at 
Vizagapatam by Doulapilla Ancona dated this 7th . day of !'i ovr • 

1742. 
WHEREAS a dispute has arisen between me Doulapilla Ancona and Antunna 

. on his deeming to be false the account I give him by word of mouth relating to Ihe 
-concerns between Timidy Veerapah and Permaul Moodelare. Now I the said 
Dauillapa Ancona, having paid PermaulMoodelare the contents of the said ac

-counts do hereby oblige myself to be Accountable on the said Antunna's Behalf to 
John Stratton Esqr. Chief at Vizagapatam for the Ballance becoming due to him in 
the Account Drawn by the order of Sanca Lingamah Coragyala Narrapah Tumine 

-Clritty Linguim and Gongala Shankarrah provided the said Permaul Moodelare shall 
refuse on my advice to repay the overplus received. 

;WITNESS 
Mulla Muddagulla Oppulla Razu. 
Davopooja Paupiah. 

··drawn by Colure Vencatashen. 

ANCONAR 

Translated from a Cadjan said to be the Original as near as it will admit. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examr • 

. ' TRANSLATE of an Obligation given by Doulla Pilla Ancona' to Mr. 
John Stratton then Chief of Vizagapatam andDated the 7th. Novr. 
1742. . 

. WHEREAS a dispute arose .between me and our Antona concerning Timidy 
Verapah which I gave him by word of mouth and also Permaul Moodelare received 
the amount thereof Now you settle and give the account decided and made by the 
means of Sonika Lingamah, Corra Coyala Narrainapah, Tominy Sattee Lingum, tlud 

-Qongula Shankcarra the Contents of which I shall get Permaul Moodelare to pay, 
if not I will pay it. 

";WITNESS 
Mulla Muddgulla Oppulla Rajah. 

_ Davapujah Paupia . 
. Drawn by Coolore Vencatashen. 

ANCONAH 

TRANSLATE of an Obligation given by Ancona to Ancunna in the pre-:
sence of Richard Prince Esqr. Chief at Vizagapatam dated this 22d. 
day of January Anno Domini 1743/4. 

WHEREAS in the Residency of John Stratton Esqr. at Vizagapatam I signed a 
-'paper in his presence whereby I was obliged to go to Madras to obtain Antunnas 
Right from Permaul Moodelare or be accountable to him myself for the payment 

·'thereof Now I also hereby further Con:fi:rm such my Obligation in the presence of 
Richard Prince Esqr. now Resident at Vizagapatam That I will go with Antunma to 

. Madras Settle my Accounts there with Permaul Moodelare and procure from. him 
the Ballance of Antumna's Accounts or be obliged myself to pay him the amount 

.. thereof within the space of three months from the above Date. But if the said 
~tunna does not bring the accounts with him or has them to produce at Madras by 

.' the Expiration of the Term above mentioned Then this Obligation is void This I 
:-give with my ffree Consent. 

''WITNESS' 
Dorsery Chaum Cliitiy. 
Devopoja Paupiah. 

,Drawn by Dustore Cootsala: Cuntee Venkoo. 

ANCONAIJ. 
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Translated from a Paper Writing said to be the Original. 

JOSEPH GI'l'HlN 
Examf'. 

TRANSLATE of an Obligation given by Doulla Pilla Ancona to this, 
Antana in the presence of Mr. Richard Prince Chief of Vizagapatam 
and dated the 22d. day of January 1743/4. 

WHEREAS I Gave you a writing in, Mr. Strattons presence concerning the dis
pute between you and me, and thereby I promised to go to Madras, and get from 
Permaul Moodelare your money and pay you, or else I obliged myself to make good 
the same, Now you and I will go to Madras and look over the Accounts with Per
maul Moodelare and the Ballance due to you I will make him pay, if I cant, then I 
promise to pay it myself in three months from the date hereof. But if you do not 
come to Madras with your accounts you have no Occasion then to demand any Ball. 
from me. Thus I give this obligation of my own ffree Will. " 

ANCONAH. 
WITNESS 

Dausaree Caume Chitty 
Davapujah Paupiah. 

Drawn by Duskera Cutchulla Cuntee Vencoo. 

REPLYCATION 1 
I 

and ~ GENERAL. 
REJOINDER J 

iNTERROGATORIES to be administred to such Witnesses as shall be· 
produced sworn and Examined on the part of the Complt. in a cer
tain Cause wherein Antona is Complainant and Anconah is Defend
a~. . 

1st, To ALL THE WITNESSES Do you know the partys Complainant and Defend
ant or either ana which of them and how long have you known them or either and 
which of them Th!clare. 

2d. To MR. JOHN STRATTON, PONALAH BUMIAH and CHANGELRIAH Do you linow 
ought of any Dispute that at any time happned between the Complt. & Defendant 
concerning any Money or Accounts, what and where such dispute, what Steps were 
taken therein how was the same Concluded, with the whole that you know relating' 
thereto according to the best Knowledge and remembrance Declare. 

3d , To JOHN STRATTON do you know tlie paper writing marked R. S. now 
produced to you, if so, what does the same purport to be. had you the same ever 
in your Custody and for how long, has there been any Alteration made therein since 
the same was signed as you know or believe Declare. ..: 

4th, To all tlie Witnesses Do you linow or can yo~ 'say any other maHer or . 
thing material for the Complainant in this Cause, if so; set forth the same as you 
know have been Informed or do believe with the Reason!} of such your knowledge· 
or Belief. 

ROB( SLOPER 
:4.tt1l. for the Complainant.-
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BE'rWEEN ANTONAH COMPLAINANT &. 
ANCONAH DEFENDANT. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in.. 
this Court as follows. 

JOHN STRATTON of Fort St. George Merchant aged 41 years or thereabouts 00-
inR produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was on the-
5tIi. day of January 1744/5 shewn at the office of Mr. Wm. Dumbleton Attorney for
the Defendant by Con.iJ.ecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode
of the said John Stratton and afterwards on the same day being sworn and Examin
ed Deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Com-
plainant and Defendant 3. years or thereabouts. . 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that on or about the 22d. of 
August 1742 He this Deponent being then at Vizagapatam, did receive a Letter
from Mr. Wm. Percival wherein he the said Mr. Percival did Inclose a Note of hand 
given by the Complainant to Permaul Moodelare for the sum of Rupees 410n as
near as this Deponent can remember and requested of this Deponent to demand the 
same and when received to pass the said Sum to the Credit of his account, whereon. 
this Deponent some few days after sent for the Complainant and demanded payment 
of the said fore mentioned Note of hand who attending did in Answer thereto ack
nowledged that he had signed his name to the Bond but when he Executed the
same he Believed the several Accounts between him and his Father were just and 
true and therefore gave the aforesaid note of hand as & for the Ballance of the 
Accounts between them but that since the Execution thereof he had Examined the
Accounts in Trade between Permaul and his ffather and found a Considerable Ball
ance due and owing to his Father instead of his ffather being Indebted to Permaut 
Moodelare and therefore requested that the said Accounts might be Reexamined 
by the MerchtB• of that place the said Accounts being at that time in the hands of 
the Defendt . but this Deponent apprehending that the said pretence of Accounts
was only made by the Complainant in order to evade payment He this Dept. did 
tell the Complainant that in case he did not payoff and discharge the Bond in a cer
tain time which this Deponent then gave him he would put him in prison for the
said debt. This Deponent further saith that some small time after the Transactions
aforementioned the Complainant did present a petition to this Deponent requesting. 
tbe several Accounts in the hands of the Defendant might be Re-examined by Arbi
trators to be chosen by him and the Defendant for that great Injustice had been. 
done him by the Defendant in producing accounts to Permaul Moodelare which 
were not Genuine and which Occasioned his giving the Bond aforementioned 
whereupon this Deponent did send for the Defendant and acquaint him with the
purport of the said Petition and at the same time recommended him to referr his. 
accounts to be Examined by Arbitrators which the Defendant then declined but. 
some days afterwds. upon the Complainants Declaring that he would abide by sucn 
awar~ as should be given by Arbitrators upon the Inspection of the Defendts . Ac
counts only, he the Defendant consented thereto and accordingly four of the Prin
cipal Inhabitant Merchants residing at Vizagapatam were chosen by the Complain
ant ~nd Defendant that is to say the Complaint. chose two and the Defendant two
and It was then and at that time agreed Between the partys that in Case the Arbitra
t<?rs so chosen should be Divided in opinion that a fifth should be chosen as an Um
prr.e on bot~ sides. And this Deponent saith that the several Arbitrators so ap
pomte~ haVIng met sey-eral times for the Purpose aforementioned did at last deliver
In. theIr award to thIS Deponent in. favour of the Complainant for the s!lm of 
R :.. 1600 or thereabouts as near as thls Deponent can remember. To the thIrd In-
terry th~s Deponent saith that he doth know the paper writing now produced and 
shewn hIm at this his Examination marked R. S. that the same was delivered to thie: 

174:5-30 
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Deponent by the Defendant who did then and at that time declare that it was an obli
,gation which he voluntarily gave to the Complainant to pay him the sum therein 
mentd• in case Permaul Moodelore should refuse payment of the sum which the 
Arbitrators had awarded should be made good to the (Jomplainant and further saith 
that the said Obligation remained with this Deponent till August last when he deli
vered it up to Mr. Saunders at Vizagapatam and that the same was not out of his 
possession 'til that time save & except for some days only that this Deponent gave 
it to Paupa Braminy to put into English and this Deponent declares that he doth 
not r~member that he e.ver gave any order for the Defendant to be confined or that 
he suffered any Hardships by Imprisonment or otherwise during this Deponents 
residence at Vizagapatam but saith that possibly he might put the Defendant under 
the Charge ot a Peon during the time the several Accounts in dispute between the 
-Complainant and Defendt . were under the Examination and Inspection of the Ar
bitrators which he apprehends he had a right so to do as Chief of that Settlement. 
This Deponent further saith that some time before he left Vizagapatam for this place 
both the Complainant and Defendant did apply to this Depont . for their passage in 
this Deponents ship which he consented to and permitted them to put their Necess
.arys aboard but some ffew days before this Deponents departur~ the Defendant 
.absented himself and went into another Country which this Deponent hopes will be 
.aeemed a strong proof and a Circumstance consonent to reason that this Deponent 
.aid not treat the Defendant in the manner, he this Deponent has been informed he 
has sworn to in his answer he delivered into Court for it cannot be suppos'd that 
this Deponent would bring the Defendant upon his (Deponents) ship to Expose 
himself to his Superiours for Male Practices, And this Dept. also saith for his further 
J"nstifycation in this affair that he hath never received any Fee Promise or Reward 
from the Complainant Lett the Event of this Cause be given either for or against 
him in this Court and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOHN STRATTON. 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

PONTNALAH BAUMIAH of Vizagapatam Merchant aged 60 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and after
wards being sworn and Examined deposeth as follows. 

1 at. To the first Interry this Deponent saitli that lie hath known the Complt 
'20 years and the Defendant 30 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inter'i-y this Deponent saith that he knows a dispute hap
pned at Vizagapatam between the Complainant and Defendant about Timidy Veera
pahs accounts that four Merchants were appointed two for each party to adjust the 
difference who determined that the Defendant should repay the Complainant in two 
months the sum he had overpaid Permanl Moodelare on Tumidv Veerapahs Account 
by the Defendants order. He further saith that the Arbtrators signed the award 
they had made and afterwards carried it to Mr. Stratton then Chief at Vizagapatam 
who asked the parties if they were b~th contented that they replied they were and 
more saith not to this or the last Interry. 

BAUMIAH. 
~ OSEPH GITHIN 

Examf'. . " 
CHENG01RAIAH of Vizagapatam Braminy aged 20 :y\-&. or thereabouts being 

'Produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the" Complainant and afterwards 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as foIls" . I. 

1st. To the ffirst Interrogatory this Dept. saith That he knows the parties 
Complainant and Defendant ar:,d hath so known them seven years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith iliat lie Knows a dispute hap
l>ened Between the partysat Vizagapatam concerning a sum of, money which the 

(. 
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Complainant had overpaid Permaul Moodelare on Account of Tumidy Veerapah by 
the Defendants order. He further saith that ffour Arbitrators were appointed two
for each party to adjust the matters hetween them who Determined that the Defend
ant should -repay the Complainant what he had so overpaid PermauI Moodelare in. 
two Months which the Defendant promised in the presence of Mr. Stratton late
Chief at Vizagapatam and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

CHANGOLRAIAH 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

Examf'. 

ADDITIONAL INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such Witnesses
as shall be produced sworn and Examined on the part of the Com
plainant in a certain Cause wherein Antonah is Complainant and 
Ancanah Defendant. 

IMPRIMIS do you know the Complainant and Defendant in this Cause or either
or which of them and how long have you known them or either and which of them. 
Declare. 

To SAMBOO JAGGOO ......... Do you know ought of any dispute that at any time-
happened between the Complainant and Defendant concerning any money or ac
counts what and where was such dispute did you ever knew or hear of any Confine-
ment made use of to any person on my Account might it be the nature of it, who to, 
and who by with the particular steps that were taken in the presence dispute and' 
how the same was concluded yielding whole that you know relating thereto Declare. 

Do you know or can you say any other matter or thing material for the Com
plainant in this Cause if so set forth the same as you know have been Informed or
do believe with the reasons of such your Knowledge or Belief Declare_ 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

ROB'l'I. SLOPER 
'Attorney for the Complainant. 

BETWEEN Antona Complainant 
and Anconah Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner
Deposeth as follows. 

SHAMBOOR JUGGOO of Vizagapata,m Merchant aged 50 years or thereabouts. 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Co~plt was on the 12th, 
day of March 1744/5 shewn at the Office of Mr. William Dumbleton Attorney for 
the Deft. by Connecapa who left a note of the name Title and place of abde of the
said Shamboor Jaggoo and afterwards on the same day being Sworn and Examined 
Deposeth as follows. 

1 at. To the first Inte;ry this Deponent saith that he hath Known the Com
plainant 25 years and the Defendant 30 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Inte;ry this Deponent saith That he knows a dispute hap-
. pned between the parties at Vizagapatam concerning Account That he never knew 
or heard of any Confinement made use of to any person on any Account He fur
ther saith that the dispute was referred to Arbitration and four Merchants were
appointed two for each party who . se~tled the Accounts and there appeared a Ball
ance of 1800 Rs. or thereabouts m !favour of the Complainant. The Defendant.. 
thereon gave an Obligation in Mr. Strattons name wherein he obliged himself to
recover the above sum of Permaul Moodelare or be accountable himself to the Com-
plainant for the payment thereof and more saith not to this or the last Inte;ry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN· The marko! SHAllBOOa JUGIlOO. 
Exam". 

1745-30A 
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lNTERROGA'l'ORIES to be .Administred to such Witnesses as shall be 
produced sworn and Examined on the part and Behalf of the De
fendt . in a certain Cause wherein one Antanah is Complainant and 
one Anconah is Defendant. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Imprimis Do you know the partys Oomplt. and De
lendant in this Oause, or either and which of them, and how long have you known 
.them or either and which of them Declare. 

\ To GONUABUTTA TOMIAH, RAYALI.QO NAGANAH and MANAPILLA VEERAPAH Item 
do you know that there was a dispute between the Complainant and Defendant 
,some time ago, at VizagaJ>atam (if yea) what was it about, how long is it ago, has 
the same been adjusted (if yea) in what manner was it adjusted, by whom was it 
adjusted, was there any Bond or Bonds given by one party to the other at the time 
the Adjustment was made (if yea) who,gave the Bond or Bonds, who were they given 
to, for what amount were they given were they given freely and without Constraint, 
what sum may be due from one party to the other (if yea) how came such Sum due 
and who is the Debtor and who is the Oreditor. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES Item do you know or can you say any other matter or 
thing material for the Defendant in this Cause (if yea} set forth the same as you 
kn,ow, have heard or do believe, together with such the reason of your knowledge 
..and belief Declare. .' 

'MAYORS COURT AT 
'YADRASPATNAM. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

BETWEEN Antana Oomplaint. 
and Ancona Defendant. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner in 
ihis Court as follows. 

GONGABUTTA TOMIAH of Vizagapatam Conicoply aged 50 years or thereabouts 
heing produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant was on the 
8th . day of November 1744 shewn at the Office of Mr. Robe~t Sloper Attorney for 
ihe Complainant by Connecapa who left a Note of the name Title and place of abode 
-<>f the said Gongabutta Tomiah and afterwards on the same day being sworn and 
Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1Bt. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he knows the Complt. and 
Defendant in this Cause and hath so known them 20 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he knows there was a 
-dispute between the Complainant and Defendant at Vizagapatam about three years 
past concerning accounts between Permaul Moodelare and Tumidy Veerapah which 
was adjusted by ffour Merchants who deUormined that the Defendant should repay 
the Complainant the sum he had overpaid Permaul Moodelare on account of Tumidy 
Veerapah by the Defendants order to which purport the Arbitrators obliged the 
D(>fendant to give a Bond to Mr. Stratton then Resident at Vizagapatam. He fur
ther saith that he knows not the amount of the Bond or what sum may be due from 
one party to the other neither doth this Deponent know which party is Debtor or 
'Creditor otlierwise than he has above related or can further say to this or the last 
Interrogatory. 

J" OSEPH GITHIN Exam". 
GONGABUTTA TOMIAH, 

ROYAI.LOO NAGANAH of Vizagapatam Carpenter aged 32 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and after
-wards being Sworn ane Examined Deposeth as follows. 
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1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he hath known the 
_ -Complainant 12 years and the Defendant 20 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interrogatory tlus Deponent saith that he knows a Dispute 
mppned b~tween the Complainant and Defendant at Vizagapatam about a sum of 
.money which the Complainant had overpaid Permaul Moodelare by the D~fendantB 
order, That such dispute happned in Mr. Strattons Residency and was. adJusted by 
ffour .Merchants that the Defendant should recover the sum so overpald from Per· 

.maul Moodelare 01 repay it himself to which purport the Deft. was by Constraint 
obliged to give a Bond to Mr. Stratton the amount of which this Deponent kno,,:s 
not or what sum may be due from one party to the other, That the Defendant IS 

Debtor for the sum so overpaid Permaul and the Complainant is Creditor and more 
saith not to this Interrogatory. 

T(I the last Interrogatory this Deponent saith that the Defendant wrote to 
Permaul Moodelare to receive a sum on account of Tumidy Veerapah which Ex
ceeded the Ballance due to him but Permaul having obliged the Complainant to pay 
the whole amount of the Defendants order The Complainant therefore Insisted 
on the Defendants repaying him the Overplus he had paid which the Defendant 
refusing the affair was submitted to the determination of ffour Merchants who gave 
it in ffavour of the Complainant and confined the Deft. in the Choultry there 3 days 
and afterwards carried him with a Bond thev had drawn to Mr. Stratton in whose 
presence the Defendant !ligned the Bond and ~more saith not. 

.JOSEPH GITHIN 
-Exam"'. 

RUALLOO NAGANAH . 

MANAPILLA of Vizagapatam Carpenter aged 17 years or thereabouts being prC'o 
-duced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant and afterwards being 
sworn and examined deposeth as follows. 

1st. To the first Interry this Deponent saith_ that he knows the Complainant 
and hath so known him six years and the Defendant he hath also known Six years or 
thereabouts. 

2. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he knows there was a 
.(Iispute between the Complainant and Defendant at Vizagapatam in Mr. Stratton! 
Residency about a sum of money the Complainant had overpaid Permaul Moodelare 
by the Defendants order. That the Dispute was referred to ffour Merchants who 
Determined that the Defendant shod. recover the Overplus from Permaul or repay 
it himself in order thereto· the Defendant was confined in the Choultry there till he 
-Consented to give a Bond in Mr. Strattons name for the sum of 2500 Rupees. This 
Deponent knows not what sum may be due from one party to the other neither can 
he of himself say who is Debtor or who is Creditor further than what he has ahove 
related and more saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

·JOSEPH GITHIN 
Exam"'. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRA~PATNAM. 

} 

MANAPILLA V EERANAH. 

TUESDAY the 4 day of June Anno Domini 1745 
Between Antona (Brother and Heir to Tumidah 
Veerapah late of Vizagapatam Merchant De
ceased) of Madras Merchant Complainant and 
Anconah of Vizagapatam now residing in Madras 
also Merchant Defendant. 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to be heard and debated before this Court in 
-the presence of the partys and their Attorneys on both sides, On hearing the Com
plainants Bill with Translates of an Account Current and an award of Arbitrators 
and of two Ooligations, one to John Stratton, the other to Richard Prince under 
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the Defendants hand thereto annext, the Defendants answer, with ffour Translates 
of the before mentioned O~ligations thereto annext, the Replycation, the Rejoinder,. 
also the proofs taken in this Oause read and on Examination of the matters in this
Cause what was alledged on either side, and due Oonsideration had taereon, This 
Oourt doth therefore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly order and 
Decree that the Defendant do pay unto the Oomplainant the full and just Sum of 
s'Ra. As. P. 
1529 .. 5. 6 so much appeari~g to be due to the Oomplainant from the Defendant, 
acc~rdmg to the before mentioned award and aocount, together with such Interest 
after the rate of 8 . W Cent : W Ann as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon 
until full payment is made and also th~ Oosts of this suit, also that the Defendant 
do deliver up the Bond of Doulapil1a Tumiah for 414 Rs. 10 anas to be Oancelled. 

COURT OF APPEALS AT 

MAnRASPATNAM. 88 

IW OUR 
NOAH OASAMAJOI!. 

Regr• 

BETWEEN Anconah of Vizagapatam now resid-
ing in Madras Merchant Appellant and 
Antonah (Brother and Heir to Tumidy Veera
pah late of Vizagapatam) of Madras Merchant, 
Respondant. 

Tms OAUSE coming on this day being Thursday the 28th . day of November 
Anno Domini 1745 to be heard and debated before this Oourt by the Attorneys on
both sides, Upon hearing the petition of Appeal and answer together with the 
several Exhibits of the Honourable the Mayors Court and the Decree thereof given. 
in this Oause on Tuesday the 4th. day of June last read and upon due Consideration 
had of the matters therein severally contained and of the pleadings and Arguments 
used by the Attorneys on both sides This Oourt doth think fit to order and Decree 
and doth accordingly order and Decree that the said Decree of the Honourable the· 
Mayors Court given in this Oause do stand Oonfirmed and that the Appellants Peti
tion be hence dismissed with Oosts. 

!1jJ CUR 

9th Octt'. 1744. 

GEORGE PIGOTT 
Clerk of Appeals. 

To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS COURT AT MAnRAS-
PATNAM. 

HUMBLY OOMPLAINING sheweth unto this Hofible Court your Orator Ohandrean· 
Spinster residing in Madras, that your Orator and one Siringee was left equally' 
Intitled to the Estate and Effects of one Chinno deceased, and your Orator shews 
the said Siringee, tho' the youngest person did foment divers quarrells and disputes, 
in so much that your Oratrix desired a Dividend might be made of the Estate and 
Effects to which intent your Oratrix was directed to the Cast by the W orshipfull' 
Samuel' Greenhaugh Esquire, your Oratrix and the said Siringee accordingly applied
to the Cast, and both party~ entred into a Penal Bond to stand to their Determina
tion as will appear No. 1 hereunto annext a Translate of the said Original now in 
your Orators Custody & ready to produce as this Honourable Court shall direct 
hearing date the 27 day of December 1743. 

And your Oratrix shews that ?uring the said Divi?-end being se!tled .and adjust~d' 
by the heads of the Cast and whIle a proper, EnqUIry was makmg mto the saId' 
Estate the said Sirengee did Convey away from your Oratrix's dwelling house the 
Bill of sale of the said house, and carry the same to st. Thoma. and there did Cause 
a pretended Mortgage Bond to be wrote in the name of one Meerdah. a Moorman' 
Companion to the said Sirengee who by a Collusion with her, did come into this: 
Honourable Court, and Claim the house so said to be Mortgaged and to support th~ 
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~aid pretence the said Siringee did also appear, and confess the Mortgage only to 
;withdraw the said house from the Dividend then making and to the intent that it 
should be sold by this Honourable Court under the appearance of a Mortgage, to 
,the Intent the said Moorman should receive the money and Convert it back to the 
said Siringee though half the said house is your oratrixs property. 

And your oratrix shews tlie said Siringee hath also besides the House Bill, 
·converted to her use divers other Goods and Effects, in which your Oratrix hath 
the one half, as by an award made in Consequence of the said Penalty Bond, by 
the 15 Heads of your oratrix's and the right hand Cast, of which Ball Chitty is the 
head as will appear by a Translate hereunto annexed marked N°.2. and bearing 
-date the 22d. day of September 1744 and the Original in your oratrixs Custody and 
.ready to produce as this Honourable Court shaH direct. 

And your oratrix shews the said Sirengee hath carried away other Goods and 
Effects to the amount of ps. 295 whereas the whole Estate is proved & made appear 
,to the Cast to be no more than Pagodas 341, in all, so that the said Siringees half 
share is only 170. 18 and therefore your oratrix demands Restitution of 124. 18 
which is the Difference betwixt what she did carry away, and what she ought to 
have Carried away, as by an Account at Large will appear annex hereunto NO.3 
.and 4 in English Gentoos to . which your Oratrix most humbly referrs, tM your 
Oratrix most humbly Conceives she had no Title to move anything off the premisses 
til the Award of the Cast was Given in, and the said Penalty Bond fulfilled, But so 
it is the said Siringee in open Cont.empt and Defiance of your Oratrix's Cast, and 
without. regard to the Penalty she is bound to, and the award made in Consequence 
thereof denies all Submission and absolutely refuses to Give your orator any Satis
faction in the premisses. 

To the End therefore that the said Siringee may upon her Corporal Oath true 
and perfect answer make to all and every ~he matters aforesaid, as. fully truly and 
Effectually to all Intents and purposses, as If the same was here agam repeated and 
Interrocrated and be Decreed to Restore back the Effects she hath so unjustly carried 
.away, o~ pay the Value 'thereof as Charged in your Oratrix's Accounts NO.3. 4. and 
that the said Siringee do in her answer say, if she has not signed the Penalty Bond 
annext and marked N°. 1 if she has not carried away such Effects as is laid to her 
'Charge, or what part thereof and what power or Authority she hath for so doing, 
.and why she refuses to abide by the a.ward of your Oratrixs Cast being half sharer 
with vour Oratrix and that your OratrIx may have such further and other relief in 
-General, as may be agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. 

HENRY DE VEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

TRANSLATE of a Penalty Bond given by Chan
drean and Siringee to N aro Ball Chitty and the 
Heads of the Casts called Dacium Varroo and 
N aga Vassum dated this 25th . day of December 
Anno Domini 1743. 

WE PUTTY RAGEES Girls Chandrean and Siringee having lived separate since 
the death of our Mistress Chinne and now desiring Ball Chitty and the heads of the 
'C~st called pucium Vairoo and Naga VassuI?- to divide the Estate left us by our 
saId late MIstress between us, do hereby oblIge ourselves to stand by their deter
mination on penalty of Forfeiting 24 ps. to the Company, Twelve ps. to the Cast 
called Dacium Varroo and 6 ps. to the Cast called Naga Vassum as also will be 
liable to what punishment they the heads of the Cast above mentioned shall think 
:fit to Inflict on UB. 

CHANDREANS mark. 
SIRENGEE'S mar~. 

_ TRANSLATED from a Cadjan said to be the Original. 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

Examiner. 
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TRANSLATE of an award by the under written 
the heads of the Cast called Dacium Varro(). 
and Naga Vassum for adjusting the Differences 
between Chandrean and Sirengee relating to the
Estate of China dated the 26th. September 1744. 

WHEREAS Chandrean and Sirengee Servants of Chinne, having applied to the 
W orshipfull the Mayor concerning a dispute between them relating to Chinnes
Estate, was referred to the heads of their Cast, for the adjusting the same, We 
therefore the under written of the heads of their Cast called Dacium Varroo and 
Naga Vassum having Examined into the matter do find that they have both an equal 
right to Chinnes Estate and Effects & that Sirengee had no Authority to Mortgage
any part thereof without Chandreans consent (This the person who received the 
.Mol't~age was sensible of) We therefore proceeded to make the several following
DiviSIOns of Chinne's Estate and Effects between them Vizt. We have ordered the
house to be equally Divided, that is to say, the house being valued at ps. 115. & 
ps. 12 being due thereon for Rent the whole amounting to pa. 127 to each her
share 63. pa &! and tliat Siringee Did release the mortgage she has let on the said 
house out of her share and further finding that Chandrean has but 34 Fa. of Toys 
Bnd that Siringee has 130 ps. in Toys the whole amounting to 164 Fa. We have 
ordered that Siringee give Chandrean, of her Toys to the amount of 48 pa. as also
that the Household Furniture be Equally divided, The four Slave Girls, Vizt. 
Eterajee, Tremila, Moocundee and Ranjee, We have Divided as follows to Chand
rean, Eteragee and Moocundee who are to have her Estate and Effects after her
decease, And to Sirangee Rangee, and Timidy who are also to Enjoy her Estate, 
as Siringee Asserts that she has laid out 40 Fa. in house Expences on account of 
both, We have ordered provided she either proves or will take an Oath to the Trutli 
thereof, that she is reimburst the half 20 PS. This is our determination or award. 

Signed by 
Ball Chitty. 
Goomare pooinda Comorah. 
Mungala Poge Serevapah. 
Moortee. 
Aunantapah. 
Trupatee Ravenapah. 
Corpolee Govindoo. 

Banker. 
Bosswa Lingum mark. 
Nadaraien. 
Mile Vencatachelum. 
Tingala Pariah. 
Cheddala Varry Reddy mark: 
Copolee Aniah. 
Naiacum. 

TRANSLATED from a Cadjan say'd to be the Original. 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

Exam/,. 
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I A DIVIDEND OF THE ESTA'I'E AND EFFECTS OF CHINNO DECEASED MADE BY BALL CHITTY AND OTHERS OF THE HEADS OF THE DANCING GIRLS 

.... CAST AS 1J? AN AWARD SIGNED BY FFIFTEEN OF THE SAID IlEADS To CHANDREAN AND SIRENGEE HEIRS. 

.AN INvENTORY of the Deceased's ESTATE, VIZT. 

A house valued as 1jp. your award given 
in Pagodas 

House Rent due from Meer Saibe 
To Sundry Toys & Jewels of different 

1!f',)rts11il .... .... 1':1.. \ .. ~.' .11'·~.":. 

A Great Slave Girl named Eterajee with 
:.20', ·J.?agodas .. , .,. .., 
One Db. /II great Girl named, Trimila 
.. worth 

... Small Girl worth 
:·,.i I." .\ \ ' 

164 

20 
" 

15 
1~ 

., 341 -

~r. 9~,~~~e,~n~ Share awarded I Pagodas 
By S1l'lngee s share awarded I ,., 

Pagodas 

170 18 
170 18 

341 



SIRINGEE'S ON A.CCOUNT Oli' SUNDRY THE ABOVE EFFECTS WHICH SHE PRIVATELY CONVEYED AWAY DURING THE TIME THE AWARD ANNEXT WAS 

UNDER CONSIDERATION OE' 'rHE CAST FOR WHICH SIRINGEE MUST MAKE CHANDREAN RESTITUTION. 

!)s. 

To a House you have Carried away the Bill of Sale 
thereof and Mortgaged to Meerdah by which means 
the House is sold and the Effects Deprived thereof ... 115 

To Toys you have carried away before the Award... 130 
To a Great Slave named Eterajee as ~ Award 
Valued.. .. .• .. •• •• •• 20 
To Do. named Trimidy 15 
To two other small Gids Moocundee· & Ranjee 15 

Pagodas ... 295 

CB. 
1744. 

SEP. 26. By your Awarded half share of the ·Effect is ... 170 18 
By Ballance due to Chandran 124 18 

Pagodas ... 295 - -

Fort at: George October 8th • 1744. 

ERRORS EXCEPTED 

il1P, CHANDERAN. 
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Ibth• December 1744. 

PleadiuY8 in the Mayor's Court, 1745 243. 

THE ANSWER of Siringee of Madras Defendant. 
to the Bill of Complaint of Chandrean of the 
same place Complainant. 

THE said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to
herself all and all manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the manifold 
Errors Uncertainties and Imperfections in the Complainants said Bill contained 
for answer thereunto or unto so much thereof as she this Defendant is advised 
materially concerns her this Defendant to make answer unto, she this Defendant 
Answereth and saith. ' 

THAT she being Younger then the Complainant Chendrean, therefore all that 
was Valueable the Complainant had the Charge of; and this Defendant saith that 
upon her Mistresses decease the Complaint. took into her possession all the Toys. 
and put them in a Box, and before the Corps was carried out of the House the Com
plainant conveyed away the said Box of Toys by the Assistance of some of her 
Intimates, That afterwards aggravated this Defendant so much, that she this 
~fendant insisted on a Dividend being made of the Estate and Effects but the Com
plainant deferred so to do, and this Defendant thinking in time she should be Ruined, 
did therefore make a Complaint to the present Mayor who sent for the Complainant 
and he having Examined into the affair referred the same to Ball Chitty and the
rest of the heads of this Defendants Cast, who Summoned this Defendant, who
appeared, and Ball Chitty insisted on this Defendants signing a Penalty Bond· to
stand to his Decision and believing him to be Impartial did sign the said Penalty 
Bond. 

AND this Defendant saith that upon relating to Ball Chitty the subject matter 
he in' a private manner demanded from this Defendant 20 PS. but this Defendant 
not being able to give him that sum, did give him but five, and to his Brother Ran
gapah30 fanams which was accepted· of and afterwards this Defendant says sh~ 

.. Ps. ffs. 
gave to Ball Chittys Servant ,Latchema Narrain 2. 15 but not being satisfied 
with what this Defendant.had given ,them, and not having wherewithall to Satisfy
Ball Chitty in his Extravagant' Demand He therefore for the L1,lcre of . Gain 
Espoused the Cause of the Complainant and without any further Examination did 
Determine . .this Defendant to pay unto the Complaint. the sum of ps. 295. for 
which there was no mooting of the Cast but was so determined by Ball Chitty him
self who caused a written paper to be sent about and signed by the rest of the 'Cast 
at their own houses, this DefendaJ?t knowing nothing of the matter. 

And this Defendant saith that what the Complainant· set forth about this 
Defendants Mortgaging the house is false, for this Defendant says that the house 
was first .of all Mortgaged by her deceased Mistress to a certain Noquedah -for 
pa.·30 and after this Defendants Mistresses death the said Noquedah beina very 
pressing for his money did Mortgage the said house to one Enaum" Chitty for 
P~~odas. 61 and gave a Bond for the same in one Meerdahs' name and afterwards 
this Defendant paid the said Noquedahhis PS. 30 and for the other PS. 3I'it went 
towards Expences sometime after Emaum Saub wanting his money did sue this 
Defendant i~ thi~ Hofible Court upon the s~id Mortgage Bond, and upon this Defend
ants appearmg m Court, and acknowledgmg the Debt Judgment was Given for' 
the plaintiff and the house was ordered to be sold to pay the Debt, The house was 
sold for PS. 131 which money was deposited into this Honourable Court where the 
same ~ow r~mains,. And this -Defendant saith th~t in the Interim the Complt. styles 
her BIllagamst this Defendant for ps. 295 whICh put a stop to Emaum Sauibe's
being paid hIS money til sueh' time as this affair should be Decided. But this 
Defend.ant prays this Honourable Court will be pleased to pay the said. Emaurn 
Saub hIS M?ney due on th~ Mortgage seein~ that the said HOlUle was I,awfully MQrt-, 
f!,!!eiJ to hIm and for which)h,is, Defendant can Bring sufficient proof. . . 
, .; ,BUT this Defendant denies all and every other Article set forth by tIle' Com

pl'tiri'mt in her Bill ofComplai,nt. All which matterA jand thin~ this D€fendanl lA. 
1745-32 
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ready to Aver maintain and prove the same as this Honourable Court shall award; 
.and humbly prays to be hence dismissed with her Reasonable Costs and Charges 
.in this behalf most Wrongfully sustained. 

,fith.\March 1744. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 

Attorney for the Defendant. 

THE Replycation of Chendrean to the answer of 
Siringee. 

THE Repliant saving to herself all' advantages of Exception to the Incertainties 
Untruths and Imperfections of the Defendants Answer for Replycation thereunto 
:Baith that all and singular the matters and things in this Defendants Bill Contained 
.are true as is therein alledged and that the Answer of the said Defendant to the said 
Bill is very untrue Imperfect and Insufficient to be replied unto And this Repliant 
.also saith that the Defendant very widely departs from the Substance of the Bill 
.and .endeavours to Evade answering the Material points laid to her Charge by fram
ing a Slanderous and ffictitious Story against Ball Chitty which if really true is of no 
Importance to the present Demand. 

The Defendant Charges Ball Chitty with no less then Bribery and Corruption 
3nd under that pretence she would Insinuate she is unjustly condemned to pay 
295 PS. 

How could the Defendant charge Ball Chitty and his Award with Injustice 
when she never waited the Event of his Judgment but revoked her assent to the 
Penalty Bond without ·so much as knowing what was determined or what reason 
(lan the Defendant have for Rejecting this award when she has full Credit given her 

,for half the deceased's Estate asi the Account Annext to the Bill of Complaint. 
The Defendant very unjustly tells the Court that she is to pay 295 PS. but she 

.says nothing of what she carried away. 
She is Charged by the Bill of Complaint with Carrying away a large Quantity 

'Of Toys belonging to the Estate but she never Answers to the purpose Wher . she 
did or did not. 

She is Charged with having in her Custody the Slave Wenches belonging to the 
Estate but she never Answers to the purpose Whether she hath or hath not. . 

She is Charged with divers other things the answering of which truly will 
manifest why she is Condemned by the award to pay 295 Pagodas and will also 
shew that Ball Chitty has done them no Injustice But instead of Answering the 
several points in Question the Defendant slips by all she is Charged with, and creates 
.a new story to draw the Courts attention from the Original matter of Complaint 
which in 1tact ought to be answered ffirst and then the Defendants new Complaint 
may be ,told. , 

This Repliant humbly Conceives the Intent and purpose of an Answer under 
Oath is to purge the Defendant out of what is for the Information of this Honourable 
Court and to Give a true light into the matters in Question so as to make it ripe for 
Judgment,. but how shall this be Brought to pass if the Defendant Evades the 
answering of what is in Question and proceeds to new mattel· before the former is 
debated this is an· Artfull and Common practice of late fallen into by the Inhab
itants and which is humbly offered to the Notice of this Honourable Court. 

THE Defendant tells a fine story about a house b·eing Mortged by her deceased 
Mistress that it was Transferred to .another hand and that 31 pr:t. were spent inhouse 
Expences..and the like. . ' 

This Story is Dot -any ways adapted to the substance of the Bill which possitively 
Charges the Defendant with having privately conveyed away the Titles of the 
house since the Mistress died, and before the award was made, That the slloidTitles 
wer£' by the Defendant carryed to St. Thoma, these Charges refers to the living 
])efendantsTransactions but they answered with a ·Story of the Dead Mistress. 
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LASTLY this Replyant is in quest of her ,property and therefore it does not. 
Import this Repliant what the Defendant said or gave to Ball Chitty or what he
said or received of her only this Repliant begs leave to observe the Giver is little 
Inferior to the Receiver in Corruption for tis humbly presumed a Cause is very bad 
that must be supported with Bribery. but the several Accounts annext is sufficien' 
to shew by the Bill of Complaint that the Defendant is Charged with nothing but. 
what she ought" to pay. 

HENRY DEVEIL 
Attorney for the Complainant. 

THE Rejoinder of Siringee to the ReplycatioIi 
of Chendrean. 

THIS DEFENDANT now and at all times hereafter saving & reserving to herself 
all and aU manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to the Incertainty and 
Insufficiency and Untruths of the said Replycation saith, 'that the Defendants said 
Answer is certain true and sufficient in the Law to be replied unto and she also saith; 

THAT the Repliant set forth in her Replycation that the Def[endant] Charges. 
Ball Chittys award with a great deal of Injustice, and [ ... J. had no Patience, to wai~ 
the determination but Rejected her Determin[ation] [ ... ] the Penalty Bond to-
which this Defendant says, that when first Ball [Chitty] took the Penalty Bond from 

, both Plaintiff and Defendant it was then read to this Defendant wherein it was men-, 
tioned that both parties were to abide [by], the Decision of Ball Chitty and the heads. 
of the Cast Called Dacium Varrooand this Defendant being Ignorant of ,L~tterlJ. 
did only set her mark thereto and the same was left in the hands of Ball Chitty and 
this Defendant says that a Copy thereof, being annext to the Repliants Bill this Defend
ant had a Copy thereof wherein was made mention that the parties were to, abide, 
!>y. the Decision, of, Ball C, hitty and the, Heads of the Cast called Dacium Varroo, and 
Nassa yassum which Words Nassa Vassum signifys Musicians, and was not'men
tioned in the Original Penalty Bond ,to' which this Defendant signed to; and, this. 
Defendant says that afterwards Ball Chitty of his own accord Drew up an Award 
(without Consulting the heads of their Cast) to which he signed and sent the same 
to Naga Vassam otherwise called Musicians and got them to sign the same although 
the heads, of Dacium Varrao should have signed their names agreeable tothe Penalty 
Bond and not Naga Vassum :aut had this Defendt . and the Replyant belonged ta
the ,Gentoo Pagoda or, been brought up to dancing, so as to have been obliged, to: 
attend the Chu,rch, then the Differ. in dispute must have been decided by Naga 
Vassum, but the' Case is, quite different, with this Defendant and the Repliant For 
they were' neither brought up to the Pagoda, nor to any Dancing, but were 'ladies
of pleasure and for which reason this Defendant rejected the aforesaid award. 

The Replyant says further in her Replycation that this Defendant makes no> 
answer to her Charge set 'forth in her Bill of Complaint of this Defendants Confisti
eating away a large, Quantity o~ Toys; The reason of which was, because this Defend
ant'rejected Intirely the ,award. But since the Replyant Insists on ,this Defendants 
giving an a,~count thereof she this Defendant set- forth and says, That aboht 12 
years before the death of this'Defts.Mistress, she this Defendant went to Saint Thom6 
and was there kept by a certain person, and the Repliant continued with her Mistres~. 
and had the Ca,re and Charge of everything and this Defendant says that about tW()\ 

days before the death of her said Mistress she came to see her and after her Decease 
as this Defendant and otliers were making lamentation over the Corps the Replyant 
Conveyed from h~~ Mistresses Chamber a Escrutore in which was kept all the'Toys 
and money belonging to her said Mistress and Carried the same into her own Chamber, 
and after the ffuneral Ceremony was over this Defendant asked the RepJyant what 
sh~ had done witn the Escrutore, 'when'she produced it,' and opening the same in' 
~he presen.ce of aU the House people she shewed to this Defendant as followsViz t : 
m~, 44 m ffanams two, Pagoda Rupees 12 and in Jewells to the Value of ps. '2R 
all which she put again into the Escrutore, and kent the 'same in her Poss'ession and 

1745-32A 
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Jl little while after this Defendant returned again to Saint T40me. Some time after 
this -one Moodu who had been bred up by this Defendants Mistress in the ffamily 
went to the Replyant and made a demand of a Dividend of the Estate upon which 
the Replyant came to St. Thoma to this Defendant and desired this Defendant to 
be with her in making up the said matter but there being ps. 55 wanting to Defray 
the Charges in Settling the said matter, the Replyant therefore sold part of the 
Jewels to the amount of ps. 24 and for the remaining ps. 31 this Defendant with 
the. Approbation of the Replyant did Borrow that sum from one Meerdah and so 
Clea,red the Dispute with the said Moodu, and therefore this Defendant humlJly 
begs of this Honourable Court to observe the Great Imposition of the Repliant in 
Charging this Defendant with Pagodas 130, worth of Toys, which the Repliant says 
this Defendant carried away, but never' gave any List or Account of such Toys, and 
therefore this Defendant. protests against the said Allegation and says that the same 
is absolutely false. 

AND ffurther the Replyant Charges this Defendant with having Conveyed away 
ffourslave Wenches and debts this Defendant Ps. 50 for them very unjustly; For, 
Eterajee and Trimmalee were purchased by this Defendants deceased Mistress, and 
~fter their Mistresses death being used ill by the Replyant they left her and came 
to this Defendant and as to the other two Girls Mocundee and Ranjee they did not 
belong to the Family For this Defendant 'says that the person who kept her, having 
Purchased several Slaves he did dispose of them all again save only the aforesaid 
Mooundee and Ranjee whom he left with this Defendant, but on Condition to have 
-them again at Pleasure, and so in the Issue of this Cause it will be found to be a very 
great Imposition, and purely to Vex and Injure this Defendant by a Litiguous suit, 
ffor this Defendant Declares that very Charge of Fa. 50, to be absolutely ffalse. 

Again the Repliant Charges this Defendant with having made away with divers 
<other things but makes no mention of what, But this Defendant leaves it to the Judg
ment of this Honourable Court how that possibly could be when this Defendant lived 
intirely at st. Thoma and seldom or ever came to Town, and that the Replyant 
always had the Care and Charge of everything and therefore that Article is likewise 
ffalse. 

IN answer to the Replyant concerning the Mortgage of the house & of Charg
ing this Defendt . with Pagodas 115 for this Defendant says, when the Defendants 
Mistress was alive she Mortgaged the said house to a certain person for ps. 30 and: 
3fter her Decease the same person being pressing on the Repliant for his money and 
the Replyant wanting ps. 31 More to Clear accounts with Moodu as aforementioned 
she the Replyant therefore desired of this Defendant (if possible she could) to ta~e 
up of anyone the sum of ps. 61 & she would readily Consent to Mortgage the House 
and deliver up the Titles thereof upon which this Defendant borrowed and received 
from one Meerdah the sum of ps. 61 and the Titles of the house were Delivered over to 
him, & the said Pagodas 61 was paid by the Replyant to the before mentioned 
Creditors i Since which the said Meerdah hath sued this Defendant in this Hofible 
Court upon the Mortgaged Premisses and obtained a Judgment thereon and the 
money arising from the Sale thereof the same was deposited in the Cash of this 
Hofible Court where it still remains, and by all which it plainly appears that this 
Defendant is greatly aggreived In being Charged with the sum of ,pa. 115 account 
of the aforesaid house, and as for the Replyants alledging that this Defendant 
Clandestinely Conveyed away the Titles of the s~id House and Carried them away 
to st, Thome, This Defendant says is false and absolutely denies the same. 

AND LASTLY as for the pa. 295 the whole amount of what this Deft. is Charged 
with by the Repliant in her Bill of Complaint, the Defendant denies aU and everv 
Article thereof and for the foregoing reasons did object against the award~ And 
therefore this Defendant humbly begs of this Honourable Court to send for the 
fforged Penalty Bond now in the hands of Ball Chitty by which it will plainly appear' 
that the same is such by sufficient Witnesses which this Defendant can produce. 

AND this Defendant saith as in and by her said Am:wer 1;h:- hath already snid 
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and does and will aver and maintain all and Every thing and things therein Contained 
to be true and certain in such manner and form as the same is therein and thereby 
set forth alledged and Expressed. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON 
Attorney fOT the Dejendam. 

INTERROGATORIES to be Administred to such 
Witnesses as shall be produced sworn and, Exa
mined on the part and Behalf of the Complaint. 
in a certain Cause wherein one Chanderan of 
'Fort st, George is Complainant and one SyrlDgee 
is Defendant, 

IMPRIMIS do you know the parties Complainant and Defendant in this Cause or 
· either and which of them and how long have you known them or either and which 
of them Declare. 

To NAIRRO BALI, CHITTY, ANANTUPPAH, TERREPUTTEE RAVANAHPAH, GOPAUL 
,GOVINDAH, BAUCKER Do you know the Cadjans now shewn you at the tiIn.e of your 
Examination marked HD No. 1. 2 if Yea, is your name to either of them, and which 

-of them set forth and say at large by what means, and how these Cadjans arose and 
what hath past thereon from time to time set forth all you know, an you have ieen, 
heard, or do Believe touching the present Matters in dispute between Chandie3ft 

· on the, one part and Siringee on the other part an~ particularly say if eitherpaI11 
is indebted to the other, and which is the Debtor and which the Creditor how much 
the sum, is, and to whom due, and from whom, set forth the reasons of such yom: 
Knowledge or Belief Declare. 

:t.bYGRS COURT AT 

· YADRASPATNAM:. 
BETWEEN Chandl-ean 

and Siringee 

HENRY DEVEIL 
A ttll. for tlu C07R.plt. 

[COlnplamantl 
Defendaii.t. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause [taken by] and before the EXaminer 
in this Court as follows. 

N AIRO BALL CHITTY of Madras Ruby Merchant aged 6 [, .. ] Years or thereabouts 
'being Produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainant was: on 

· the 10th• day of August 1745 shewn at the Office of Mr. William Dumbleton, Attor
ney for the Defendant by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name Title and place 

-ot abode of the said Nairo Ball Chitty and afterwards on the same day being Sworn 
,and Examined Deposetli as follows. 

1st. To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the Coin
plainant and Defendant and h~th sq known them 2 years or thereabouts. 

2d. To the second Interry this Deponent saitli That he knows the Cadjans 
now shewn him at this his Examination marked N°, 1 & 2, which arose' as follows. 

"The partvs having Complained to Mr. Greenhaugh he sent ,them to .. this Deponent 
· and the heads of their Cast That they having taken the. Penalty Bond contained 
in the Cadjan marked No .. 2 to oblige the par[ty] to stand by their Judgment EX-

· amined into the matter and determi1!ed that their Mistresses .Estate. should be Equally 
shared between them That the Cad]an marked N°.1 contruns theIr Award which i. 
signed by thIS Deponent and the Heads of their Cast then present. He further 
saith that the Complainant is Indebted to the Complainant but cannot say in wh:1t 
sum and more Saith not to this or the Jaflt Interrogatory. 

· JOSEPH GITHlN 
Examf', 

NAmo' BALL CHITTY. 
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ANNANTUPPAH of Madras Dancing Master aged 60 Years or thereabouts bein 
produced as a Witnes!;l in this Cause on the part of the Complainant and afterwarc 
being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. , 

ffirst. To the first Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known the Con 
plainant and Defendant 2 years or thereabouts. 

Second. To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he hath known t}; 
Cadjans shewn him at this his Examination marked NO.1 & 2, that they arose ~ 
follows. the partys having had a dispute applied to Ball Chitty and who sent for th 
Dep6nent and .others the heads of their Cast to assist him in adjusting the same E 
further saith that after they had taken the Penalty Bond taken contained in t1 
Cadjan, marked No.2 to oblige the parties to abide by their Decision they ExaminE 
the matter and Examined that th~ir Mistresses Estate should be Equally Divid€ 
between them, that the. Cadjan N°, 1 contains their Award which is signed by th 
Deponent and the rest of the Arbitrators, He ffurther saith that the Defendant 
Indebted to the Complt, but cannot say in what sum and more saith not to this < 

the last Interry, 
JOSEPH GITHIN 

Examf'. 
ANANTAPPAH, 

TERREPuTTEE RAVENAPAH of Madras Dancing Master aged 50 years or ther4 
abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complainal 
and afterwards being sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st, To the first Interrogatory this Deponentsaith that he hath known t1 
Complainant and Defendant 15 years or thereabouts. 

2d , To the second Interry this Deponent saith that he knows the CadjaI 
now produced and shewn him marked No, 1. and 2 and that they arose as follow: 
The partys having had 'a Dispute applied to Ball Chitty who sent for this DeponeJ 
and others the heads of their Cast to Assist him in adjusting the same He furthE 
saith that after they had taken the Penalty Bond contd . in the Cadjan marked N' 
2 to oblige the parties to abide by tneir Decision they Examined into the matter an 
Determined that their Mistresses Estate should he Equally shared between the] 
thatthe.Cadjan marked No, 1 cO!ltains their award which is signed by this Dep< 
nent and the rest of the Arbitrators·, He ffurther saith that the Defendant is IJ 
debted to the: Complt. but cannot say in what sum and more saith not to this or H 
last Interry. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 

TERREPUTTEE RAVENAPAH, 

. BAucKER'of Madras Dancing Ma~ter aged t 40 years, or] thereabouts beill 
produced as a Witness in this Cause on the [part of the] Complainant and afterwar< 
being sworn and Examined [De po seth as] follows. 

1st. To the .first Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he lias known tl 
Complainant 20 years and the Defendant 8 years or therea,bouts. ' 

. 2d , To thf!l 'second Interry this. Deponent saith that the Cadjans now pr4 
ducedand shewn him marked N°, 1 and 2 are .as follows., . The parties having 
dispu~e . between, them . about th~ Division of. their. Mistr,esses Es~ate co~plained 1 
the heads of theIr Cast, and obhged themselves to submitt to theIr DeCISIon by tl 
Penalty Bond now shewn marked N°, 2, He further sa.ith that the Cast ExaminE 
into the matter and determined that their Mistress Estate should be equally shar€ 
hetwee~ them That the Cadjan shewn him marked .No. 1 contains, their Award all 
is signed by this Deponent. He further saitb that the Defendant is indebted to tl 
Complainant in the sum of 111 ps. having 'received no more of her Dividend tha 
34 Ps. and more saith not to this or the Jast Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN 
Examf'. 
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BETWEEN: Chandrean. Complaint. 
VB,. 

Siringee DefendanL. 

-To TIlB HONBLE TIlB MAYORS COURT AT MADRASPATNAM. 

249 

IN PuRSUANCE of an order made in this Cause on the 10th• Instant I have stated 
an account of the matters in Dispute as I was thereby Directed and do find that the 
Defendant Syringee is indebted to the Complainant in the sum of 28 Pags. and that 

pe. f. c. 
there remains to be Divided between the partys the sum of 36. 3. 44 for residue 
of the produce of the house mentioned in the pleadings in this Cause, and [ ... ] 

. .slave ~enches if alive, to be Divided between the partys as also the House fIurni
ture, as will appear to this Honourable Court by the Accounts hereunto annextall 
which I humbly Certify to this Honourable Court Witness my hand in Fort Sf.. 

-.George 17th :December 1745. 
NOAH CASA1UJOB. 



CHANDREAN V'. SIRINGE. AN ESTIMATE of the Estate in Dispute. 

The" hole as , Account delivered in annext to the Bill Pags• 341 - -
The house is mortgaged to Amain Saib by the Deft. Siringee or Cherungee for pa. 61 for which he obtained a Judgment in __ 

this Court the 28th. August 1744. was Sold by Execution Issued the 25th. Sepr. then next Ensuing therefore the Value 
of that house as set forth in the prementioned Account must be deducted with the house rent which 
am tB• to . • ••• . . . . . P. 27 

No proof is made of the Slaves being in the possession of either party and are Valued at 5 50 -

The present amount of the Estate being only Toys is .. 

WHIOH the award Directs to be Divided between the partys when the Accta• will stand thus. 

To 'I'oys sbe is Charged wth• as ~ Award ... 
P. I. o. 

130 

Pagodas. 130 -----

SIBINGE. 

l)B. CHANDREAN. 

To Toys sbe is Cbarged with as ~ Award 
To ! of DisbursemfJI. made by Siringee as 
~ award 

To Ballance due to her 
Pags 

P. I. o. 

34 

20 
28 
----.~-=-80 -[sic] 

The House sold Clear of Sherriffs Charges for . • . . 
Amain Saib debt with Interest only to the 25 Septr. 1744 
Costs on that Suit .. 

By her divd. of yeo Estate 
By i of 40 Pags. disbursed of ber 

BALLANCE due to Chandrean 

By her Division of the Estate 

67 13 20 
17 9 

177 
Pags• 164 

QR. 
P. f. 0 

82 
20 

102 
28 

Pagodas. 130 

QR. 
P. f. o. 

82. -

Pagodas _8_2 __ _ 

.120 25 64 

84 22 20 
Remains of the produce of the house to be Divided between the parties and the Slave Wenches if living to be Divided as 

, Award •• •• •. • . •• •• . . • . •• •• •• . . . . . . •• Pagodas. 36 3 44 
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ADDENDUM. 
INDIA OFFICE TRANSCRIPTS. 

1.0. VOLUME, RANGE 328, VOL. 79, PP. 51-92. 

To THE HONORABLE THE MAYORS 

2D. APRIL 1745. COURT AT MAnRASPATNAM. 

Humbly Complaining Sheweth unto this Honourable Court your Orator 
Vencatachelum son of Maudera Voiel Vencatopatty Naigue That One Veera-· 
tall Wi~o~, B:nd in possession of her late husband Aunde Chittys Effects, she 
now resldmg m Madras, as doth your Orator; That the sajd Veertall being in 
want of Money requeste~ a Loan from your Orator, whereupon your Orator did 
advance & lend to the saId Veeratall the full and Just Sum of Forty Pagodas to 
secure the repayment of which, the said Veeratal did Sign and give to your 
Orator One Cadjan Note or Writing bearjng date in Madras the 17 November 
1744 wherein the said Veeratall Mortgages her house as a further Security for 
the repayment of the beforemention'd sum and notwithstanding no Interest is 
mentioned in the said obligation your Orator prays the usuall Interest may be 
allow'd thereon, Translate of the said obligation js hereunto annex'd for the 
Inspection of this Honble Court and your Orator prays that the same may be 
admitted as part of this your Orators Bill of Complainant 

and your Orator Shews he has often in the Most friendly Manner 
requested of the said Veeratall to discharge her obligation to your Orator. 
But now so it is. May it please this Honourable Court the said Veeratall has 
given your Orator no Satisfaction in the premisses. 

To the End therefore that the said Veeratal may upon her Corp?ral Oath 
True and perfect answer make to all and several the Matters aforesaId, as fully 
and truly to all intents and purposes as if the same were here again repeated 
and Interrogated and be Decreed to pay your Orator the Principal Sum Lent 
her, together with the usual Interest that may become due thereon, & that Your 
Orator may have Such further and other releif as shall be agreeable to Equity 
and Good Conscience. 

ROBT. SLOPER, 
Attorney lor the Complainant. 

17TH • NOVEMBER 1744 MADRASPATNAM. 

I Veeratal Aunde Chitty's Wife do hereby acknowledge to have Borrowed 
and Received of Vencatachelum Son of MaunderaVoiel Vencatopatty Naigue 
the Sum of Forty Pagodas Current of Madras for securing the repayment of 
which Sum on demand "[ Mortgage my house with the B.iU of Sale thereof 

WITNESS 

Bosshacorra Chitty 
Vencatashia Moodelare 

drawn by Gunnaputty. 

VEERATALLS Mark. 

Translated from a Cadjan said to be Original 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examf'. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

Tuesday the 9th , day of April Anno Domini 
1745 Between Vencatachelum of Madras 
Dubash Complainant and Veeratall 
Widow of the Same place Defendant. 

On Reading the Complainants bill with Translate of a cadjan Mortgage 
bond under the Defts. hand dated the 17th • November 1744 for Pagodas 40 there
to annext, The I?efendant appeared in Court and acknowledged the execution of 

1745-33 
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t~e said bond. and the justness of the Complts; demand, and on due Considera
tIOn had, ThIs Court doth therefore think fit to Order and decree and doth 
.accordingly Ord~r and Decree, That the DefEmdant do pay unto the' Complain
.ant the full and Just Sum C?f Forty pagodas Current of Madras, Qeing the princi
pal Money of the aforesaId bond together with such interest after the rate. of 

. .eight:W Cent.W annum as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until 
. full paymt. is made and also the Costs of this Suit; and on default of payment 
.at or before twenty one day.s !rom the date hereof, ~hat the Mortgaged premises 
he ~old and the Money arIsmg from such sale pa;td unto the Complt. in and 
towards the discharge of his said Debt and costs . 

. , CUR. 

NOAH CASAMAIJOR, 

Ref{". 

To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS 

:SOTH. AUGUST 1743. COURT AT MADRASPATNAM. 

Humbly Complaining Sheweth to this Honourable Court, your Orator, 
.Mullinga KisnamahMerchant of Madras, that one Ninapah, and his Father 
.also both of Madras but Deceased, having had Various and Sundry Dealings 
with your Orator, and your Orators father, in His Lifetime, there has arose 
.from time to tjme Considerable Dealings betwixt the two familys of the said 
Ninapah, and your Orator, insomuch that to this Day the Estate of the 
,said Ninapah Deceased Stands indebted to your Orator, in the sum of three 
hundred and Sixty Seven Pagodas Twenty four Fannams and Fifteen Cash, and 
your Orator shews the said Ninapah has Left behind him a Widow and son in 
law, who are his Heirs but, there is also four trustees appointed to take care of 
the said Estate, and who are properly accountable to your Orator on the De
-ceaseds behalf whose names are as follows Vizt. Woodundee Moodeleare, Mila
pore Comerapah, Nelanah Moodelare & Iya Thombee Moodeleare which four 
Persons your Orator Prays may appojnt two refferees and your Orator two others 
who may Inspect your Orators Account hereunto annext, which your Orator 
Prays may be a part of your Orators bill of Complaint, but your Orator shews 
there is a Bond of your Orators fathers outstanding in the Hands of the said 

. Ninapahs family or trustees Given for the Sum of one hundred Pagodas wrote 

. in·the name of Mulljnga Vengonah. Now your Orator is informed That the 
said trustees or some of the said Ninapahs' family intends to put the said Bond 
in Court, against your Orator though your Orator. has Given Due Credit for 
the same on the Credit side of the Account hereunto annext to which your Orator 
most humbly refers and your Orator shews the said Suit is Commenced on pur
pose to make your Orator take an Oath, which rather than Do your Orator has 
Several Times Given up his right & Property and the said Ninapahs' family 
being informed of that is resolved to perplex your Orator with a Litigious and 
Unnecessary Suit, which your Orator humbly hopes and prays his Honourable 
Court will reject and Set asside because Credit is allready Given for the said 
bond and that is all the releif that can be Desired., and all your Orator's Desire 
is that all Accounts Depending may be Inspected which your Orator hath fre
quently Desjred but without Effect. 

To the End therefore that the said Trustees may upon their Corporal Oaths 
true and perfect answer make to all and Every the matters aforesaid as fully 
trulv and Effectually to· all Intents and purposes as if the same was here again 
Tepeated and Interrogated and be. Decreed to pay your Orator the said Bal
lance due on your Orators Account and that your Orator may have such further 
& other relejf in the premisses as may be agreeable to Equity & good Con
flcienoe. 

I HENRY DEVEIL, 
A ttorney lor the Complni1wnt. 
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11'rB. OCTOBER 1743. 

The Joint Answer of Woodundee Modelare 
Milapore Conrapah, Nellana Modelare & 
Aya Tomby Modelare of Madras Mer
chants Trustees to the Estate of Ninapah 
deced. and Defendants to the Bill of Com-

\ plaint of Mullinga Kisnama of Madras 
Merchant Complainant. 

THESE DEFENDANTS now and at ~ll times hereafter saving and reserving 
to themselves al~ a~d m:mner ~f benefit and adva:r;ttage of ~xce~tion to the many 
Error.s, uncertamtIes, msuffiClencys & untruth~ m the saJ,d BIll of Complaint 
contamed, for Answer thereto or to so much thereof as these Defendants are 
.advised doth Materially concern them to make Answer unto They these Defts . 
.answer & say 

That they acknowledge they are Trustees to the Estate of Ninapa deceased, 
.and that they were appointed by their Cast and these Defendants further say 
that when Ninapa departed this life, having left no Male Children nor Will 
behind him, the Cast upon appljcation inade to them by his Creditors examined 
into his affairs, and Settled everything relating to his Estate and Family: at 
'which time they found a Bond amongst the said Ninapas writings for one 
.hundred Pagodas, which Bond had been given by the Father of the Complain
.ant to the Father of the said Njnapa; The Cast thereupon demanded from the 
Complainant payment of the abovementioned one hundred Pagodas with Inter
-est; who replied that upon the Face of his Acoounts it appeared, that Ninapa 
stood .indebted to him in a much larger Sum than the said Bond amounted to; 
the Cast then Sent for his Accounts & perused them & asked the Complainant 
why he had not taken up the Bond and adjusted Matters with Ninapa; For 
Ninapa after his Father's Death had been Choultry Conicoply twenty two 
'years, and ljved some time after that in very good circumstances. This is the 
Substance of what passed between the Complainant & the Cast. But besides 
the Bond beforementioned, the Cast found upon inspecting Ninapa's Accounts 
that he had regularly enter'd the said one hundred Pagodas running at the 
Interest of nine.' C.., annum but found not the least mention of any Debt 
·due from Ninapa or his Father to the Complt. or his Father. These Defend
:ants beg leave to make some observations on the Complainants Bill and account 
and the Case as it stands with respect to the said Complajnant. 

In the Account produced the Bond for one hundred Pagodas is acknowl
·edged and dated on the Credit side December the 25th. 1705 after which 
Several other Sums are allowed Credit till the year 1708 September the 12th. 
all which together with the Bond aforesaid amount to the Sum of Pagodas 
'282.4. The Debit side begins in the aforesaid year 1705 December the 30th. 
and this Honourable Court will please to observe, that on October 1708, or the 
Month after the Credjt side ends, Ninapa had received considerably more than 
was due to him. This then was the proper time to take up the Bond, when by 
this pretended Account Ninapa became indebted to the Complainant. But 
instead thereof, the Debit side goes on with Several Sums, some of which are 
pretty large till December the 23, 1729 or more than. 20 Years, all which time 
Ninapas Debt was increasing and yet no Demand was made of the said Bond. 
This these Defts. humbly conceive is a good argument against the truth of these 
pretended Accounts For it cannot be imagined, that any Man of common Sense 
'Would advance Money for above 20 Years together when a Bond he had actually 
discharged was out against him, Since there is a possibility the same might 
'Sometime or other be produced against him; & the difficulty of proving accounts 
is great when any Dispute arises about the particulars, especially if the same 
be of a iong Standing; whereas the Validity of Bonds is easily proved by the 
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Wi~nesses an~ other things necessary thereto. But besides this argument 
agamst the saId 1\ccou~ts produced by the Complainant, these Defendants fur
ther observe that In Nmapas Accounts no mention is made or Notice taken of 
these Several Articles in these pretended Accounts except the hundred Pago
das on Bond. Now Ninapa iswell known to have kept regular Accounts; he 
booked the Debt upon the Bond for 100 Pagodas and mentioned the Interest 
running th~reon: and since he is wholly silent as to these pretended Accounts 

· these Defendants leave it to the Judgment of this honourable Court, whether 
· there is not great reason from hence to Suspect the truth of the said Accounts. 

.. As to what the Complainant urges, that these Defendants threatned to sue 
him, these Defendants acknowledge it to be true, and as these Defendants con
ceive, they had very just cause so to do, when he confessed a Debt of 100 Pago
das and would not pay it. The Complainant urges that it was intended wj.th 
a. litigious design to oblige him to take an Oath, which he seems very scrupulous 
a.bout. These Defendants deny, that they had any other Intent than that of 
doing Justice to their Trust. . 

· All which Matters and things these Defendants are ready to Aver main-
tain and prove as this honourable Court shall Djrect and humbly pray to be 
hence dismissed with their Reasonable Costs in this Behalf most wrongfully 
Sustained. 

1°. NOVEMBER 1743. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON, 
A tt()l't'ney for the Defendant. 

In Replication of Mullinga Kistnomah, to 
the Joint Answer of Woodundee Moode
lare, Miliapore Comrapah, Nillana Moo
delare & Aya Tombe Moodelare. 

THIS REPLYANT saveing and reserveing to hjmself now and at all times 
hereafter, all Manner of Benefit of Exception to the manifold Errors, U neer
tainty's and Imperfections in the Defendants said answers Contained for 
Replication thereunto or to so much thereof as he this Replyant is advised 
Materially doth Concern him this Replyant, He this Replyant Replyeth a.nd. 
·Saith 

That he js very glad to hear that the Defendants acknowledge themselves 
to be Trustees to the Estate of Ninapah Deceased. And this Replyant on his 

.. side acknowledges it to be true that he made such Reply to the Cast as is Set 
.forth in the Defendants answer Vizt. Ninapah stood Indebted to him in a 
much larger Sum, than the Bond given by this Replyants Father amounted to 
when the Cast demanded payment thereof; And this Replyant also acknowl
.edges this part of the Defendants Answer, that the Accounts were Sent for by 
the Cast, and perused by them. 

Now this Repliant begs leave to inform this Honourable Court, that, the 
-said Cast inspected the Accounts of both Parties and promised . to Examine 
them another time. After which arbitrators were Chosen in the a.ffair, whom 
this Repliant requested to Settle the said accounts and get this Repliant his 
Due, but they put it off from time to time, and at length after one or two meet
ings only gave this Repliant to understand, that the ballance would be in his 
lavour, after which thiR Repliant desired them frequently to give their award. 
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but they De~aye~ so long, that one of the arbitrators Chosen for Ninap~'s, Side 
departed thIS LIfe, whereby, the Matter remained since undecided. 

The Defendants in their answer Urge" That if Ninapah had been really 
" Indebted as:' account produced, the time marked in their answer was pro
" per to take up the Bond, and then ask why instead thereof was Money 
" advanced for above Twenty years together andyet'no demand made of the 
" Bond. 

\ In answer to which this Replyant begs leave to observe, that this Repliants. 
Father received of Ninapahs Father the Sum of one hundred Pagodas, for 
which he gave a Bond dated the T~venty fifth day of December which was in 
the year of Our Lord one Thousand Seven hundred and five, since which, there 
were Several dealings for the Space of the Six following years Vizt. till the 
year one Thousand Seven Hundred' and .Eleven, at wh.ich time payment .for the 
Bond being allowed, there appeared a Considerable ballance in this Replyants 
favour at this time Several Demands were made t() Settle Accounts and pay the· 
ballance, but to no purpose. 

Now for the further advance of Money, which is in five Articles this. 
Repliant begs leave to remark That in the year of our Lord one thousand Seven 
hundred & Thirteen, there happened' to be a . dispute between Oya Moodelare
the Father of Ninapah and one Choalia, whereupon a Certain Sum .of ,Money 
jn dispute was lodged in this Repliants house to remain there, till all was over, 
and that five days after, the said Money was placed there, the said Ninapah's_ 
Father received the Sum of Ten Pagodas out of it, and promised to repay it 
when the said Dispute was ended. That a Short tjme after the Dispute was· 
ended, the Money lodged in this Repliants house, was paid in full to the party 
it was due to, But Ninapah's said Father djd not repay that Ten Pagodas as· 
he had promised. Which Sum therefore this hon'ble Court will find in the
account delivered dated in the year aforesaid in the Month of May. 

The next three Articles, amounting to Pagodas One hundred and five in
the year One thousand Seven hundred, and Seventeen, Eighteen, Ninapah 
receIved it of this Repliants Brother, named Oppiah, when he was in the Com
pany's Godown belong to Sunea,Ramah, unknown to this Replyant, and told 
him, that he would repay it, but never did, though he promised it sevaTal times. 
The Last Article of one Pagoda Twenty Seven fanams, is the Price of Silver
Lace, which Ninapah took from .this Replyant. This Repliant requested Nina
pah Several times to Settle accounts but to no purpose, and he departed. this: 
Life at last leaving the accounts unsettled. 

By the foregoing this honoura.ble . Court I will understand I that;· a" Demand 
was Several times made to settle Accounts so that the pretence in the answer
that no Demand was made, can be no longer looked upon as an Argument· that. 
the Accounts are false. But on the other hand give Sufficient proof, that they 
are true and Genuine; 

This Repliant. therefore hopes that this honourable Court will'be pleased 
to settle the said Accounts themselves, and Order the Defendant's to pay the· 
Ballance thereof and deliver up the Bond, or otherwise this Replyant hopes 
that this Honourable Court wjll appoint Referrees (to whose Determination 
this Repliant will readily Submit) to Settle the same and this Honourable Court 
will upon Enquiry find, that this Repliant is not· one .that would be guilty of' 
producing false accounts, as the Defendants would Insmuate. 

All which matters and things this ReplYllnt will aver, maintain: Prove· & 
Testifye as. this Honourable Court shall Direct and humbly Pr~ysasin and by-
his said Bill he hath already Prayed. . 

:{ 

HENRyDEVEIL, . 
A ttOT'fl,(I,.11 lor .'tlu~ RepUantR. 
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22D. NOVEMBER 1743. 

The Rejoinder of Woodundee Modelare. 
Milapore Comrapa, Nelland Modelare and 
Aya Tombe Modelare of Madras Mer.· 
chants and Trustees to the Estate of 
Ninapa deceased, to the Replication of 
Mulinga Kistnoma Chitty of the same
place Merchant. 

THESE DEFENDA..'lTS Saving and reserving to themselves all manner of 
benefit and advantage of Exception to the Many Errors, untruths, imperfec
tions and Insufficiencies in the said Replication contained Say, -that these
Defendants answer is sufficient in the Law to be replied unto, and they further
say, that the Repliant would impose egregiously on this Honourable Court by 
pretending that the affair in Dispute was laid before Arbitrators to be decided 
which assertion is entirely false. What he calls arbitrators, to favour his own 
Cause, were Trustees appointed by the Cast for Ninapa's Estate, not to decide
this affair, but to examjne into the whole Estate and Circumstances of Ninapa, 
and to act therein as Trustees ought. 

And these Defendants further say, that for any thing the Repliant hath. 
said in his Replication to the contrary, the two arguments, they brought in 
their answer to prove his accounts to be Superious, still hold good, and have
even recejved an additional force by his weak reasoning thereon. 

These Defendants had said in the first place, that the said Accounts seem
ed not to be genuin, because the Repliant had not taken up the bond at the
time, when according to the said Accounts, there was a Ballance in his favour. 
This Repliant returns, that he demanded his Bond then: this is roundly 
asserted. But th.is Honourable Court will please to observe what follows, when 
he gives an Account how the Articles, that follow that Date, were created. 
Now can it be supposed, that if the Repliant had demanded his Bond and to
settle accounts he would not have urged it still more Strongly, when he found 
the Debt encreasing by new Articles and would not common Prudence have
induced him long ago to file a Bill in this honourable Court against Ninapa, or 
to take some other safe Method to recover his Money, when he found Ninapa 
would not pay him, but answered him always with triHing delays. But this 
very easy man, the Repliant was not only Satisfied with making demands time
after time, as he would have this Honourable Court to believe, for the full space
of 20 years togethe.r: but at last, as may be seen by the last Article in the said 
Accounts, let Ninapa have some Silver Lace likewise. Upon the whole it seems 
highly jmprobable, that any such Accounts Subsisted between Ninapa & the
Repliant. 

These Defendants further say, that the Second Argument these Defendta• 
made use of in their Answer, is confirmed likewise hereby. For as Ninapa had 
booked the Bond with a Particular mention of the Interest thereon, & took no, 
notice of these pretended accounts at all; it by no means appears probable, con
sidering Ninapa's known honesty & exactness in hjs Accta• that if any such 
Demands as a'I'e now pretended, had been made from time to .time he would still 
neglect to take Notice of this Debt. Every new demand would have reminded 
him of it but he no where mentions any such thing. These Defendants there
fore conclude, & they humbly· conceive, very justly, that no Demand was ever
made, and consequently that these Accounts are not true & genuin, notwith
standing what the Repliant may say of hjs own Character. 

These Defendants therefore pray this honourable Court to proceed in this
affair, rejecting such weak assertions, as th~ Repliant has made; and ordering
the paymen~ of th~ Bond, which cannot be dIsputed, but is allowpd to be genu1P
by the Rephant hImself. r 
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, And these :!?efendants furt?er say, as in and by their sajd Answer they 
. have .already.sald, & do and wlll aver & lllaintain all & every thing & things 
therem contamed to be true & certain in such Manner and form as they & every 

.of them, are therein alleged and expressed. 

\ 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON, 
A tto1'ney for the Defendants. 

INTERROGATORIES to be administer'd to Such 
Witnesses as shall be Produced Sworn and 
Examined on Part and behalf of the 
Coniplt. in a Certain Cause wherein one 

,Mullinga Kisnamah is Complt. and one 
Woodundee Moodaleare Mylapore Come
rapah. Nellanah Moodeleare & Mooteapah 
Moodaleare are Defendants. 

Imprimiss do you know the parties Complainant and Defendants in this 
Cause, if yea set forth the same as you know have heard or do believe. and How 
long you have known them or Either of them Declare. 

2d. To Reddy Ramah Item, Do you know or Can you remember that any 
Dealings or Accounts have at any time Passed between The family of Ninapah, 
and the now Complainant Declare. 

3d• To Pashee Moorlee Nursoo Chjtty Item, Do you Remember any Accounts 
.between the Deceased Ninapahs family, if yea, how was such Accounts Agreed 
,to Be Decided, and by whom to whose house was the Accounts brought, and 
.whose Accounts was so brought, and what was the reason such accounts was 
.not Examined. 

4th. To Condavoo Ball Item, Do you know of any Accounts that have Passed 
between the deceased Ninapahs family and the now Complainant, if yea, Did 
you Ever Demand any Money from the family of the Deceased Ninapah, if yea, 
from whome, and about what time, and what answer had you and from whome 
Say all you know Concerning this affair Declare. 

5th. To Shemacurtee Auddee Item, Did you Ever Carry any Accounts for 
the Complajnant, if yea where did you Carry them, and to whose house and what 
.follow'd theron Declare. 

6th. To all the Wjtnesses Item, Do you know or can you say any matter or 
thing Material for the Complainant in this Cause, if yea, Set forth the Same as 
you know have heard or Do beleive with the reasons of such your knowledge or-
belief Declare. 

"MAYORS COURT AT 
MADRASPATNAM. 

HENRY DEVEIL, 
A ttorney for the Complainant. 

Between Mullinga ,Kistnamah Complainant 
and W oodunde Moodelare, Mylapore Com
rapah Nellanah and Mooteapah . 
Defendants. " . 

Depositions of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examjner 
in this Court as follows. 
. REDDY RAMAH of Madras Servant to the Tobacco Farme~s Aged 66 years 
or thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the 
Complt. was on the 23d• day of March 17SrSl/4 Shewn at the office of Mr. 
William Dumbleton Attorney for the Defendant by Connecapa who left a Note-
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:.of the Name Title, and place of abode of the said Reddy Ramah and afterwards 
-on the same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. . . . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That he 
knows the parties Compla.inant & Defendants and hath so known them 20 years 

·or thereabouts. 

2d. • . • To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent Saith,That he 
.knows the Complainants father and Ninapah's father were intimately acquaint
ed but knows not of any dealings that may have passed between the family of 
Ninapah and the now Complainant or can further. say· to .this or the last 

· Interrogatory. 

RAMANDoo . 
. JOSEPH GITHIN Examr • 

PASHEE MOORTEE NURSOO CHITTY of Madras Merchant Aged 60 years or 
thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the pa:rt of the Com
plainant, & afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. . . . To the first Interrogatory, this Deponent saith, that he 
hath known the Complainant 20 years and the Defendants 10 years or there

·abouts. 
3rd• .• To the third Interrogatory this Deponent Sajth, That. he 

knows there are Accounts between the Complainant and the deceased Ninapah's 
Family. The adjustment of which was ref~rred to Moodu Moodelare and this 
Deponent, That the Complainant's account. was brought to Moodu Moodelare's 
house, where they Examined them for two days, after which Moodu Moodelare 

"said to this Deponent, you see what trouble we are like to :have in settling these 
Accounts, desire the Complainant to remember me That this Deponent acquaint

... ed the Complt. with Moodu Moodelare's request but he refused to comply with 
it-and more Saith not to this or the Last Interrogatory. 

NURSOO . 
. JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

CONDAVOO BALL of Madras Peon to the Complainant Aged' 30 Years or 
':thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Com
plainant, and afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows 

1st, . . . To the third Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That he 
hath known the Complt. 20 Years and the Defendant W oodlmdee 10 years but 
hath no knowledge of the other three Defendants. 

4th. • . . .To the fourth Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That. he 
_ knows not of any accounts that have passed between the deceased Njnapah's 
'Family, and the Complainant, T4at he has, by Complainant's Order, demanded 
Money of Perianah one of Ninapah's Family as due to the Complainant from 

,.Ninapah's Est.ate about the ti~e of Ninapah's dep~rtur~ when Perianah ~eplied 
if the Complamant had any account he would Satlsfie It and further Salth not 

· to this or the last Interrogatory. 
THE MAitK: OF 

CONDAVOO BALL. 

-JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

SHEMACURTEE AUDDEE of Madras Complainant's Servant aged 50 years or' 
thereabouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complt. 

· and afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. , 
1st. , . • To the first Interrogatory this Deponent Sajth, That he 

· hath known the Complainant 30 Years, and the Defendant~ 10 Years 1 or there
_abouts. 
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l)tili. • • • To the Fifth InterEogatory this Deponent Saith, That be
car~Ied th~ Complts. a~ounts tQ Moodn Uoodelare's house That tl1e Complain
.ants Corucoply, .and his Brother Ball Chitty were at that tjme there hefore-' 
whom. he delivered. the Accounts to Moodu Moodelarean<;1. came .away what 
followed theteon thIS Deponent knows not or can further say to this.or the last. 
Interr~gatory. 

\ 
JOSEPH GlTRIN Exam,"', 

Tli.E M.A.RK ,oi' 
SiEIEMACURT,EE AuDiDEE. 

iNTERROGATORIES to be administred to Such 
Witnesses as shall be produced Sworn and. 
Examined on the part and behalf of the.· 
Defendants in a certain Cause wherein 
Woodundee Moodalare, Mylapore Com
rapah, Nellana Moodalare and Aya Tomby 
Moodelare Defendants, and Mullinga. 
Kisnamah is Complt. 

To ALL THE WITNESSES, Imprimiss, Do you know the parties Complain
ant and Defendants or either, if yea how long have you so known ~hem or either' 
of them, and which.of them Declare. 

2d. . . . To Peria Tomby Moodalare, Conaca Subba Moodalare, Col
landiapah Moodalare and Chinnanah, Item, Do you know that there were· 
persons appojnted' at-Ninapah's Decease to inspect the Acoounts, do you know 
what the said Accounts Setforth l'elateing to the Debt now Demanded by the . 
Complainant and the Bond now Demanded by the Defendants was there any 
other Accounts then them left by Ninapah enquired jnto whose Accounts were 
Examined, and what appeared by them relateing to the present dispute and 
what was the opinion of People with regard to them Accounts and what Order' 
was made on them at that time Declare. 

3d• . • . To all the Witnesses, Item Do you know or can you say any 
·other matter or thing Material for the Defendants in this Cause, if yea, Set forth 
the same as you know have beard or do beleive with the reasons for such your' 
knowledge or belief Declare. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MAnRASPATNAM. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON, 
Attorney f01' the Defendant" 

Between Mwlinga Kjstnama . . . Com
plaint. and Woodunde Moodelare, Myla
pore Comrapah, Nellanah and Iyar Tomby 
, , • Defendants. 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in. this Cause taken by and before the Examiner 
in this Court as follows. 

PERlA TOMBY MOODELARE of Madras Merchant Aged 39 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part.of the Defendants was on 
the 27tili . day of February 1743/4 Shewn at the office of Mr. Henry Deveil Attor
ney for the Complainant by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name Title and 
place of abode of the said Periah Tomby Moodelare, and afterwards on the Same 
day being Sworn and Examined deposeth as follows. 

1st. . . . To the first Interrogatory th.isDeponent Saith, That he-' 
knows the parties Complainant and Defendant and hath so known them 25-· 
-rears 01' thereabouts. . 
• > 
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2d. • • . To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That he 
knows the Defendants were appointed, since the Death of Moodu Moodelare 
the head of their Cast, as trustees to the estate of Ninapah deceased and that 
the Accounts of Ninapah were inspected by the said Moodu Moodelare when 
living and others the Heads of the Cast, That there was no appearance therein 

-of any debt being due to the Com pit. but that Ninapahs Account indebted the 
Complainant for a Bond of an hundred Pagodas which the Defendants as 
Njnapah's Trustees· now demand payment of, he further Saith, That by 
;Ninapah's father's Accounts which were inspected at the same time it did 

.appear there had been dealings between the Complainant's father and Ninapah's 
Father, but the Accounts being of long standing and no mention thereof being 
made by Ninapah in his own Account the Cast would not charge the Complain
ant for the Ballance there appeared therein jn favour of Ninapahs father, but 
onley for the Bond of an hundred Pagodas with the Interest due thereon, which 
Ninapah's own Accounts charged the Complajnant with, this Deponent further 
.Saith, that other Accounts were then produced before the Cast by Nairo Tomby 
Chitty Numsevia, Vadamilla Mooleapen, Chomdeapen and Burzar Merchants 
of which those that appeared by Ninapah's own Account to be just were dis

.charged but those which Related to Ninapah's father or not mentioned in his 
pwn Accounts, being deemed false as no Demand of them had been ever made 
pf Ninapah in his lifetime, were ordered to he, 'Sett aside and more Saith not 
to this or the last Interrogatory. 

PERIATOMBY . 
.JOSEPH GITHIN Examl. 

CONNECA SUBA MOODELARE of Madras Merchant aged 50 Years or thereabtB. 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendants and 

.afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. . . . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That he 
.hath known the Complt. 40 years and the Defendant 30 years or thereabouts. 

2d. . . . To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That he 
knows these Defendants were appointed, after the Decease of Moodu Moodelare 
the Head of their Cast, as Trustees to the Estate of Ninapah Deceased, That 
the Accounts of Njnapah deceased Set forth that the Complainant was indebted 
to his Estate by a Bond for an hundred Pagodas, which the Defendants now 
demand payment of, but not of any Debt being due to the Complainant ThlJ:t 
other Acoounts than them left by Ninapah were produced and examined. but 

·the Cast not finding any mention thereof in Ninapahs Accounts and as no demand 
had ever been made of them in Njnapahs lifetime they were ordered to be set 
.aside as Erroneous and false and further Saith not to this or the last Inter--. 

CONNECA SUlV . 

. JOSEPH GITHIN Examf'. 

COLLENDEAPAH MOODELARE of Madras Merchant aged 60 Years or there
-abouts being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the Defendant; 
-and afterwards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. . 

1M;. . . . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That bp 
-knows the Complainant and hath so known him 30 Years, and the ])efeD{~: . ..:::"_'::' 
he hath known 20 Years or tbereabouts. . 

2d. • • . To the SecOnd Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That he 
-knows these Defendants were appointed. after the Death of Moodu Moodelare 
the head of their Cast, as Trustees to the Estate of Ninapah deceased, That when 
~Ninapahs Accounts were inspected there was no appearance of any debr~ beiu.e' due 
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to the Complainant, but that Ninapah had therein indebted the Complt. for a. 
Bond of an hundred Pags. which these Defendants as his Trustees now demand 
payment off, That other accounts than those left by Ninapah were at that t~e' 
produ?ed and Examined ~his Depo~e~t cannot recollect the persons that brough~ 
the saId Accounts ~ut Salth the OpInIOn of the Cast in regard to the:JIl was,· as· 
there was no ment~on of them in Ninapah's Accounts and as payment thereof 
had never been demanded of Ninapah in his Hfetime, that they were up.just· 
~nd..!herefore ordered them to be set aside and further Saith not to this or the
last Interrogatory. 

COLLENDEAPAH. 
JOSEPH GITHIN Examr• 

CHINNANAH of St. Thoma Petty Merchant Aged 59 Years or thereabts. peing' 
~oduced as a Witness in this Crause on the part of the Defendant and after
wards being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

. 1st. . . . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That h~ 
hath known the Complainant 40 Years and the Defendant he hath known 3S
Years or thereabouts. 

2d. . . . To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That he' 
knows these Defendts. were appointed as Trustees to the Estate of Ninapah 
Deceased, That Ninapahs Accounts Set forth that the Complainant was indebt
ed to Ninapah on a Bond for an hundred Pagodas but. no mention therein was 
made of any Debts being due to the Complainant That other Accounts besides· 
those left by Ninapah were produced and Examined but the Cast deeming them 
false, payment thereof having never been demand of Ninapah in his lifetime, 
ordered them to be set aside and more saith not to this Interrogatory. : 

To the last Interrogatory this Deponent Saith, That Summadrue, Num
shevia Vadamilla Mooteapen and others produced their Account at that time
before the Cast which agreeing with Ninapahs accounts were immediately dis-· 
charged and more Saith not. . 

JOSEPH GITHIN E~amr. 

MAYORS COURT AT 
MAnRASFATNAM. 

CHINNANAH. 

TUESDAY the 22d. day of May anno Domini 
1745 [sic] Between Mullinga Kisnamah of" 
Madras Merchant Complainant, and W ood~ 
undee Moodelare, Mylapore Comrapah, 
Nellana Moodelare & Iyah Tomby Moode
lare Trustees of the Estate of Ninapa. 
Deced. of the Same place also Merchants· 
Defendants. 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to be heard, and debated before this Court. 
in presence of the Pits. Attorney, the Defendants and their Attorney; on hear~ 
ing the Complajnants Bill and an Account Current thereunto annext, Th~
Defendants Joynt Answer, The ~eplication and: Rej~ynder, also the ~roofs 
taken in this Cause, a Decree of thIS Court pronounced In a Cause, wh~reIn t~e· 
Defendants sued the Complainant for a Bond of Pagodas 100, mentIOned In 
the pleadings jn this Cause, bearing date 4th. day of Oqtober 1743. I.te~d, !1nd 
the Defendants being questioned by this Court, how many years ago It ~s SInC~
they demanded payment of tl\e Plaintiff of the beforemention'd bond of Pagodas 
100 Mylapore Comrapah & Iyah Tomby Moodelare answered, That they (lie:;-
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Trustees of the ~forementioned Estate) Q.em~:p.d~Q. pay~~t, of th~ said Bond. 
4J,bout Sev~n !e~s ago, f~r the first time; to the truth wh~eof they made Oath. 
to the SatIsfactIOn of thIS Court, and on Examinatio:q of the ~atters ill ·thj~ 
Cause what was alledged on either side, and 'due Consideration.had. thereon. 
This Court doth therefore think fit to Order anQ. Decree, and doth accordingly 
Order and Decree, That the Complainant do pay unt;o the Defelldants the full 
and just Sum of one hundred Pagodas Current of ¥adras, peing the PrinGipal 
Money of the beforementionedBo:qd, together with Seve:q years Interest ther~n. 
after the rate of eight.W Centi annum, and alsq that the Complainant's Bill 
do stand dismissed out of this Court with Costs, and further that the Co~plain
ant do pay the Costs of the Suit of th~ Defendants againsthixp, for t4e Recov~lT 
of the beforementioned Bond. 

COURT OF APPEALS 
AT MAnRASPATNAM 

PER CUR 
NOAH; CASAMAIJO~, 

Regr. 

~ETWEEN Mullinga Kistnama of Madras
Merchant appelt . . . . and . . • 
Woodundee Moodelaire, Mylapore Com., 
rapah, Nellana Moodelaire and 1yah Tomby 
Moodelaire, Trustees to the Estate of Nin
apa deced. of the Same place also Merchants. 
Respondents. 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day, being Monday the fifteenth day of April, 
anno Domini one thousand Seven hundred and foxty five to be heard and debated 
before this Court by the Attorneys on both sides, upon hearing the Petition of 
Appeal, and answer, a Report of the Refferrees appointed by this Court, 
together with the Several Exhibits of the Honourable the Mayor's Court, and 
Decree thereof given in this Cause, on Tuesday the twenty Second day of May' 
last read, and upon due consideration had of the Matters therein Severally 
contain'd and of the pleadings and arguments used by the Attorneys on both 
sides. This Court doth think fit to Order and Decree & doth accordingly hereby 
Order and Decree, That the said Decree of the Honourable the Mayor's Court. 
given in this Cause, do stand confirmed, and that the Appellant's Petition be 
hence dismissed with Costs. 

~W CUR. 
. GEORGE PIGo'!'. 

Clerk of Appeals. 

'To THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS 
,COURT AT MAnRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this HonouTable Court your Orator. 
Hodjoo Abdull Hoddoo of Madras Merchant, That in the year of our Lord one
Thousand Seven hundred and Thirty Seven, your Orator did fit out a Ship for 
the Port of Perah, on board of which Ship your Orator did Lade a Cargo bu~ 
being unwilling to stand the risque alon~, you~ Orator did apply himself to one
Diaul Doss Saumy Doss Broker, requestmg hIm to get Your Orator a Bond of 
Insurance for Pagodas Fjftoon hundred on the said Ship, which the said Broker 
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.undertook to do, and shortly after returned the Bond of Insurance for that 
Sum, Sign'd by Twenty four Insure[r]s, the Contents of which :Bond, with the 
~ames of tp,ose Ins~rers who Subscribed thereto will appear W translate of said 
Bond bearmg date m Fort St, George the third day of July which was in thE 
'y~ar of 0ll! Lord One thousand Seven hundred & Thirty Seven, for the Inspec
tIOn of thIS honourable Court hereunto Annext, to which your Orator most 
humbly Refers, and prays the same may be admitted as part of this your Orator~ 
.Bil\ of Complaint; one Condition in the said Obligation Expressly is, that thE 
Insu.rers Do fUll all Risques to the amount of Fifteen Hundred Pagodas, from 
the time the Ship wejghed anchor from this Road of Madras Untill she Shall 
.have accomplished her Intended Voyage and Dropt her Anchor again in thE 
Road of Madras; Now it so happened, May it please this honourable Court, 
the said Ship in her Return from Perah met with a Hurricane of Wind whicl: 
drove her out of her Course, and being Damaged by the said Weather wa! 

-obliged to put into Dunnassary, where upon Examination of her, 'twas though1 
necessary to haul her on Shore & give, her a,thorough Repair, While this wa! 
about she accidently took fire and was thereby Consumed, on Receipt of thE 
News of this Accident your Orator agreeable to the Tenour of the Bond oj 
Insurence Demanded from the said Di8.ul Doss Saumy Doss Fifteen hundrec 
Pagodas, he the said Diaul Doss Saumy Doss refer'd your Orator to the Sub. 
1Jcribe:rs to the Bond of Insurance for payment; your Orator did accordingl~ 
apply 'to the sajd Subscribers who all obstinately refused to Comply with yom 
Orator's Demand; hereupon your Orator applied himself to Mr. John RusseI 
then an attorney of this honourable Court, but since Deceased, Desireing hirr 
to prefer a Bill of Complaint on behalf of your Orator against the said Insurers, 
but before the Ensuing Court day, when the Bill was to have been prefer'd, thE 
Insurers having Notice of your Orator's Intention, applied themselves to Mr, 
Benyon the then Governour, desireing hjm to send for your Orator, and Miti
:gate matters to prevent yqur Orator's application to this Honourable Court 
Mr, Benyon accordingly did so, and told your Orator he would see Justice dOnE 
him, and bid your Orator Depend upon him, hereupon your Orator desirec 
,Mr, Russell not to proceed till further Orders; here it Slept some Months, tili 
your Orator reminded Mr, Benyon of his promise, who thereupon appointed Il 

Day for ~nding the dispute; When that day came, some of the Insurers met anc 
told Mr, 13enyon that the other Insurers were gone up the Country, some to onE 
place and some to another, and ~hat. unless all Parties were present nothin~ 
.could be done. Mr. Benyon then appomted another Day, and after that Severa' 
-others but never could get all parties together, some Triffiing Excuse or othel 
was aiways pleaded for the absent, and your Orator putt of till Mr. Benyon! 
Depal'ture for England. Since when your Orator hath by all amicable way! 
.and means Endeavoured to bring the said Insurers to some reason, and to obtai! 
payment from them of your Orators Demands. 

But now so it is May it please this honourable Court, the said Nagra Dos! 
'Shamboodoss Arvicheladoss Vitaladoss, Vanadut Govindram, Pandiah Shan 
(lara Checunda, Govendundoss Juggavadoss, .Ragoor yerago Chitty, Ramdosi 
Cashidoss Kisnadoss Govendundoss, Ballsadir Veraslser, Demoda Mudanaser 
:Subia Ver~ssadoss, Amerasiver Nunojee, Shanca, Banudat Cherban, Sa~ah Siw~ 
Attamarum Parshotum Vellapah, Chittabu Jee Annachor, Narsu TagJeveram 
Goverdum Ram Chundum Balaba Avechull, Visna Nad Shancarjee, Veragc 
Ball Moodoo, Sunadee Gr~apah, Bomadar Coberjee and Diaul poss ~aum~ 
Doss Willfully and obstinately refuse to give your Orator any SatisfactIOn. 
, Your Orator therefore prays a General reljef touching the Premisses, suc1 
as to this Honourable Court shall appear agreeable to Equity and Good Con 
:science Is the End of the bill. ' 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON, 
A ttorne1l JOT t~,(1 Complainant. 
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Whereas this day Meah Hoja AbduU Haddee Apply'd to us the Under
writer to Insure to the Amount of One Thousand Five Hundred Pagodas. 
on a Ship Nam'd Gonjaver belonging to him bound from this Port of 
Madras to Perah & back again, accordjngly we the undermention'd Sub
scribed to the Insurance each Person the Sum affixed to his Name as hereafter 
mentioned, on the following Terms & Conditions; That, from the Time the 
said Ship Gonjaver shall Weigh Anchor from this Port of Madras 'till the· 
time she lets go the Same at Perah the Insurers to stand the Risque of the Suni 
Insur'd, the Risque to cease on their part after Safe Anchoring at the said 
Port of Perah. 

The same is likewise to be understood from the time the said Ship Weighs. 
Anchor from the Port of Perah 'till her safe AlTival at Madras the Risque 
then ceasing also. 

That all Customs, Charges Merchandize, Ships' Expences, Wages, Demo
rage, in case of the Loss of said Ship's Passage to be paid & Defray'd by the
Owners of said Ship and no ways to affect the Insurers. 

That the said Abdul! Haddee pay the Insurers an Insurance premium of 
Eight.1P Cent & Brokerage one Quarter', Cent on the Sum Insur'd. 

That in case of the Loss of said Ship Gonjaver an allowance of Three & 
half i1P Cent to be made (term'd custom) and a further Rebate of Eight.1P Cent 
on the 'principal Insur'd these Deductions made, the Insurers to pay the said 
Yeah Hoja Abdull Haddee the difference betweerr the Rebate and allowance 
and the Sum Insur'd, this Clause to be understood in case the Loss of the Ship. 
happens when the Ship is on, her Voyage between this port & Perah as express
ed in the first article of this Agreement. On the Contrary, upon the safe: 
Arrival of the said Ship in Madras road the said Hoja Haddee to pay the pre
mium of Insurance according to the Terms of this Agreement relating thereto. 

N agradOb'S Shambodoss Subscriberlll· Pagodas 125-
Arvichelados9 Vitalodoss ' .• ~ 125 
Vanadut Gavindram 25-
Pandia. Sha.ncara. Chucunda. 25 
GoverdundosB Juggavadoss 200 
Ragoor Verago Chitty ... 25 
Ramdoss Cashidoss 25 
Kisnadoss Goverdundoas •• , 25-
Ballsadir Verasiver 25 
Demoda. Mudanafer 50 
Subia. Verussadoss 250 
Amerasiver N unojee ... 200 
Shanca. .. , 25 
Banudat Cherban ••• 25 
Saiah Siwa. Attamarun 25 
Purshotum Vellapah .,. 75 
Chittabu J ee Annachor •..• .... • • ., {!I'" 
N arau Tagjeveram •.• ••• 25 
Goverdun Ram Chundum 50 
Balaba. Avechull ••• ••• 25 
Visna N ad Shancarjee 25 
Verago Ballmoodu ••• 50 
Sunade Gruapah .••• 25 
Bomadar Coberjee 25 

Pagodas. 1500 

GEO : JONES, • 
Examr-r ''l 

1745-37 



:xviii 

17TH • JULY 1744. 

Records oj Fort St. George , 

The answer of Nagradoss Shambodass 
Insurer for and on behalf of himself and 
the Rest of the Insurers in answer to the

. bjll of Complaint of Hodjee Abdull Hod-
dee. . . '. . 

T~e said pefendant for himself and the rest of the Insurers Saving and 
l'eServlllg to hImself all & all Manner of Benefit and advantage of Exception to 
the ~anifold Errors Untruths and Insufficiencys in the said bill Contained for 
.answer thereunto or to so much thereof as this Deft. is advised Materially Con
.cerns him and the said Insurers to Make answer unto he this Defendant in 
.behalf of himself and the said Insurers Saith . 

That 'tis admitted there is such a Bond of Insurance as is annext to the 
\Complainants Bill of Complaint and this Defendant Saith, the Tenour of the 
.said Bond will in no wise obljge this Defendant or the Insurers to pay the Com
plainants Deman4"and that for the following Reasons. 

, First it is a ~ell knowD. Custome of India that no Insurers are any Longe~ 
.answerable for a Ship so Insured then while she is under Sail and in Pursuit 
of her Voyage; That from the time she Heaves Anchor to the time she Letts 
fall the same the Insurers Risque Contjnues, But the Risque Utterly Ceases 
'When or wherever She Letts fall her anchor to the time she heaves anchor again. 

) 

As is very plain from a Paragraph in the said obligation which is. "That 
from the time the said Ship Gonjaver shall waigh anchor from thjs port of 
Madras till the time &he letts Go the same at Perah, the Insurers to. stand the 
Risque of the Sum Insured the Risque to Cease on their part after safe anchor
ing at the Port of Perah. " 

And by which it may be Seen that all parties Concerned Did understand 
the said Risque should be at an End when the anchor Should be Lett fall Tis 
true that Neither, the Insurers nor any man Living Could Forsee that the said 
Ship was to Depart from her Voyage and Instead of Going to Madras Lett fall 
her anchor at Dannasseryhad such a Variation been Suspected no Doubt but 
the Insurers would have been upon the same termes at Dunnassary that they 
proposed at Perah which was that when the anchor was to fall the Risque was 
to Cease for th.is Defendant humbly refers it to the Judgement of this honour
.able Court whether the Insurers Risque was to be at Sea or on the Dry Land, 
for the Ship Came to an anchor.v ery safe and would have like e Jly pursued her 
'Voyage, if they had not hauld her on. Shore ~here she was Burnt after Lying 
upon Dry Land two or three Months and whICh was far from the Common 
.Risques Generally run at Sea Vizt. Seas, Rivers, Enemys, & pirates and this 
Ship suffer'd by Neither unless the person that sett her on fire may Be termed 
an Enemy. But By another Clause in the sa.id Bond of Insurance it is plain to 
be understood the Risque was Intended only to be During the Ship was at Sea 
for in the said bond it is thus written vizt. . 

ThE) Insurers to pay the said Meah Roj a Abdull Haddee. the difference 
" Between the Rebate and' allowance and the Sum Insured, thIS Clause to Be 
understood in case the loss of the Ship happens when the Ship is on her Voyage 
lJetween this Port & Perah as mention'd in the first Article of this Agree
ment." 

Now if the said Ship'so Lost, can be said to 13e on her Voyage at the time 
she was LO!'it or Burn't th~n is the Insurers answerable, this Defendant humbly 
Presumes the Insurers are not Lyable in the present Case. 

and' further the said Insurers humbly beg leave to State an Instance of a 
Loss Sustained to.:the same year By an accident Directly paralell to the present 
'Case & the same Insurers. 
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In the year 1737 the now Insurers Defendants Insured the.Sum of 1400· 
~agodas on a Ship bound from the port of Madras To Kannaca & Balasore & 
~ack again the said Ship in her Voyage was Drove to a place CaU'd Archm

.desporam when [sic] she anchor'd Safe but was afterwards hauld on shore where 
she lay Some time till an Unusual Swell of the Sea Suddainly hoisted her away 
by whjch Means she was Lost the owners hereupon Demaridspayment o~ the 
Sum Insured, the Insurers Urge the Same reasons, they do now the affair was 

.refer'd to Eight Mercharits who Gave it in the Insurers favour and. the Insurers 
have offered to reffer the present Case to the Determination of any Indifferent 
persons and is ready still to do so, if this honourable Court Shall so think pro
per for this Defendant again avers that the Custome of Insurers admitted all 
-over India the Insurers are in the present Case, no ways Lyable and which 
Custome of Insurers the now Defendants humbly pray May be Considered and 
admjtted by this honourable Court for if the Insurers were to be Lyable after 
a Ship is at anchor their Risque would be very Great and no Insurers would 
come into Such Measurers by reason Many unfair practices May be used with a 
:Ship at anchor to the Insurers prejudice without Danger to the Crew, Wherass 
such means could not be so Easeyly brought to Bear at Sea where Every Man 
in the Ship is in Equal Danger with the Vessell. 

As to what the Complainant pretends about Richd.Benyon Esqr. is false, 
.and jf true has no Concern with the transactions to Be considered by .this 
.honourable Court, arid is Indeed, only Incerted to make the Insurers Seem Un
willing to Be Call'd to hearing of the present affair But this Defendant & the 
Insurers are and have been allways ready and Even Desirous to have this Con
test Decided that they may know what they may Depend on for the future in 
,.the like Cases. . 

all which Matters and things these Defendant is ready to aver maintain 
cand prove on the Insurers behalf and humbly prays to be. hence Diss:!llissed with 
rhis reasonable Cost in this behalf most Wrong fully Sustain'd. 

:21B'I'. AUGUST 1744. 

HENRY DEVEIL, 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

The Replication of Hodjee Abdull Hoddoo 
of Madras Merchant Repliant, to the 
answer of Nagara Doss Shamboo Doss &c. 
of the same place Merchants Defendants. 

~ The said Repliant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving to 
'himself all & all Manner of Benefit of Exception to the Manifold Errors, U n
.certainty's and Imperfections· jn the Defendants said answer Contain'd for 
Replication thereunto, o~ ~ so m~ch thereof,as he,.this Re~liant isa~vised' 
'Materially doth concern thIS ReplIant He thIs'ReplIant Repheth and Salth . 

That this Repliant doth admit the Risque of an In~urer ceases ~hjle the 
, Ship on which he Insurers [sic] lyes in any Port 'at anchor; provided she went 
. thither by the Direction of those that had the management of her wjth Intent to 
Trade, But this Repliant humbly Conc~ives should ~ Ship in her Progress from 

. one Port to another be forced by the VIOlence of W mds so near to any shore as 
to be jn danger of Splitting thereon without the help of anchors· and should she 
in that case let fall her anchors, no person without absurdity can say the Ris-, 

·.que of an Insurer ceases while the said Ship so remains at anchor, for in fact 
-the said Ship is Making the best of her way to her intended Port, tho' detained.. 
:by Contrary Winds.· ... 
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. If the above Conception of this RepHant be just, then undoubtedly th~ 
Defendants are in Equity bound to pay this Repliants Demand, for the Ship
on which this Repliant Insur'd was drove into Dunasary by stress of weather~ 
and not Sent thither by this Repliant, and even when the Accident of her~' 
taking fire happened was making the best of her way for this Port of Madras, 
by repairing her riging, stoping her Leaks and fitting her to bear the Seas~ 
'without which Necessary Reparations she was judged unfitt to prosecute her
Intended Voyage. 

'For all which reasons this Repliant humbly hopes the Defts. shall be· 
adjudged to pay this Repliants Demands and this Repliant further prays as·· 
in and by his Bill of Complaint he hath already Prayed. . 

18TH• ::;EPTEMBER 1744. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON, 
A ttorney for the Repliant. 

RoB'r. SLOPER, 
also A ttorney for the Replt. 

The Rejoinder of Nagara Doss Shamboodoss;.· 
jn behalf of himself and the Insurers to>
the Replication of Hodjee Abdull Hod
dee. 

The said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserving, 
to themselves all and all Manner of benefit and advantage of exception to the' 
Incertainty and Insufficiency of the said Replication Saith, That the Defen
dants said answer is certain true and sufficient jn the law to be replied Unt.C>'
and they also Say 

That the Insurers risque is only while the Vessell is under Sail and that 
risque ceases when or wherever she letts Go her anchor till the time she heaves· 
it up again, nor was the said Vessell so Lost by any accident at Sea, but des
troy'd on the dry land neither by Seas Enemys nor Pjrats which is all the' 
risques these Defendants by their Insurance contract is obliged to run, Lett the' 
Custome of Insurers and Merchants all over India be Inquired into and it will . 
be found that Several the like cases have at times happen'd,and have been put. 
to Refferrees and the Custome of Insurers in India have allways been· 
admitted against all Cavells and disputes when the Vessell js not Lost at Sea 
for Without that Exception there would be pretended many more Losses then· 
realy happen, and every old Leakey Vessell has only to Insure andafterwards
by coming to an anchor in any port may save all But the Vessell which has been. 
often lost without Cause or rather by' Intended Negligence Wherfore these-
Defendants plead the custome of Insurers in India and humbly prays that this· 
honourable Court will be pleas'd to appoint some IndiffereIlt persons to Enquire
into the Custome so' Justly pleaded by these Defendants and make a report of . 
their opinion to this honourable Court after which Information these Defen
dants doubt not of being found to have Contested this affair in right of them
selves or any others Who May have the like Case happen. 

and these Defendants also Say as in and. by their said Answer is allready' 
said and does and will aver and Maintain all and every thing and things ther
in contain'd to be true and Certain in such Manner and forme as is therein andt 
therby' alledged and Expressed. 

HENRY DEVEIL, 
A ttorney lor the Defendantl._ 

.. 
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MAYORS COURT 
AT 

MAoRASPATNAM • 

TUESDAY the 4th. day of December AnnO' 
Domini 1744 Between Hodjee Abdull Hod
dee of Madras Merchant Complaint. & 
Nagradoss Shambodoss, Arvicheladoss. 
Vitaladoss, Vanudut Govindram, Pondia. 
Shancara Checunda, Goverdundoss J ugga. 
Vadoss, Ragoor Verago Chitty, Ramdoss. 
Cashidoss, Kisnadoss Goverdundos!!J'- Ball
sadir Verasiver, Demoda Mudanaserr 

Serbia Verussadoss, Amerasiver Nunojee. 
Shanca, Banudat Cherban, Sajah Siwa. 
Attamarun, Purshotum Vellapah, Chit
tabu Jee Annachor, Narsu Tagjeveram, 
Goverdun Ram Chundum, Balaba Ave
chull, Visuanad Shancarjee, Verago Ball 
Moodu, Sunadee Gruapah, Bomadar 
Cobarjee & Dialdoss Saumydoss, of the 
same place Insure [ r Js Defendants, 

THIS CAUSE coming on this day to be heard and debated before this Court 
in presence of the attorneys on both sides, on hearing the Complainants Bjll, 
with Translate of a Policy of Insurance for Pagodas 1500, under the Defen-
dants hand, dated the 3d. July 1737 Thereto Annext, The Answer of Nagra- P .. 1600. 
doss Shambodoss in behalf of himself and the rest of the Defendants, The 
Replication, and Rejoynder Read and on Examination of the Matters in this 
Cause, what was alledged on either side and due Consideration had thereon, 
This Court doth therefore think fit to Order and Decree and doth accordingly 
Order and Decree that the Complainants Bill do stand dismissed Out of this 
Court with Costs. 

To MH. NOAH CASAMAIJOR 

PER CUR. 

NOAH CASAMAIJOR, 
Reg". 

REGISTER OF THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT. 

8m 

I herewith return you the Papers in the Cause Hodjee Abdull Hoddee 
against Nagradoss Shambod~ss &ct . the appellant having this day withdrawn 
his appeal. 

lam 

FORT S1!, GEORGE, 
16TH • APRIL 1745. 

1745-38 

Sm 
Your most humble Servant, 

GEORGEPIGOT, 
C.lerk 0/ A ppeala. 
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.5TH • MAy 1744. To THE HONBLE THE MAYORS 
COURT AT 1'lADRASPATNAM. 

IluMBLY Complaining Sheweth unto this Ronble Court your Orator Chinna 
J3attan of Madras having had deabngs with two Men of the Same place, Named 
Kellady Chitty Son of Tomby eoUity Chitty and Venianada Chitty Son of 
Veera Chitty the said two Men ha:ving occasion for a Sum of Money did apply 
themselves to your Orator requestIng the Loan thereof to whom your Orator 
lent Pagodas Thirty Current of Madras, which in Sterling Money of Great 
lBrjttain accompting each Pagoda Eight Shillings amounts to Twelve Pounds 
or thereabouts for Securing the repay1p.ent of which Sum with Interest thereon 
.after the rate of 9 ~ Cent ~ Annum on Demand the said Kellady Chitty & 
Venianada Chitty did jointly and Sign and give unto your Orator One Bond 
Dated the 17th . of June 1735 now in 'your Orators Possession ready to be pro
duced as this honourable Court shall please to Direct & your Orator Shews he 
hath of amicably Demanded Payment of the sajd Debt. 

BUT NOW so it is may it please this honourable Court the said Kellady 
Chitty & Venianada Chitty both wilfully & obstinately refuse to give your 
Orator any Manner of Satisfaction your Orator therefore Prays a General 
relief Touching the Premisses such as to this honourable Court shall appear 
agreeable to Equity & Good Consci,ence Is the End of the Bill. 

WILLIAM DUMBLETON, 
.A.t~ol'ne!l for the Complainant. 

17TH• JUNE. 1735, MAnRASPATNAM. 

WE Collaladee Chitty Son of Tomboo Collj,ty Ch,itty and Venneea.na,d~ 
Chitty Son of Veera Chitty do hereby acknowledge to have :Sorrowed aJ).,d,. 
Received of Chinna Butten the Sum of Thirty Pagodas Current of Madras 
which Sum We promise to pay on Demanq with Interest at nine , Cent jointly 
<>r Separately. 

WITNESS. 

drawn & Signd by 
COLLALADY. 

Signed by 
VENNEANADA. 

Moodu Linga Naigue. 
Yuma Butta. 

Translated from a Cadjan said to be the O:r;ig~:Q.al.. 

MAYORS COURT 
AT 

MADRASPATNAM. 

JOSEPH GITHIN, 
Examt. 

TUESDAY the 16th• day of April Anno 
Domini 1745. Betw,een Chinna Battan of 
Madras Complainant and Kellady Chitty, 
and Venianada Chitty of the Same plac'e 
Defendants. 

ON HEARING the Complainants bill, with Translate'of a Cadjan bond under 
the Defts. hands dated the 17 June 1735 for Pagodas 30 thereto annext. 
Read, and it appearing to this Court that the Defendant Kel~ady Chi~ty hath 
been Served with the Regular Process to answer the ComplaInants BIll, but 
willfully. and Obstjn;:ttely refusing so to do. On due Consideration had Thi!f 
Court d~th therefore thinK fit to Order and Decree, & doth accordingly Orde:t 
and Decree. That the Defen~ant Kellady Chitty do pay unto th~ Complainant 
the full and Just Sum of thIrty pagodas Current of Madras, beIng the prin~ 
~ipal Money of the beforementioned bond, together with such intere~t after the 
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rate of eight.W Cent tW. annum as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon, 
until full payment is made & also the Costs of this Suit, The Plaintiff haying 
..made Oath to the justness of hi$ Demand . 

. W CUR. 
NOAH CASAMAIJOR, 

Regr • 

SEPTEMBER 28TH• 1742. To THE HONBL]l:THE MAYORS COURT 
AT MA.1;lRASPATNAM. 

HUMBLY COMPLAINING Sheweth unto this honourable Court your Oratrix 
Goltee Latchmia Wjdow and Inhabitant of Madras, That yourOratrix's Late 
husband Golta Ramnapah having in his Lifetime had Divers and Sundry 
Dealings wjth one Poncala Kistnah Late Merchant of Madras your Oratrixs 
said Husband, did in the Year 1718, in Company or Partnership: with the said 
Poncala Kisnah Purchase one Garden Called Conde Tope the Bill of Sale being 
Drawn in Poncala Kisnahs Name your Oratrix Shews, that the said PO)lcala 
Kisnah did in his Lifetime Let out the said Garden at Rent for the Annual 
Sum of Sixty eight Pagodas he the said Poncala Kisnah Receiving the Rent 
for the Same after the Death of Poncala Kisnah his Heirs Continued to Receive 
the said Rent till the year One thousand Seven hundred and Thirty four, five 
when your Oratrix Made a Complaint to the then Mayor Mr; John Sanders 
-who was pleased to enquire into the affajr and found that Poncala Kisnah and 
his family had enjoyed the Rent of the said Garden without giving· any 
Al:count for the Same for the Space of Between Sixteen and Seventeen years, he 
the said Mr. Saunders did then order that your Oratrix should Receive the rent 
for the said Garden for the Same Space or Term of years it had been enjoy'd 
by the said Poncala Kjsnah and his heirs Namely Between Sixteen & Seventeen 
years the Rent of the said Garden amounting for that Space of time to the Sum 

·of Oolle thousand two hundred and thirty one Pagodas and upwards and your 
01latrix Shews that the heirs and Managers of the said Poncala Kisnahs Estate 
did fl,cquiesce to suclp. Order and your Oratrix has in Consequence of such 
01lder Received the said rent ever Since, the year one thousand Seven hundxed 
~n4 ~hirty five till very Lately you;l!:- Oratrix js dispossessed after the following 
manner of said Garden or Rent for-the Same Attepetty Comrapa having fyled 

. his BiU in this, hono~r~ble Court against Poncala Gopaul N aigue for Debts due 
to him;, the said Attepetty Comrapah, and Judgment being obtained by the 
said Att~petty' Comrapah ag!1inst the said Gopaul Naigue Son and Hejr of 
Poncala Kisnah the half of the said Garden is sold by Order of Execution out 
of the Honble the Mayors Court to, S.atisfy the said Attepetty Comrapahs debt 
so that your Oratrix is thereby Dispossed of one half of the said Garden Rent 
which amounts to the Sum of four hundred Seventeen l?ags . Seven fans. and 
forty Cash as by an ~ccount Current her~unto Annext- will more. fully appear 
. and wh~ch your O.r;atrix Begs may be adm:ttted as part of her BIll and your 
Oratrix Shews that Since said Sale yOlll' Oratrix-has:often applyed! to. the. said 
Gopaul N aigue fo)! pa!men~ of' the BaUa.noe due to. your Ora~rix :aut now so it 
is that the said Gopaw N.a..1gue Refuses to. mak~ your Oratrlx any Manner of 
Satisfaction ill. the-Premisses.: to. the. eIltic therefore that the said GopauL N ajgue 
may upon his Corporal Oath: t1'OO DIrect and p.erfect Answer make to all and 
Singular the Matters BInd thing,s before Set torth, as fully t~ely & effectually 
to all Intents and Purposes as If the Same were here agam Repeated: and 
Interrogated and may b$- D~creed to· pay, your Oratrix the said Sum of Eight 
hundredi and. thirt-y four. Pags .. fifteen fannams bt~ing- the Ballance Due· to. your 
Oratrix as afores~d and that. your OJla.tri~ may have~ Such further and other 
Releif in the Premisses as Shall be agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. 

JOHN RUSSELL, 
A ttomey for tlte Complainant. 



PONCOLA GOPAUL !::ION OF I'ONCALA KISTNAB, DECEASED. 

To the whole produce of the 
Rent of a Garden called 
Condy Toap, (bought by 
his Father and my hus
band) which his father 
received and Enjoyed him
self from 28th. Novr • 1718 
to the 28th. November 1730 
being 12 years @ 60 P. ~ 
annum ... Pags. 720 - -

To the present or Reward 
.. received by him from the 

Neighbouring Gardeners 
for permitting them to 
Convey water to their 
Lands out of the Tank of 
the forementioned Garden 
@ 18 ~ annum for 12 
years in 216· - -

To ~he whole produce of the 
Rent of the said Garden 
for the vear 1731 ... 40 

To the present received for 
the Water as oeforemen-
tion'd for the above year. 18 - -

To the whole produce of the 
Rent of the said Garden 
for the year 1732 ... . .. 

To the present for the Water 
as beforementiond• for this 
year 

45 

18 - -

()arried over Par. 

CR. 
Pa. Fa. Ca. Po.. Fa. Ca. 

By the whole produce of the ,-
Rent of the Garden which 
I received for the years 
1736, 37, 38, 39, & 40 @ 
50 ~ annum Pags. 250 

By the present received two 
years for the Water of the 
Tank @ 18 ~ ann. 36 

By Ditto for the year 1738. 10 

296 

By the produce of the Rent of the said Garden for 
the year 1741 42 18 

By Ditto for ten Months Ending September 
1742 ... ... ... .... ... ... 35 15 

936 - -
By Cash received of Trevengalama, Mother of 

Poncola Gopaul in the year 1745 22 14 

Carried over Pags. r sic] 396 21 

58 - -

63 
,. 



PONCOLA GoPA.UL BON 01' PONCALA KISTNAH, DECEAsED-cont 

Brought forward Pags. 
'1'0 the whole produce of the 

Rent of the said Garden 
which Trevengalama the 
Widow of 'Poncala Kistnah 
Deceased' or the Mother 
of Gopaul received into her 
?Ossession for the years 
1738, 34 & 35 @ 40 ~ 
annum 

To the present of received by 
her for the Water of the 
Tank as aforementd. for -
the. above years @ 18 ~ 
annum 

120 -

54 - -

PAGODAS 

Pa. Fa. Ca. 
1057 - -

174 

1231 

By Ballance 

N.B.-Half of the said Ballance is Pagodas 417. 7.40 which is due to me. 

FORT ST. GEORGE. 

ERRORS EXCEPTED • 

. 1f? GOLTEE LATCHMY, 

ROBT. SLOPER, 

Brought forward Pags. 

PAGODAS 

A ttornev lor the Complainant. 

CB. 
Pa. Fa. Ca. 
396 21 
834 15 -

1231 

... 

a 
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THE ANSWER of Gopaul Naigue of Madras 
Merchant Defendant to the Bill of Com
plaint of Goalte Latchima of the Same 
place Widow Complt. 

. THIS DEFENDANT Saving and reserving to himself now and at all times 
.hereafter all Manner of benefit and advantage of exception to the many errors, 
uncertainties and imperfections in the said Bill contained for Answer thereto 

. or tq so much thereof as this Defendant is advised doth Materially concern him 
to make Answer unto, He this Defendant Answereth & Saith 

That he Acknowledgeth it to be·true that this Defendant's Father Pon
cala Kistnah deceased bought the Garden called Conde Tope about the time 
Set forth in the Complts. Bill. But, this Defendant Saith further, that the 
,Complainant annexed a pretended account Current to a bill of Complaint she 
filed October the 24th. 1738 against Permoll Modelare Executor of the Last 
,Will of this Defendant's said Father; in which Account Current she gives 
Credit for her husband's concern of 94 Ninety four Pagodas under this Defen
dants said Father out of 388 three hundred eighty eight Pagodas the purchase 
Money of the said Garden: whereby it appears that the Complainant has no 
more than about i Share of the said Garden. 

This Defendant further Saith the first Year after the Purchase the Com
plainants husband received the whole rent of the sajd Garden after which this 
Defendts. said Fa.ther received it during his life Namely for 12 Years; and for 
three years after his Death it was received by the said Permoll Moodelare. 
After which tla.e Complainant desired the said Permol Moodelare that she 
.might receive the whole rent thereof for five years to come in lieu of the said 
! Share which was owing to her: which was granted her; but she received it 
Seven years instead of five, this Defendant being then a minor & not having 
Sufficient power to eject her. Whereby' the Complainant received above 100 
Pagodas more than what belonged to her. 

This Defendant begs this honourable Court to observe, that the Complt. 
now sues this Defendant for the Sum of 417. 7. 40 as due to her! Share of the 
said Garden and that in the aforesaid account Current annext to her Bill 
.against Permoll Moodelare'she de1>t this Defendant's said Father's Esta.te 800 
Pagodas for her! share of'the gd'. Garden Namely for her! of 1600 Pagodas 
for 16 Years @ the yearly rent of 100 Pagodas; and yet acknowledges in the 
very same Account Current that her husbands concern in the purchase of the 
said Garden was no more than 94 Pagodas out of p.. 388. -. -. It is very 
evident from hence She writes at random, without a just regard to truth. 

How the Sheriff came to Sen one half only of the said Garden lately 
whereas he might have sold -i thereof as belonging to this Defendant this Defen~ 
dant knows not. 

All which Matters and things this Defendant is ready to aver, maintain 
.and prov~ as t~is honourable Court shall award, .& hu;mhly prays'to be hence dis
missed wIth hIS reasonable Costs and Charges m thIS behalf Most Wrongfully 
.Sustain'd. 

'W ILLIAM: DUMBLETON, 
A. ttomey,/ur the Defendant. 

15TH. MARCH 1742/3. THE Replication of Gulta Latchima to the 
Answer of Gopaul' Naigue. 

THIS REPLYANT Saving and Reserving to herself'now and' ata11 times here
after all Manner of Benefit of Exception to the manifold: Error.s Uncerta,inty's 
and Imperfections in the Defendts . said Answer Contained for Replication 
thereunto, or to so much thereof as she this Replyant is advised Materially Con
-corns her this Replyant she thj.s Replt. Replyeth & 8aith 



• Pleadings in the MayO'l"s C-8urt. 1745 

. T~t the Defendant Sets forth in his Answer that this Replyants husband 
dId receIve one whole years Rent of the Uarden called Cone Tope anctt.tl.atth;i,s 
~plyants husband was Concerned no more than Ninety foux ~agodas which 
thIs Replyant Says is false. And fuxther the Defenda:nt Sets· forth in his 
Answer that this Replyant sued Permaul Moodelare (Executor to the Last Will 
& Testament of the Defendants Father who is Deceased) in the year of Oux 
Lord one thousand Seven hundred and Thirty Eight which this Replyant 
ildmits to be true and which accounts being very Considerable shall be made 
ilppear more at Large to th.is honourable COll;rt in time. 

And this Replyant Says that her husband and the Defendants Father did 
In their Lifetime purchase the aforesaid Garden Jointly each paying an Equal 
;hare, the Rent of which the Defendants Father and his Executor aforemen
;ioned Received for Seventeen years Successively, and she this Replyant on1y 
,even years and fuxther t.his Defendant Says That the Defendant Sold his half 
;hare in the aforesaid Garden upon whjch this Replyant Insisted on payment 
)f Pagodas Foux hundred and Seventeen Seven fanams and forty Cash so much 
)eing owing to her for her Proportion in the said Garden. 

All which Matters and things this Replyan~ will aver maintain and prove 
LS this Honourable Court sha11 Direct and humbly Prays as in and by his said 
~ill he hath already Prayed. 

JOHN RUSSELL, 
Attorney tor the Complainan-&. 

:tEJOYNDER GE~TERAL. IN'IlERROGATORIES to be administred to- Such 
Witnesses as Shall be producedSworll 
and EXlilmined on the part and behalf of 
the Complainant in a certain Cause 
wherein Gulta Letchma is Complainant & 
one Gopaul N aigue Defendant. 

1st. . . . . To ALL THE WITNESSES do you know the Parties Com
)lainant and Defendant in this Cause or either and which of them, and how 
ong have you known them or ejther of them declare. 

2d. . . . . To Mauderal Tagapah, do you know, or are you 
,cquainted with any purchase being made of a Garden Called Conde Tope 
etween Goalta Ravenapah and Poncola Kistna, the former Husband to the 
}ompla.j.nant and and the latter Father to the Defendant, if yea, Set forth to 
he best of your knowledge how much was paid for .the said Garden, .and wha.t 
!harehad each person therein declare, was you Conicoply to Goalta Ravenapah 
n his lifetime, whose writing do you believe that in the Book now shewn you 
,t the time of your Examination Marked I.R.N. 1 & 2' to be·, or whose hand 
ITiting is Signed thereto, what js the purport of the said Writings to the 
est of your knowledge declare. 

3d• . • . • T() ConocopallaRamah Kistna, Was you and your 
~rother Conicoplys t() Poncola Kistnah Father to the' Defendant in his life 01) 
'ou know or have you heard of a Garden call'd Conde Tope being purchased in 
lartnership between the said POncola Kistna & Gopaul Ravenapahs Husband 
() the Complainant, if yea, do you know what each persons Share was in the 
a,id Garden Declare. 

Do you know the writings in a book now Shewn you at this the time of your 
~xami.nation Marked I.R.N. 1 & 2 0'1' can you say who Signed the Same" what 
,re the purports of the said WritingsdecIare. 

To all the Witnesses. DO' YOll know or can you say a.nyother Matter, or 
hing Material for the Complainant jn this Cause, if yea, Set forth the Same 
,s you know, have heard, or do beleive with the reasons of such your knowledge 
11' beleif Decla.re. 

ROBT. SLOPER. 
A ft'll. for tke Complainant. 
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MAYORS COURT BETWEEN Gulta Latchma Complainant 
.AT MADRAsPATNAM. and Gopaul Naigue ... ... Defendant; 

DEPOSITIONS of Witnesses in this Cause taken by and before the Examiner 
in this Court as follows. 

MAUDERAL TAGAPAH of Madras Conicoply aged 55 years or thereabouts 
being produced as a Witness in this Cause on the part of the-Complainant was
on the 29th. day of February 1743/4 Shewn at the Office of Mr. William Dum
ble~n Attorney for the Defendant by Connecapa who left a Note of the Name 
Titre and place of abode of the said Mauderal Tagapah and Afterwards on the· 
Same day being Sworn and Examined Deposeth as follows. 

1st. . . . . To the first Interrogatory thjs Deponent Saith That he 
hath known the Complt. 30 years and the Defendant 20 Years or thereabouts. 

2d. . To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent Saith That-
he knows and is well acquainted with the purchase of a Garden Called Conde, 
Tope between Goalta Ravenapah the Complaints. husband and Poncala 
Kistnama the Defendant's Father That Three hundred and Eighty Eight 
Pagodas was paid for the said Garden and that each person had half share 
therein he further Saith That he was Conicoply to Goalta Ravenapah in his
lifetime and that the passages in the Book now Shewn him at this the time of 
his Examination Marked I.R.N. 1 & 2 are of this Deponent's writing but the 
Signing thereto is of Poncla Kistnama's handwriting That the writing Mark
ed LR. No.1 purports an acknowledgement of Poncla Kistnama that Goalta 
Ravenapah was half sharer with him in the Garden therein mentioned bought 
for Three hundred and Eighty Eight Pagodas of the Church as above and that 
the writing marked LR. No.2 contains the Account of the produce of the said 
Garden in one year and more Saith not to this or the last Interrogatory. 

JOSEPH GITHIN, 
Examr• 

MAUDERAL TAGAPAHS. 

RAMAH KISTNAH of Madras Conicoply aged 38 years or thereabouts: 
being produced as a. Witness in this Cause on the part of the Complt. and after
wards being Sworn and Examin'd Deposeth as follows. 

1st. . . . . To the first Interrogatory this Deponent saith That he
hath known the Complainant 30 years and the Defendant he hath known 22-
years or thereabouts. 

3d• • • • • To the third Interrogatory this Deponent Saith That he, 
this Deponent and his Brother were Conicoplys to Poncala Kishna, father to
the Defendant, in his lifetime That he has heard of a Garden Called Conde 
Tope being purchased in Partnership between the said Poncala Kistna and 
Goalta Ravenapah the Complainant's husband and that ea.ch person had half
share therein This Deponent further Saith That he knows the writings in a book 
now produced and Shewn him Marked LR.N. 1 & 2 and that they are both
Signed by PoncIa Kistnah, That the writjng Marked I.RI.N. 1 contains the· 
price of the Garden above mentioned and PoncIa - Kistna's acknowledgement 
that GoaIta Ravenapah was half Sharer therein and that the writing Marked
N. 2 I.R. is the Account of the first years produce of the Garden after it was, 
purchased-and further Saith not to this on the last Interrogatory. . 

JOSEPH GITHIN, 
Examr• 

RAMAH KrSTNAMA. 



PONOALA GOPAUL SON OF PONOALA KlSTNA DEOEASED. 

1730 
Novr. 

28 To the rent of a Garden caIl'd Conde Tope bought 
by his Father and my husband each a haJf part, 
which rent was received by his Father from the 
28th. Novr . 1718 to this date being 12 years at 
Pags. 60 ~ annum is Pags. 720 my husbands half 
part is ... P. 

1731 
Novr. 

To a Gratuity Received by him from the Neigh
bouring Gardiners for permitting them to Con
vey Water to their Lands out of the Tank of the 
beforementioned Garden @ Pags. 18 ~ annum 
for 12 years is P. 216 ". 
My husbands half part is 

28 To one Years Rent of the said Garden received by 
him Pagodas 40 
Gratuity for ~ha Water 18 

58 

Pa. Fa. Ca. 

360 - -

108 - -

My half part is 29 - -
1732 
Novr • 

28 To one years rent of the said Garden received by 
him ............ Pagoda. 45 
Gratuity for the Water ... 18 

68 
My half part is 81 18 

Carried over Pags. 

1735 

1740 
Novr• 

By Cash Received of Travengalama Mother of 
Poncola Gopaul 

28 By the rent of the said Garden as ~ Contra 
received by me for five years at P. 50 ~ annum 
is ... P. 250 
his half part is 

1741 
Novr • 

By a Gratuity for Water as ~ Contra for 2 
years ... P. 36 
his half part is 

By I!0. for one year P. 100his half part is 

28 By one years rent of the said Garden received by 
me .... ... ... ." ... P. 42. 18 
his half part is 

1742 
Sepr. 

28 By Rent received for the said Garden 10 Months. 
P. 35. 15 

his haJf part is 

By Ballance due to me 

.Carried over Pags. 

Ca. 
Pa. Fa. Ca. .. 

22 24 -

"tf .... 
~ 
~ 
!;:I" 

125 - - S· 
f.C:I 
~ 

S· 
18 .... 
5 

;:.. 
~ 

~ 
~ 
Q 
"i 
~v 

21 9 - ~ 
~ 
"i .... 

\0 .... 
~ 

17 25 40 

209 22 40 
405 31 40 

615 18 

ij. 



1>ONCOIA GOPAUL SON OF PONCALA IDSTNA PECEASEP-Cont. 

1735 
Novr. 

Brought forward Pags. 

28 To Rent of the said Garden receiV'ed by the 
Widow of Poncola 1ristna a.nd Mother to Pon
cola Gopaul for 3 years at P. 40 ~ ann. 
is '" ... '" .. , ... P. 120 
Gratuity for the Water as before 54 

174 
My half part is .... 

PAGODAS 

Pa. Fa. Ca 
528 18 -

87 

615 18 

MADRAS, 28TH• SEPTEMBER 1742. 

ERRORS EXCEPTED. 

Brought forward Pags. 

CB. 
Pa.. Fa.. Ca. 
615 18 -

PAGODAS .. , 615 18 -

~,'. GOLTE LATCHMY, her Mark. 

,. 



MAYORS COURT 
AT 

MADRASPATNAM. 

Pleadings in the 1Ji ayor' s Court, 174.5 

Tuesday the 24 day of July Anno Domini 
1744 Between Goltee Latchmia Widow and 
Inhabitant of Madras Complainant and 
Gopaul N aigue (son and heir of poncam 
Kistnah Deceased) of the Same place Mer~ 
chant Defendant. 

This Cause coming on thjs day to be heard and debated before this Court 
in presence of the Plaintiffs attorney, The Defendant and his attorney, on 
'hearing the Complainants Bill and an account Currt. thereto annext, The Defen
dants Answer, the Replication and Rejoynder also the proofs taken in this 
Cause on the part of the Complainant (the Defendant not having produced 
any) an order made in this Cause on the 10th . day of this Instant, whereby the 
PIt. Sues was required to produce the book mentioned in the pleadings in this 
Cause, wherein, it is said that the Defendants deceased Father had sign'd an 

.acknowledgment of the Complainants husbands Concern in the Matters in dis
pute another Order of the 17 Instant made in this Cause whereby the Plain-
tiff was required to annex another account Current Signed by herself to her~' (()Ii.31. 
Bill (the first not being signed) and the sajd Account pursuant thereto Read . 
and the said book being produced, also the Court Receipt book, wherein ar~ 
Several Receipts Signed by the said Poncala Kistna Deceased, which Signing 
being Compared by Servanah with that in the book Produced by the Plaintiff 
he declared that he believed they were the Signing of the Same person, but 
wrote with Different pens, and on Examination of the Matters in this Cause 
what was alleged on either Side and due Consideration had thereon This Court 
,doth therefore think fit to' Order and Decree and doth accordingly Order and 
Decree, That the Defendant do pay unto the Complainant the full and just 
Sum of Four hundred five Pagodas thirty QOO ianams forty Cash being the 
ballanee appearing to be due from the Deft. ,to the Complainant according tp 
the last mentioned Aooount together with ~u<lh Inter.est from. the .28tP. Septero ... 
ber 1742 after the rate of eight.W Cent IW annum as now is or ShaU heredttll' 
'become due thereon until full payment is made and also the Costs of this Suit • 

. , CUR. NOAH CASAMAIJOR, 

Ref!'. 

'To MR. NOAH CASAMAIJOR REGISTER 
OF THE HONOURABLE THE MAYORS COURT. 

'SIR 
The Honble the Court of Appeals having thought proper tG dismiSlS the 

Appeal of Poncola Gopaul againstGoltee Latchmja, for want of prosecution I 
herewjth return you the Exhibits of the Honble the Mayors Court 

FORT ST. GEORGE, 
'2211 • APRIL 174:5. 

12TH. MARCH 1744. 

and am 

Your most humble Servant, 
GEORGE PIGOT, 

Clerk of Appls. 

To the Honourable the Mayors 
Court at Madraspatnam. 

Humbly Complaining Sheweth to this honourable Court your Oratrix 
:Rasaka, widow and Relict of Vishvanada TumiahDeceased. That you!' Ora
trix and her family, have formerly had Several dealings with one Latchmama 
Relict of Golaroo V.allaboo Naigue also Deceased, the sajd Latchma,h stood 
indebted to your Oratrix on a Bond. 
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. ~d your Oratrix havin~ Since Settled and adjusted the said Acct. of 
p:r:In~Ipal an~ I~terest, the saId Latchmama stands Still indebted to your Ora
trix In the prInCIpal Sum of one hundred and fifty pagodas Current of Madras,. 
which jn Sterling Money of Great Brittain allowing Eight Shillings for each 
pagodas [sic] amounts Sixteen pounds or thereabouts, and for securing repay
ment thereof, the said Latchmama and two other persons, by name Dorsery he~ 
~rother, and one Roche, did all Jointly and Seperately Sign and give unto your 
Oratrix a Cadjan bond on obligation, bearing date in Fort St. George the 21st. 
of September 1744, as by a Translate thereof hereunto annext will more fully; 
appear, and to which your Oratrix most humbly refers and your Oratrix Shews. 
she hath frequently demanded payment jn the Most amicable Manner But now 
so it is may it please this honourable Court, they all and each of them refuse, 
to Give your Oratrix any Satisfacti~n in the premisses. 

To the End therefore, that the said Latchmama, Dorsery and Roche may 
all upon their Corporal Oaths, true and perfect answer make to all and Every 
the matters aforesaid as fully truely and Effectually to all Intents and pur
poses, as if the Same was here again repeated and Interrogated, and be Decreed 
to pay your Oratrix the said prjncipal Sum of, 150 pagodas and the Interest 
due thereon, and your Oratrix may have Such further and other releif in the
premisses, as may be Agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. 

HENRY DEVEIL, 

Attorney jor the Complainant. 

21ST• SEPTEMBER 1744, MADRASPATNAM. 

I Latchmama ReUct of Golarod Vallaboo Naigue, Dorsery Latchmama's 
Brother and Roache do hereby acknowledge to be indebted to Rasaka Relict of 
Vishvanada Tumiah in the Sum of one hundred and fifty Pagodas the said. 
'Sum remainjng due on a Bond we formerly gave her which Sum We here pro
mise to pay on Demand with Interest at 8 Pr. Cent Jointly or Separately. 

WITNESS. 

Boodure Irsapen. 

LATCHMAMAS Mark. 
DORSERY. 
ROCHE. 

Coddagum Trimaliah N aigue. 
Drawn by Mootu Irsapen. 
Translated from a Cadjan said to be the Origina1. 

MAYORS COURT 
AT 

MADRASPATNAM. 

JOSEPH GITHIN, 

Exam". 

Tuesday the 23th• day of April Anno Domini 
1745 Between Rasaka widow and Reljct 
of Vishvanada Tumiah Deced. of Madras. 
Complainant, and Latchmama Relict of 
Golaroo Vellaboo Naigue Deceased Dor
sery & Roache of the Same place Defen-· 
dants. 

On hearing the Complainants bill, with Translate of a Cadjan bond under· 
the Defendants hands dated the 21st. September 1744 for Pagodas 150 thereto
annext Read, And it appearing to this Court that the ~efendant~ have been 
served with the regular process to answer the Complts. BIll, but wIllfully and· 
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obstinately refusing so to do, on due Consideration had, This Court doth there
fore think fit to order and Decree and doth accordingly Order and Decree That 
the Defendants do pay unto the Complajnant the full and just Sum of one Pi iii&
hundred & fifty pagodas Current of Madras, being the principal Money of the 
beforemention'd bond, together with Such Interest after the rate of eight ~W 
Cent.W annum as now is or shall hereafter become due thereon until full pay-
ment is made and also the Costs of this Suit. The Complainant having made 
Oath to the truth of her demand. 

DECER. THE 4TH • 1739. 

PER CUR. 
NOAH CASAMAIJOR, 

Regr . 

To the Honourable the Mayors 
Court at Madraspatnam. 

Humbly Complaining Sheweth unto thjs Honourable Court your Orator 
John Sanderson Merchant of Madras, That your Orator having had Divers and 
Sundry Dealings with the Honourable Richard Benyon Esqr. President of 
Madras, and your Orator having Occasion to pay unto the said Richard Benyon 
Esqr. the Sum of Two thousand Pagodas your Orator Shews that in order to
make such Payment, your Orator did Send by the hands of One Mugganah 
Servant and Dubash to your Orator, the said Sum of Two Thousand Pagodas. 
to be Deposited in the hands of Cashia Chjtty Andeapah Servant and Dubash 
to the said Richard Benyon Esqr. by him to he paid to his Master, the said 
Richard Benyon Esqr. which was Deposited accordingly in the hands of the· 
said Cashia Chitty Andeapah, on the Second day of March One thousand Seven 
hundred and thirty Seven Eight 1737-8 The Rece.ipt of which the said Cashia 
Chitty Andeapah Servant and Dubash as aforesaid has frequently since that 
time acknowledged to your Orator, and more Particularly He did own it to your' 
Orator in the Months of February and March Last but to your Orators great 
Surprize in a Conversation between the Honourable Richard Benyon Esqr. and 
your Orator Held the Thirteenth day of November Last in the Morning on the' 
Subject Matter of the Premisses the said Richard Benyon Esqr. did utterly dis
own and Deny that He had ever received any such Sum of Money as aforesaid 
from the hands of his said Servant Cashia Chitty Andeapah and that now being 
the Thirteenth Day of Novemr, as aforesaid was the first time, He the said 
Richard Benyon Esqr. was any way made acquainted with the same But that 
He the said Richard Benyon Esqr. would forthwith send for hjs said Servant 
and would make all Possible Enquiry into this affair accordingly the said 
Richard Benyon Esqr. did in a few hours after by Massage Order your Orator 
to attend him at the Gardens in the Evening of the said Thirteenth day 01 
November In Pursuance of which Message your Orator djd attend and did then 
and there Find the said Cashia Chitty Andeapah in waiting who being Called 
for and Interrogated by the said Richard Benyon Esqr. in Presence Of your' 
Orator Co~ceI\ning the Rec~ipt of the said Pagodas Two t!lOusand, He the said. 
Cashia ChItty Andeapah dId then Deny he had Ever rece;tved any such Sum of 
Money as aforesaid from the hands of your Orators said Servant Mugganah 
But by a Strange fitch [sic] as unaccountable as it was untrue, he the said 
Cashia Chitty Andeapah did then and there Intimate as if your Orator had 
told him that the Sum of Pagodas Two thousand was lent by your Orator to his 
Gomaster at Vizagapatam although there Cannot be the least Colour or ground 
for hjs so saying Nor can the said Cashia Chitty Andeapah produce any autho
rity or advice by Letter or otherwise from your Orator or his Gomaster at 
Vizagapatam to Support the Truth of what he so says anymore than your Ora
tor Can produce a Receipt for the Money so Lent as he is pleased to Call it to
his Gomaster For it is well known had this Money as Aforesaid been Lent to-
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the Gomaster your Orator would not have failed to have taken a Receipt f01h 
the Same as your Orator has been always known to do in Matters of much lesS' 
Consequence than the Matter now before this honourable Court. 

But now so jt is may it please this honourable Court, That your Orator' 
fu;tding no Redress in the Matter of his Complaint although he has often applyed
hImself in the Mo~t friendly manner to the said Cashia 9hitty Andeapah for' 
Payment of the saId Sum of Pagodas two thousand who Instead of paying the' 
said\.Sum as he has often Promised so to do bids now open Defiance to your Orator
.and tells your Orator to Seek his Remedy where your Orator Can find it. 

To the End therefore That the said Cashja Chitty Andeapah may upon his 
Corporal Oath true and perfect answer make to all and every the Matters afore
said as fully truely and Effectually to all Intents and purposes as if the same 
were here again Repeated and Interrogated and that he the said Cashia Chitty 
Andeapah may Particularly Set forth and say if he did not receive the said 
.sum of Two thousand Pags. from your Orators Servant by Name Mugganah 
with Orders to pay the Same to his Master Richard Benyon Esqr. and That he 
the said Cashia Chitty Andeapah May set forth and' Say why he did not pay 
the sajd M;,oney to his Master the said Richard Benyon Esqr. with his Reasons, 
for Detaining the said Money from your Orator against all Law Justice and
Equity and that he be Decreed to pay your Orator the said Sum of Two thousand' 
Pagodas with such Interest as is or may become due thereon from the time the 
same ought to have been paid and that your Orator may have such farther and· 
-other releif in the premisses as Shall. bee Agreeable· to Equity and good Con.
science . 

.sworn before me this 18th• day 
of Decer. A.D. 1739 

S. Harrison Mayor. 
Decer. 18. 1739; 

JOHN RUSSELL, 
Attorney jor the Complainant. 

The answer of Cassava Chjtty' Addeapah' of' 
Fort St. George·Mercha.nt Defendant to the. 
Bill of 'Complaint of ·John Sanderson of' 
said place Merchant' Complainant. 

This Defendant Saving. to himself all Benefit of Exception to the Errors. 
and Imperfects. in the said bill contained for answer thereunto or to so much 
thereof as this Defendant is advis'd Materially Concerneth him to make answer 
unto, He this Defendant answereth and Saith, that he doth absolutely deny, that 
he ever did receive from the hands of Muggana or any other person by order or 
in behalf of the Plaintiff the Sum of Two Thousand Pagodas, or any other Sum 
to be by him paid to the Honourable Richard Benyon Esqr. for account of the 
said Plaintiff and this Defendant Saith, that he is informed and can prove 
that the Plaintiff had no Occasion to pay the said Richard Benyon Esqr .. at the 
time Set forthjnthe .Plaintiff's bill the. Sum of Two thousand Pagodas on 
account of dealings between them, nor could there ~e any reason fo~ depositing 
the Same in this Defendants hands, had the saId Sum, been paId on Such 
Accounts nor is it possible this Defendant. could ha.ve detained Such 'Sum if~ 
paid on account of dealings in Trade Since the accounts between them: Must 
have shown that he had so done and the Plaintiff though .silent in his Bill of 
Complaint as to the occasion for wh~chhe pretends.the ~aid . Sum was I?aid, 
yet having made it the Subject of hIS common conversatIOn so that there IS no 
Person in Madras who has not heard thereof and least his the Plaintiffs con
fident talking >should induce any body, to beleive the Fact to. be as he pretends 
this Defendant does think himself, at Liberty and obliged, to set forth certain 
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facts .and circumstances, by which it will appear the said -Plaintiff had no
OccasIOn to pay the said Sum of Two thousand-Pagodas or any other Sum to
the said Richard Benyon Esqr. 

This Defendant therefore further answering Saith, That on the 13th •. 

November last past the Plaintiff being with the Governour this Defendant was-· 
called in & charged with having received the Sum of Two thousand Pagodas 
for the Governour from the Plaintiffs man Muggana when the said Plaintiff was 
last in Madras, which this Defendant absolutely deny'd, but acknowledged that 
the Plaintiff since hjs return to this Place had told him he had advanced his 
Gomastahs at Vizagapatam to that amount and demanded payment of it, that 
this Defendant having sent down Ten Thousand Rupees to them was Surprized 
at such a demand, but told the Plaintiff in answer, if the said Plaintiff had. 
any receipt for the same he would pay it, or if not, when the Defts. Gomastahs 
advised the Rece.ipt thereof he would pay it without Such Receipt, and this. 
Defendant absolutely denies, that he ever did acknowledge the receipt of the
Sum of Two Thousand Pagodas from the said Plaintiff either by himself or
his Gomastahs further than by such promise of repayment in case such receipt 
Should be produced or such advice come as above Set forth This. Defendant. 
acknowledges that the Plaintiff did apply to him for payment of that Money 
but doth absolutely deny he ever understood any other Money to be meant than
what the Plajntiff pretended was advanced to his Gomastahs and indeed this. 
Defendant could not possibly understand any other Since he never did receive. 
any other Money from him this reply of this Defendants the Plaintiffs calls a 
strange fetch as unaccountable as untrue but this Defendant Sets forth that is
no ways unaccountable That if his Gomastahs had been in want of Money, he 
should have applied to the Plaintiff who was then Chief of Vjzagapatam Since' 
he had often before done it, and this Defendant had paid three hundred and odd 
Pagodas at one time and Eight hundred thirty three Rupees at another time
for Money advanced by the Plaintiff, to this Defendants Gomastahs, it is there
fore no ways unprobable this Defendts. Gomastahs Might taken [sic] up Money 
of the Plaintiff a third time Since they had done it often before. 

This Defenda.nt further answering Saith, That on his denying (when exa-'
mined by the Governour on the 13 Novemr. last) the Receipt of the said Two 
thousand Pagodas the Plaintiff asserting it again asked this Defendats . jf he 
had not applyed to this Defendant and promised to give thjs Defendant Two· 
thousand Pagodas if he would perswade the Governour To let him go down 
agairi to Vizagapatam to settle his affairs there and bring up his Family, and:
if this Defendant did not Answer thereto that the Governours mind was vexed 
at the badness of the Cloth and the Complts. of the Merchantsfrom thence, but 
that if he the Plaintiff would get the Money ready thjs Defendt . would let him 
the Plaintiff know when it was a proper time to send it. To which Questions 
this Defendant did then and does now again an~wer in the Negative. But this· 
Defendant remembers the Governour'did asJr the Plaintiff on hjs putting these 
Questions to this Deft. whether he had not before said the said Two Thousand 
Pagodas were for him and not for this Defendant and Since it was in order to 
go down again to Vizagapatam which he did do whether (he the Plaintiff having 
obtajned what he gave the Money for) the said Money did not belong to him to
which the Plaintiff reply'd, that the Money was for the Governour but that his. 
turned out Cloth was to be taken in as well as he permitted to go to Vizagapatam 
again, the words this Defendant cannot particuly ~ Set' forth but the purport of 
them is as above recited 

and this Defendant further answering Saith that some time in the Month 
of January 1735/6 the Plaintiffs Rervant Muggana came to this Defendant 
with a Letter from the Plaintiff dated 19 Decer. 1735. the original of whirll HilS 
Defendt . has now to produce, and the Copy is as follows 
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To CASSEM ClIITTY ADEAl'A. 

1 have Sent my Servant Mugga to you who will inform you the great mis 
f~rtune t?at attend~ me here for want of ~ Choice ~f able People to contrac 
~lth, beSIdes the PrICes 1 allowed last year m proportIOn to the Deduction mad~ 
~s so great that I am informed by Several People that the Mercha-nts werl 
~ctually Loosers by the Cloth, and still there is a large Debt standg. out. b, 
Lengans Set of Merchants one of which has proved a Bankrupt and he owe 
hal! of the Debt among them fdr his share. . 

Y,?u will ftnd by what Mugga will deliver to you I have made the saml 
C?mphment for the Governour, 1 ever did for his Predecessors, which I dl 
wIth a great deal of good wjll, but cailless afford it of any time since Mr. Macra. 
left Madrass. 

You may depend upon my readiness to Serve you on all Occasions. 
VIZAGAPATAM, I am 
T:aE 19 DECR. 1735. Your assured Friend, 

JOHN SANDERSON. 

a.nd the said Muggana told this Defendant that he had brought with hill 
one Thousand Pagodas which the Plaintiff designed as a present to the Gover 
nour and this Defendant havg. appointed the said Muggana to meet him at th 
Fort he the said Defendant did carry the said Muggana into a room ne~t th 
dining room and this Defendant leaving the said Muggana there went into th 
Governour's writing room, and showed him the Letter, & with all told hill 
what the said Muggana had brot ., and the said Governour having read the sail 
Letter, did after some little time bid this Defendant bring the said Muggan: 
in with the Money which this Deft. accordingly did, and the said Muggan: 
having laid the Money down upon a Table before the Governour this Defendan 
& Mugganah withdrew, and this Defendant djd not see what the Governou 
did with the Money, or know then what he intended concernjng the Same, bu 
this Defendant is Since informed and can prove that the 70. February 1735/ 1 

he the said Governour did write a Letter to the said Plaintiff Copy of which i 
as. follows. 
SIR 

I have seen the Letter which you wrote to Adiapa. and I am very sorry t 
observe by it that you were upon such hard terms whilst you were at lngerM 
when at the same time I have very good reason to beleive both your Neighbour 
at Vizagapatam & Maddepollam, set rent free. But however that be 
am sure neither the Companys affairs or your own can be carry'd 0 

in the Mannel' they ought to be, if what you offer upon the presen 
occasion is Established as a Constant practice yet that you might not b 
deceived in what has passed here, what your Dubash brot. I have thougb 
fit to take into my Possession, and desir~ you will send an order t.o ¥r. ~ors 
to receive it of my He need not be acquamted upon what Account It IS, nelthe 
js it proper that Notions of this Sort should ~e ~ublick or propageted ~or fea 
of the evil Consequence that Such a way of thlnkmg may be attended WIth. 

As you know now upon.wh!1t ~erms yo~ ~re uJ?on with I?-e, I must recon 
mend it to you that you are mdlstrIOus & V 19l1ant 1ll pro;motmg the· Investmt, 
you wjll want no reas.onable e~couragement from hence, but we cannot a~wE 
to give such extraordmary PrICes for bad Cloth wheI!- we ought to. have gIve 
less for that which is good, but I write you apart, and In the General more full 
about your Investment, & this is Sufficient here 

FEBRUARY 70~ 1735/6, I am 
SIl~ 

Y OUl: assured Friend 
RICHD .. BENYON 
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and this Defendant further Sets forth & Saith that the 5 March 1735/6 No. , 
he the said Pltff. acknowledged the receipt of the said Letter of the 7th. Febru-
ary 1735/6 and in his sa.id Letter of the 50. March makes use of these words I 
have your Honrs• pardon to ask in offering to do a thing so contrary to what 
you seem to Expect if it is your honours pleasure of l'eturn..ing that which my 
Servant delivered if you please of sending " it by some Vessell to me as it will 
be less publick " The 5th . June 1736 the Plaintiff writing again to the Gover-
nour Says" the Small Chest Capt. Hepburn brot.'.' came out right according 
to the Mark of the Bag" The 240. July 1736 the Plaintiff writing again to the 
Governour has these words Possible your Honour would take it amiss if I did 
not inform you but the Pagodas I sent your honour was " a Sealed bag of 
new Madras Pagodas, and it is reasonable to be Supposed may have been paid 
away in the room of other" . 

And this Defendant further Sets forth that the Plaintiff arrived from Viza
gapatam the 19 Janry. 1737/8 when he brought up a considerable Quantity of 
Cloth whjch was unfitt for the Compas. use, and that the Plaintiff did apply to 
this Defendant to ask the Governour if he did want that Cloth for some of his 
Voyages which this Defendant accordingly did, and received for answer that 
the Governour resolved not to have any thing to do with it, tho' this Defendant 
is informed and can prove that the Plaintiff had- offer'd to let the Governour 
have his Cloth for Two thousand Pagodas less than it cost the Plajntiff, or in 
other words to Accept of Two thousand Pagodas from him, The Plaintiff made 
a Second attempt in the following manner. The Plaintiff having disbursed 
certain Sums of Money for Account of the Governour, Carry'd to the Governour 
an account Current for baIlee. whereof there would have been due to the Plaintiff 
upwards of Two Thousand five hundred Pagodas, but entered therein an article 
on the Credit side in the followjng words By Cash received Pags . 2000 or to 
that effect, on peruseing the said account Current, the Governour calling for 
his Cash keeper in order to pay the said Two thousand Pagodas, the Plaintiff 
Stopped him telling him he desired him to accept of it, upon which the said 
Governour asked the said Plaintiff how he could make" him any such offer, 
or imagine he had any such Expectations after what had passed between them 
about yeo Thousand Pagodas or said the said Governour to the Plaintiff do you 
think I refused that because it was not enough" Some other discourse passed 
between the said Governour and the Plaintiff at that time which this Defendant 
cannot particularly Set forth but beleives that the said Governour djd tell the 
Plaintiff that he the said Plaintiff had no Reason to doubt of his the said Gover
nour's friendship and did assure the said .Plaintiff that he would Continue his 
Friendshjp, and would do him all the Service in his power, without any Expecta
tion or Consideration of the Sort which the Plaintiff had offered; or to that 
effect. and therefore desired the Plajntiff to put his account on his Pocket again, 
which the Plaintiff accordingly did and this Defendant belejves that what 
account was then depending between the said Governour and the Plaintiff was 
afterwards made up and the ballance being Two Thousand five hundred and 
-odd Pagodas, was realy and actually paid to the Plaintiff the 8 March 1737/8 
without any deduction whatever. 

Now this Defendant refers it to the Consideratjon of this Honourable 
Court, whether there is any probability, that after the Governour had refused 
to purchase the turned out Cloth for Two Thousand Pagodas less than it Cost 
the Plaintiff & had afterwards refused the same Sum when offered in such a 
manner that nobody but himself and the PIt. could possibly be acquainted with 
the affair, he would receive it in the manner Set forth by the Plaintiff when 
two more Persons at the least must be in the Secrett and whether it is Probable 
the Plaintiff should send the money in the manner Set forth in his Bill; after 
the said Governour had so plainly intimated to t?e Plai~tjff that he did not 
think the blacks were to be trusted in Such an affaIr and gIven that as a reason 

-to the PIt. in his Letter of the 70. February 1735/6 why he had taken into his 
Possession the Bag of one Thousand Pags . brought by the 
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