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Proceedings of the Madras ‘deeinmeﬁt, Financial Degartment,
15th July 1863. \

No. 40.  Read the following papers: —
To e
The Honorable A, J. ARBUTHNOT y
Chief Secretary to €overnment, Fort Saint Georgé, Madras.

HonorAsLe AND HoNorep Sir, ‘

In respectfully soliciting your henor to mnsﬁxit_ the accompanying triplicate copies of my
Memorial to the Right Honorable the Secretary of State for [ndia permit me to represent—

I. That I have fully and clearly proved my right, by important documentary evidences to
the proceeds in Government deposit of the jewels of the Rajah Mutta Ram alinga Setupati.

1L That the so called Zemindarni of Ramnaed has no riﬁbt or title to the Zemindari itself,
III.  That she cannot possibly have any claim to these proceeds—

IV. That therefore there is not the slightest necessity for any one, least of all to prosecute
Government, as it is in their power to put an end to the injustice perpetrated towards him and
his family by the late Honorable East India Compariy. Under the present benign rule of Her
Most Gracious Majesty, petitioner most humbly, fervently and earnestly trust that justice will be
rendared him by the restoration of the proceeds, and I therefore solicit that your honor will gra-
ciously condescend to transmit my Memorial with your favorable recommendation.

(Signed) STRI MUTTU PRATAPA SIMHA

; PARSUPANI SETUPATI.
Mabras, 27th June 1863,

To ;
Tue Ricnr HoNorABLE THE SECRETARY oF STATE ror INDIA,

Easr Inota House, LoNoon.
The humble petition of STRI MUTTU PRA-
TAPA SIMHA PARSUPANI, SETUPATI,
adopted grandson of RANI SHEVAGAMI
NATCHIAR, daughter of MUTTO RAMA-

i - LINGA SETUPATI, late Zemindar of
Ramnaad, ‘

Mosr REspeeTFULLY SnrwEeTH,

.

In appealing from the unjustifiable decision of the local Government to your augost au
rity, permit your Excellency’s humble Memorialist to submit, with the ntmost submission and
deference, that he,—the last of an ancient, noble and once powerful family, through the tenacious
adhesion of the Honorable the Governor in Council to an illegal and cruel order which was ori.
ginally passed on a mere superficial view of the merits of the case,—~has been reduced to the lowest
depths of poverty and utter destitution,

2. That such are substantially the real facts of the case your Excellency may readily judge

by condescendingly perusing the accompanying printed petition, in which Memorialist Tiill_y and
distinetly set forth his indisputable claims, supported by undeniable documentary evidences.

8. The injustice,—gross and unparalled as it is in the annals of British administration in
India,—which is rightly and universally acknowledged to be just.and equicab!.e,-—,the,'inj ?
of which Memorialist complains is, that whilst the large landed Estates, the Zemindari of
naad, the Peshcush alone of which is about Rupees 3,50,000, and yields an annual rey
several lacs of Rupees to the incumbent, has heen alienated in favor of individuals who have no
right or title thereto, to the total exclusion of the legitlmﬂte heirs, yet a cqmpa.rativel,yg B
cant item amounting to about, at most, Rupees 12,000, the proceeds of certain jewels
in the hands of Government, belonging to Muttu Ramalinga Setupati, former Zemindar
naad, and the father of Sevagami Natchair, Memorialist’s adomive-grandmo{her&i; withheld

him, though he has proved beyond doubt his irrefutable claim to the said proceeds.
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Pmcgg(lrurg of the Madras Gaaamment Financial Departmnt -
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since she was nomnvpnsesalon of the property, Mamwmhst could not.ﬂ‘.%h aay degf.ga of pro- -

priety orJusnce prosecute her. In fact the suit would not hold good.

63, After repeted representations of this kmﬁ the logil Government in their Proceedmtrs
of the 4th February 1863, No. 70, paragriph 3, ware pleased to pass the followin g onl:r :—“The
“ Petitioner preferfed several petitions urrrmg parucularly that he was' not competem. to sue
*“the Zemindarni for property which was not in hg:% 'mseessmn, and never hal heen, and on this

and other grounds the Government saw xwoﬁr N f_ ot the propriety of the pmkus ?@cmfen.
“ They accordingly resulved to refer the matmf m»lheﬂ Advocats General, paragraph %l’th % In
““ aceordance with his advice, the Governor in
“ 1862, and 10 intimate to the petitioner his wish thut they should file suits aguinst the Gov-
5 ernment. The Courb will thea bem wed £ make them interpleat and s=tels their respec-
“tive cﬁmms.

to tlmr gmal‘ dg;asmn, in wnthhaldmg from. N i?gwlut the proceeds of the }ewalsm ques-
tion. Subaequemly, Memorialist requeste&‘bhw_hﬁ?" inted petition, coutaining many fiesh and

Olurke, who was long a ruler of the Dis-

irrefutable evidences, may be referred to Mr. GM )
"’19": uml to the‘ Adweeat:e Genaral who al: theu

Ried

yeuments which Memorialist did submi «

Had thoee doeumems hesn wbnxibte{l to Mr. (“‘“r%_?' Clarke and the Advocate General, with-

n, that Memorialist was the rightful heir.

6.),
as the d‘acumentarx [ st ,..fsaed and submitted were not befure bim
at the inme, and it whsi be p.evonmo 1 of that bpﬁﬂﬁ—{h;& Memorialist sought and solicited.

66. This request to hwve “his printed ngnm forwarded to that Otficer not kaving been

complied with, and being unjustly lkept out of‘tﬁ@ e*ﬁ:fyyme:u of the proceeds of the jewels in

question, Memorialist most humbly and respe__‘ f olicits your Excellency to tﬂke his hard
and hapless case into just and gracious consideration, an ‘m‘]‘” ’ﬁam  justice, 0
67. Memorialist has cleaily and distinetl veei that zhe ptesent 50- ealled Zemmdarm

has no right or title to the Zewindari, and that h
less valid, the more especially, as Memonallsts?

er, elder brother ‘and himself have en;oyed

all the other personal propery of the Rajah Muttu Ramalinga Setupati, under the orders of

the authorities. If these proceeds were at onee delivered over to me, there would not be the
slightest difficulty or trouble as regards the rfgh&ful claimunt, as then there will be noue to
contest or dispute my claim to the jewels. .uonld any such come forward, Memorialist will,
and is prepared to defend his rights,

68 A greal‘. a.nd gross act of injustice waq dmne to the Runi Sevaguni Natehiar by the

"“\n il Ze ﬂd&g‘ Pj@;&l’knﬁg@g s o

md;’:f'englbre %nﬁe v?”

: : . and . ily has been ruined, dnsgmeed amd ma&&
Pxpenenea all tbe hl‘m? mmga Qﬁ Wi _m and utter destitution. Notwithstanding tl‘(e admitted
.Oind thou ha? pmntedly shown that the Zemindarui
is makmg the most strenuous eﬁ'orfs fmudufem!yl convey the Estate toan individual who
has not the most distant claxm to it. Gevernment instead of o&eekmg tl,m fuud and escheating
the Estate, still further encourage the Zemmduni“whﬂ *!411‘?‘“13 blm“d‘ with e iormous wealth

o p, osecute her e[mm, though she has none, i’n.the urts to the proceeds of these jewels. Gov.
o e a{ad. 28th Apnt 1863, to coam hlﬁ

resolves to mmll the Order of the 21st J uly

me of giving his opinion (previously stated)

7 her f@m ‘her rightful inheritance, and by

‘;{

is at _present &-M‘ember ufthe B‘?‘f‘d pf:;,_-'
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32. - The main objection then :
not confer any rich '. urged was that the “ Deed of Permancnt Settlement did
.8 Nan_: f:flt_ iy M“nga‘l“‘“?m Natchiar either of p%ssession or of alienation,
788, No DL » ‘ -
(Appendix XI?II.) ﬁ“”iﬁ’iﬁ’.’h@’%‘% the 18t Puisne Judge Mr. Crant recorded a Minute,
- a8 having in ',‘t‘bmsulﬁbeené utterly  condemned the Appellate Proceedings (Sudr Court)
“singular specimen of sophicy. : tbm%t unded in fallacy and error,” and that a more
xﬁﬁl;lbgted\ Q;M inntﬁe dg;e(;' of &'Judicial decision was perhaps nevers
w mﬁtﬁen_'a” ) ﬁ’ﬂouztpf Jngé“,é, * % % * aqin the erroneons eon-
Gentleman aﬁm"m‘“‘% . by this Court of the provisions of Reg. XXV. of 1802."
ording this Mi, '&Q’Mlﬁ&‘very “ hodge podge of error, sophistry a.nd
- Wui’&ﬁehem“?&g““%‘* s atibat. Mha o thod m;‘g
Appendix XITT, to which te. ¢ Chuse before the Privy Council. = M gl
ey HI':.to, vﬂ_ﬁcﬁ Mffmli}at_;lsolicits yoﬁ%ﬂency‘s attention and kind

- atrg

iews were ente lx_."'i"h S A"“b , - :

and of the . Eﬂslmd y Members of the Board of Control,

w&g?“%m“m by retired Civil Servants of this

. and a half stut e&ﬂhvmm&q.,'wm had'been in Ramnaad for thirbeen years

F T e b"ﬁmﬁ(tﬁ t‘h?])eed of Permanent Settlement was misunder-

ekl o ;éugg:x&othﬁ Sudr Ud,alut,szlhik:h reversed the ori-

of the Hich Coare 2us- This point was still more strongly urged

, L of the nghcoﬁrt-of %nteﬁry ﬁ'%:eg(}tb ?}ovember 1?218 in ih:
than to sett] at the Deed of Permanent Settlemen

- “‘*‘“’ﬂ‘“ Amount; of tribute,  (Vide Appendix XIV. w3
od o o, and though Government themselves acknowledgs
' Possessig o{ﬂaezﬁmmian. On the contrary she was

ity Deing made in England on behalf of the daughter,
vasase SO0 ol a alave concubine, died without issae, and

i e OB the ground of his adoption the "’—"i‘*"g';, of

e alloped Wik as rejected* by the- , he being
wwwmi)f Annasami wasa forgery, and the adoption

R il

W
)

. ?"’bw.dimceing Ramasami' to e plased it pos-
s being the by RSManTS claim was doubly illegal, from the Will
mmmem”%% his- adoptive mother, }Irielnegol:]ﬂd not .be her

‘€ her own father,

statement " > :
‘ agsnﬂm o il ‘3&%‘3 Mungaleswari Natchiar was placed in posses-
o], o was illegal ; that the adoption ¢ podmor Sevagami Natehiar ; that her adoption of
gal, and that therefore the widow of 1o Ra.ma;mm, by the widow of Annasami was doubly
 Gatate. With reference to-this triple jj - "8mi, the present Zemindarmi, has 1o right to the
deploring the injustice o o) dlienation, Government, themselves could not hel
tation of the 1st June m;mN%wfmd ) B el l{in‘ixtes' of Contim
TN T loption . 2ocient and valuable inheritance has thus
L AdERVIL  w pop Rajah tr o "Po8 adoption from the lineal heir, the daugh-
7 ol degree m%dby' _,-QU_mohg f'baeheveg not to be, in the remotest

~"40. The Piesheush is o e ; £ ;
bﬁfm » _,”‘f""*""*?f'wrdm the deduction of all charges there

: have P (e Ore per annum. DPuring the last 50 years

' mlsmﬂmns of Rupees, whiem;zg have been expended

m‘ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂe hzlil&maelves secure in the pogession. of rﬂ“’

granting an illegal Sunnud, and the second
the said Sunund sr” Doot of Prosecnint Settlement.
g it, which was unjustly affirmed by the Privy
rectified by the cancelment of the Sunnud and the
Making strenuous effots still more to estrange the
warranta i viﬁallm; to the ancient family than hemself The

* printed peﬁfsam_gﬁ,mmfw to by her are fully detailed in para. 2T

b

42, Memorialist has above shown that the Zemindarni has no right or title to the
Zemindari. What right then can she have to these jewels, a remmant of the personal property
of Muttu Ramalinga Setupati, to which not even his sister had any claim.

43.  On the 24th January 1809, Muttu Ramalinga, Setupati died at Fort St. George.

t His widow applied for his body and #all his personal property, when

Vide Appendix XVIIL Government, on the opinion of the Pundits of the Sudr Court and the

and para. 30 of Pe- Advocate General, directed the Town Major to transmit the remains of the
tition, deceased Poligar to the Widqw. .

44. A year after the demise of the Poligar, his sister Mungaleswari Natchiar applied for
the jewels, and Mr. Collector Parish backed her demand by making two statements which had
no foundation in truth, viz that Government had declared her to be the sole heir to the real

and ]:xersonal property of her brother and that the jewels were Regalia.

Vide para, 31 of Peti- The late Collector Mr. Clarke in his report of the 19th December 1859

tion. unhesitatingly declares that these assertions of Mr. Parish are not borne
out by the Records. , .

45. The nature of the jewels show that they are not Regalia and the correspondence
which transpired between the years 1795 and 1809 equally prove that the Sister was never de-
clared to be the sole heir to the personal property of her brother. Her claim was on a second
reference to the Pundits of the Sudr Court rejected by Government and the jewels were re-
tained in deposit to be delivered to the rightful heirs.

46. Raja Rajeswari Natchiar sthe Widow of the deceased Pbliga.r, who performed his

funeral ceremonies, and inherited all his private property which were at Ramnaad applied to

Sir Barlow’s Government on the 8th February 1800, for the delivery of the jewels to her ; but
no notice was taken of her application.  On her death, her daughter Shevagami Natchiar in-
herited all the personal property of her father and mother, and on the demise of Shevagami
Natchiar it descended to Kaunglasami Setupati Memorialist's father and after him to his bro-
ther Pereasami Setupati, and lastly to himself. Such being the case, it is difficult to conceive
why these jewels are withheld from Memorialist as they are but a small portion of the personal
property og Muttu Ramalinga Sebupati,

47.  Mr. Collector Clarke latterly enquired into the claims ofall parties to these jewels, and
though he had not before him at the time all the documents which Memorialist subsequently
submitted to Government yet he could not but come to the conclusion that Memorialist had

the best right to them, but for two objections raised by Memorialist’s opponents, who seek there-
by to deprive him of even this insignificant portion of his adoptive Grandmother's property,

48. The objections are ; the illegality of the 2nd marriage of Memorialist’s adoptive
Grandmother, and the invalidity of the adoption made by her of Memorialist’s father, s

49. That these objections are false, unfounded and malicious, your Excellency will perceive
from a perusal of paras, from 38 to 59 of the printed petition, and the appendices from XIX to
XXXVII, referred to therein.

50. The 2nd marriage 9f Rani Shevagami Natchiar with Pratapa Simah Vigia Gopala Se-
tupati was every way legal, it having been  in striet unison with the laws and customs of the
Maravers publicly solemnized and approved of and acknowledged by allher friends relations and
neighbouring Zemindars, among whom ranked foremost the Zeminni};r of Shevagunga, who con-
ferred on her and her husband a Vllla.%re out of his Estate for their support. The marriage was

also recognized by the Southern Provineial Court, and they directed, in their
Decree of the 13th December 1813, thejZemindary to be placed in her and her

Appendix IX. :
husband’s possession. Further if the marriage  had been illegal, it would

have been put forth as a plea to have Shevagami Natchiar's right to the Zemindariand adverted -

to by the Sudr Court in their Appeal Decree No. 18 of 1814, Lastly, up to the time of her
death, the Rani was held in - the highest respect by her kindred and onaaler 1 Exok: ek
free and open intercourse with them.

51. 'The marriage being legal, it follows that the adoption by her of Memorialist's father
was-valid. Ono assortion hov-:c':cr .v.’ith z'&a'e.:.rslto Bhe i ot Fro e e iy 4
met : and that is that Kaungiasami Setupati was, at his asoption, married and the father of
two children. Nothing could be more untfue, and there are abundance of documentary
evidences to prove. He was publicly adopted in 1814, and the usual religious ceremoni

A were performed by prohitas. On the 16th January* 1819, the two sismnmtém

* Appendix XIX,  of his adopted father promised, under a written agreement, to give their
daughter in marriage to him. On the Tth Augustt 1824 11" Brahming

t Do XX executed a Bond on stamped paper in the joint names of Sevagami Natchiar
and her adopted son Kaungiasami Setupafi. In a Rahadari 1ssued by Mr.

¥ Do. XXL  Collector Peters, dated 30th Novemberf 1827, Kaungiasami Setupati is des-
xxn, <ribed as the adoped son of Sevagami Natchiar. On the Tth January§ 1828,

o "' the adoptive parents solicited the same Collector to grant them a” special
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