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Fort Saint George, Political Consultation, 11th January 1859.
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RRY, Esq., Acting Collector of Coimbatore; to W. H. BAYLEY,

Esq. Acting Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated 30th November 1838,

No. 59.
Sir,

1. On a visit paid by me some months ago to the Talook Cutcherry at Coimbatore, 1 was
surprized to find a great portion of it ‘ncommoded with a quantity of Tobacco stored therein, and

was informed on enquiry that

the Tobacco in question belongs to the Cochin State, and had so

remained there for the last five years.
2. With a view to make myse!f acquainted as to how it came to be there, and why it was

so left without being taken ch

arge of by the Cochin Authorities, I referred to the records of this

Office, and found that a voluminous correspondence had passed to and from Mr. Thomas and the

Resident of Travancore and C

ochin, in consequence of a dispute between the Collector of this

District and the Dewan of Cochin, with respect to the right of ownership to a portion of the To-

bacco Godowns here, and tha

t no final settlement had been arrived at. 1 then wrote to General

Cullen on the 22nd May 1858, stating that much inconvenience is felt by Tobacco being stored

in the Talook Cutcherry, and

the Tobacco it would be necessary for me to sell it {p

ceeds, but no reply has hither

without the ovders of Government, 1 am under

that unless I heard from him within 25 days as to the disposal of
ip, Public Auction and remit to him the pro-
am nidk yilling to do anything in the matter

to been received ;f
e unavoidable necessity of bringing it to their

notice, with a view to such ovders being issuéd as may be deemed proper.
3. To give a clear idea of the cameit would be necessary to submit copies of the correspond-

ence in extensc, but such being contrary to the orders of Government conveyed in Extract Mi-
nutes of Consultation of the szﬁme 1858, Public Department, No. 668, 1 beg to leave to sub-

join the history of the case de

ced from the information [ have been able to gather from the
correspondence. I would however beg to be permitted to

* Dated 6th February 1854, No. 2. lay before Government copy of one letter® from Mr.

materially on the disputed goi

4. When the To

at the

Ryots for supplyi

labar and the Native States of Travancore an
Buildings was allowed t?bg,gf:cupied by the Agents of those two States at Coimbatore, fof #exg

Thomas to the Resident, an important one, which bears
nt, and which affords full and satisfactory information.

2o Monopoly was in force in this District, there were several ranges of

public cost for the stowage of the Tobacco purchased from the

the Tobacco furnished to them by us for transmission to those provinces.

5. When the Mcnopoly was ordered to be abolished

Vide Extract Minutes of Consulta- in 1852, Mr. Thomas proposed to put up to Auction the

tion, 2nd November 1852,

+ Para: 19.

gave due Notice to the Agen‘is of the two Native States of the intended Sale of the Godowns, and H

whole Buildings which were occupied as Tobacco Godowns
with the sites belonging thereto, and reported the same to
the Board of Revenue in his letter, dated 30th Septem
1853+ No. T4, Before selling the premises Mr. Thomas

apprized them that they should apply to their Dewans for permission to purchase in Public Auec-

tion such portions of the Buil
place within a given time. N

dings as they may require, or remove their Tobacco to some other
o attention appears to have been paid to this Notice by the Cochin

.-Agent, but the one of Travancore seems 1o have made a report to his Dewan. The appointed

Dewan's letter, dated 12th
received with the Resident’s
November 1833

+
+

time for the sale arrived, and the Buildings
November 1853, were sold in Public Auction. In the interim
letter, dated 14th the Travancore Dewan brought forward a
claim} to the Godown in which the Tobacco of

that State was allowed to be stored, on the plea
(2]

that a sum of Rupees 203 Quarters 2 and Reas 3 was paid by that State to the Honorable

Company through the Coch
the Building.

in Government in the year 1820, towards the construction of

6. Mr. Thomas replied that the Buildings referred to, were the bond fide property of Go-

- yernment, that neither T'ravan

core nor Cochin could claim any portion of them, and that the pay-

ment said to have been made in 1820, was merely for the use of tue Buildings, and not as
purchase money. This conclusion of Mr Thomas was based on the strength of a c:rrespondenée
which had passed between this Office and the Assistant Resident of Cochin in the year 1820, to
which the Dewan was referred, and on this explauation the latter Officer withdrew his object’ion

AN

d Cochin, a portioh et
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7. I think it necessary to mention here what have been the conditi i
. 10n8 and agreements . . . . . .
cntered into when the payment alluded to, was made. Mr. Whish, the then Acting C:llector of Agents, but to no purpose, and he therefore, with th:el vuz;]v of dom{;‘ Juosft'l:: tzvtiiz Stlxerc(};:;e;? ’wls:zs
s District. in his le : o . under the necessi m -
this District, m.hls letter to the [‘Kssmtant .Reaxdent of‘ Cochin, dated 22nd July 1820, forwalding " ) dated 6th b fi t] ébdown to the Talook Cut-
“n Act?ount Particolar of charges mcur.red In constructing the Buildings which were allowed to be Vide para: 9 of Mr Z‘Zwmas ctter, date Lo TOH:} - due intimati . f th t
occupied by the Travancore ard Cochin Tobacco, writes that “ the Godowns are considered our's February 1854, Xo. =. f}herlgy, N PZr‘a:le t uSet ltmtl;?aum}t\ Otht ;s:ir?i;l:
“in every point of view, and that their bei 1e Dewan ol tha ate throug e he .
* Meaning Travancore and Cochin. “the Agents of those ,Circars * from ti::;g ?;a(i? .ove.r to Meanwhile the Cochin Agent withdrew his responsibility in regard to the Tobacco. Then en-
“ entirely with us as was the case before with re a;l:rlli le:s sued a further correspondence re-iterating the same arguments on both sides as were put forward
¢ other Godowns.” These conditions were fully acquiesced in by the Assistant Residentif Co(c)hti : in previous letters, and Mr. Thomas, in his letter of the 14th February 1854, gave a month’s time
. . e n \ r .
who, in his letter to Mr. Whish, dated 1 e o for the removal of the Tobacco from the Talook Cutcherry. This does not appear to have been
“ 1’ , ‘ 18D, dated Ist August 1820, states that * the Godowns are consider- r the re 1 1 b tly sent by him to the Resideut on the subject
e dyc;‘u;-ls, but ?t }tlhe Sam:; time I understand that these two States are to be permitted the free attended to, several other letters were subsequen o fywh'ch he enclosed a Bill for thera):
“and full use of them under your sanction and authority.” in one o1 why

Thomas' leter, dated 10th May 1856, of Peons employed in guarding and taking

t Dewan's letters, dated 99th November 1853. 8. After the sales of the Tobacco Go- Mr. :
. . . 2lst December 1858. Uowns in general were concluded, came the No. 219. care of the Tobacco, and lfn an:ther he requést-
L r ol ey bk Do ot i s i, i e il e e o
1 'y 2 . H » . A/ 7 44~ - & -
AUl roveived with the Resident's commumicds ased on the following points, being nearly the For Construction, Rupees 546-15 vern ) ; Y )
UMICAOR  same as th ~ ; 345-9-0 cide the amount said to have been paid by the
of the 23rd Junuary 1854, e L ose put forward by the Travancore For Repair ” 0 fdﬂ oy . : .
o o Dewan. — _ fravandore and Cochin States, will be repaid
Ist. That tl'me _B“'Id‘“gs referred to, were paid for by Cochin, with some inconsiderable fur- 890-8-0 / to them, afl these communications proved in-
ther Zunrg,for r'ela;;)axtr' in 1893:{ i : Y effectual. ‘T'he call for the removal of the To-
. at no con y ; “Vadats : ' ' i
y o conditions were entered into for Vaﬁ:‘g the premises, and that it was ori- , - bacco from the Talook Cutcherry or permis-

ginally agr a ; ~ . B .
ainally agreed upon that the two States are to be permitte meither the one nor the otlier was attended to by the Resident.

d the free and full use of them under sion to sell, was often repeated,

the sanction of this Department, and, : : i i
3rdly. ‘That the Buildings in question are called j . 12. Matters were left is stage when Mr. Thomas delivered over charge of this Collec-
. _ gsing e called in an Account Particular furnished Ly ] i 3 ili i
Sullivan to be “Circar Tobacco Godown,” meaning the Godowns ef Trav : S‘ e Mr. torate to me, and my letter tffthe Resident, dated 22nd May 1838, equally failing to bring the
. 9. Each of these points has been fully met in Mr, Thomas' ]m;. ?:ct(;:e ﬂnd.(’(’c}""' matter to a conclusion, I am obliged to refer the matter to Government.
to in the 3rd para: of this communication, and the following is an abstra . e Resident alluded From the Dewan of Travangore to the 13. The number of letters that have pas-
‘I. With regard to the Ist point, Mr. Thomas states that he h;,ctlt e(;eof', ) Resident, dated 12tk que&: ]gsg,_ —1 ) ) ) o
Resident that the payment made by the Cochin Circar was merely f { already explained to the From the Dewan of Cochig 10" Resident, sed in the matter is 28, as marginally indicated,
as purchas : sl . or se of the building, not dated 18th January [8%.............. I . ‘

e purchase woney ; that the. conditions upon which the amount was pai¥mad received & (,) . s 1 ‘anuary 1854...... 1 extending over a period of six.years, and occu-
W,doubt that such was the case; that under these circumstances th . €d, prove ” ” R 1 . o
;‘M” canatot be recognized in. that light in which it has beepg# :rwa ‘; of ”&e lI)e.w;}m »* » 18’53 i pying 70 Pages with no "es“l" what

payment, inconsiderable as it was, has already heen repaid mc. rd; and that the S ovR, ' ) Rt

. occupation. y oo p"’l"‘l&-“"ver and over ag.in by Jong ” , 2lst Dec,:‘\\’”. ..... 1 ] Tobacco has been stored in the Talook Cut

I1.  Adverting to the 2nd point, Mr. Thomas refers the f%sident to the correspondence From the Resident to the Collector of cherry at Coimbatore to the great inconveni-
. . as- ;

‘ . ‘ sed between Mr. Whish ang (1 f{) cistant Rout Coimbatore, dated 14tk November £ ' loyed. Tl
Letter from Mr. Whish, dated 22nd July 1820, dent at Cochiy dated € Assis and ;(Sjl- 185G, v erenrseeeeasaneacassianan. e, 1 ence of the Servants therein employed. le
From 1 < tant Resident . . el as per margin, and adds Q3rd January 1854..... 1 e . . !

’**ﬁ"w Asswz‘ggno sident of Cochin, dated that if the PaYment made was ccons’idered 2 ” ’: ' Feb'ua?‘%‘«a o Building is very old and dilapidated, and the

C e August 1520, | purchase money, 8 the Dewan “ now att S V:7/ S e : Ty,

to prove,” the ‘ n “now attempts o 6th January 1855 i necessity for its reconstruction has been up '
. ) ' . 7 oo v
have been quite unnecessary, and that the Dewan of Cochin mus:’ w n% 1itionary conditions wo.ul(l :' uSth April” 1856.... 1 , |
be satisfied that the occupancy of the Buildings by Travancore and C‘er t_he abave explangnon, ’,’ N 18¢h December ,, w... 1 on several occasions.
disabuse himself of the belief that there does not appear to be any cno:;}-“,“ was condstwna.{.:and i loct £ Coimbat "o —_
the Godowns in question. tie also states that the fre & dition for the vacating of From the Collector o toimde o 14. From what I learn from the corres-
Hhe A v of G € use was “ permitted so long as the Build the Resident of Travancore, dated 21st
“ ings were the property ol Government,” but that “they have I, = ) = ar Y5 JOUUTT RO UROSIP 1 .
. . een : Norember 1809....... . ceive -
* und are now strictly private property and beyond his control.” purchased by other parties, (’)’ll ! ! Gtk February 1854.... } pondence on the records, I con the ques
o . III. i : o ) Mk, o i q hip to the God

+ Notr.—1In this letter Mr. Sullivan calls the I[I.  Regarding the 3rdpoint, Mr. Thomas * o0th Mavch by e 1 tion of right of Ownership to downs rests

Buildings as  Tobacco Godowns situnted af remarks that the Account Particular alluded to Z’ :: Gth July goweees d on two main points:—

.:,C’mmbmtore Jor the use"of the Cochin and by'the Dewan, would in ne way support his . " 20th December e 1

Travancore Governments. c}llalm, and that the letter ¥ which accompanied " " 1ith i)ul.?/ . 1855..... i it Whether 1l i

) that Account appears to have b ] - , 31st December 55 ... st. lether the payment made wasa
.]0' In the interval the sales took place, and realized a sﬁﬁ; of Rupees l5e§800rv3:§(~)l()ked. ’: :' 3lst March  1830..... % . or :

credited to Government, the same was duly reported to the Board on the 23rd N,ovembe: 1'8“:;s i . l‘()):i’: i‘lllymber o 1 purchase money, ot merely for the use of the

C W e o . . : . “ 7 ¢ ece "
by w }l;)m 'llfl“a.:ra;‘)proved in [‘.xtract_{rom their Proceedings, 12th December 1833, ’ " ? st " by e 1 Buildings; and, 2ndly ; whetber the occupation

. 1e fravancore and Cochin Agents not having vacated the Godowns occupied by ” » '14”, January 1838..... 1

.them,_the plfrchasers clamosously demanded that the Agents should either pay rent for the Build ” : ooud May 4y eeee 1 of the Godown by Travancore and Cochin was
ings in their use, or remove their Tobacco from them, The ‘'ravancore Agent made a f: . " , — 14 loged with i d .
AT ; air o ¢ s es .
arrangement with the purchasers to pay rent, but the Cochin Agent declined going one or the 28 Flogeec WL any conditions e restrietions

other. The purchasers again complained to the ~ These points are set at rest by Mr. Whish's

Collector, who remonstrated with the Cochin
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letter of the 22nd July 1820, and the Assistant Resident’s reply, dated Ist August 1820. Conse-
quently the claim laid by the Dewan of Cochin is as unsupported as it is uofair.
15. Under these circumstances, I respectfully request that Government will be good enough

to issue such orders as they may think proper, for the removal of the Tobacco in question from
the Talook Cutcherry at Coimbatore.

From E. B. THOMAS, Esq., Collector of Coimbatore; to Lieutenant General W. CULLEN,
British Resident of Travancore and Cochin, dated 6th February 1851, No. 2.
SIR,
1. 1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23rd Ultimo, No. 143,
and its enclosures,

2. As far as | have been enabled to gather from the several communications of the Dewan
of Cochin, copies of which you have been good enough to furnish, I find that he bases the claim
of that State to a portion of the Godowns lately sold on the following points : —

I1st. That the Buildings referred to were paid for by Cochin, with some inconsiderable further
sum for repair in 1824. " L

2ndly. That no conditions were entered into ‘fo{ vacating the premises, and that it was ori-
ginally agreed upon that the two States are to be permigied the free and full use of them under the
sanction of this Department ; and, 3rdly, that the Build’mgm\question are called in an Account
Particular furnished by Mr. Sullivan to be * Sirkar Tobacco Gon‘wn,” meaning the Godowns of
Travancore and Cochin, \

3. On the first point I ha§ already* explained to you

« Inletter, 21st November 1853.  that the small payment made by #¢ Cochin Sirkar was mere-
ly for the use of Building, not as purchase money, the con-
ditions upon which the amount was paid and received, prove beyon:} a doubt that such was the
case, and under these circumstances the claim of the Dewan now setu
that light in which it has been put forward, this payment, inconsiderab
been repaid over and over again by long occupation.

M%W‘ith reference to the 2nd point, the supposed absence of any condji
mijseiWonld agaifl refer the Dewan to a communication which he hig€ITl quotes from the Assis-
tant Resident and to the one to which itis a reply. Mr. Whish  his letter of the 22nd July
1820, distinctly states that the “ Godowns are considered ours n every point of wview, and that
“their being made over to the Agents of those Sirkars (Travancgre and Cochin) from time to time
“ rest entirely with us as was the case before with regard to the other Godowns,” in other words
that the Buildings referred to were the property of Government in every respect, and that the
Nstive States had no claim to them other than for present use under the sanction of this Office.
In this arrangement the Assistant Resident readily acquiesced, as will be seen from his letter of
the 1st August 1820, wherein that Officer clearly expresses that the Godowns “ are yours.” 1f
the payment made was considered as purchase money, as the Dewan now attempts to prove, the
precautionary conditions pointed out above would have been quite unnecessary, and under this
explanation the Dewan of Cochin must be satisfied that the occupancy of the Buildings by Tra-
vancore and Cochin was conditional, and disabuse himself of the belief that ¢ there does not appear
to be any condition for the vacating of the Godowns in question.”  Adverting to  the free use,”
it was, as you are aware of, permitted so long as the Buildings were the property of Government.
They have been purchased by other parties and are now strictly private property and beyond my
control.

cannot be recognized in
as it was, has already

cate the pre-

5. Regarding the entry in the Account
In this letter Mr. Sullivan says the * Godowns Particular remarked upon by the Dewan, it

situated at Coimbatore for the use of the Tra- would in no way support his claim, and 1 would
vancore and Cochin States,” also observe that the letter which accompanied
that Account appears to have been overlooked.

6. Having thus disposed of the subject immediately connected with the claim of the Dewan,

I now beg to advert to the allegations contained in his several communications to your address,
In the first, he professes to have learnt the fact of the sale of the Godowns on the receipt of the
Agent's report of the 22nd November 1853, and in another he asserts that the sale of the premises
« without any previous communication or arrangement with the two Sirkars was very unjust.”

Fort Saint George, Political Consultation, 11th January 1859.

This would appear to be quite at variance with the real facts of the case, the Agent of the Cochin
State was clearly informed several months prior to the date of sale that the building which he
claimed on behalf of that Sirkar was the undisputed property of Government and that his claims
thereto cannot be recognized, with a view to avoid future difficulties and unnecessary correspon-
dence, he was also desired to remove the Tobacco to some other place, but upon a representation
of his inability to do so without orders from his Superior, he was permitted, as a temporary mea-
sure, the use of a new Godown constructed in 1850, at considerable expense to Government.
Due notice was also given several days before the date of sale, and the Agent was expressly de-
sired by myself both at that time, as well as previously to apply to the Dewan for instructions to
purchase such portion of the Godowns as he may require, and I am therefore led to conclude
that the Dewan had fully been made acquainted with the determination to sell the Building be-

forehand, if otherwise, the fault lies upon the Agent, who has culpably neglected his duty in not

giving timely intimation to his Superior as desire he Dewan could not possibly fix upon

this Department, such was not the case with ¢ “Agent 0 ‘Jpavancore, who appears to have re-
ported the proposed sale to the Dewan of g#at State, as will¥

November 1853 to your address. ﬁpF

I

e seen from his letter of the 12th

Y

7. After this explanatiov f I need scarcely remark that the c!aim of the Cochin Dewan is

utterly untenable ; that the sl paid by that State has already been zamply repaid, that fair oppor-
tunities were afforded to the ?ent to purchase a¢ much as he wanted, that he actually offered to

purchase one and was out-bidf that no specific Building was given either to Travancore and Co-

chin, on the contrary, the siotment temporarily made was discretionary and-xggulated with refer-
ence to local circumstgafes, and that any inconvenience which the Native States lﬁ‘ay now be put

to from the nec

eir Tobacco has been owing to the neglect of their o

and not to a want of a mgil‘ixting spirit on the part of this Department.
8. The parties who have made the purchase are clamorous in consequence of the delay in
obtaining possession of their property, (the sale having been confirmed by the Board of Revenue

 several weeks ago,) and any further delay is likely to induce them to recede from their agféements
* - R i3

for the paywment of the purchase,.;ﬁc;ney, in which case the interests of Government will gréiiijff‘??ﬁ

suffer. I have only gone into rs needless repetition (of a matter already disposed of) in defe-
rence to the Cochin State. & :

9. I have further to inform you that the remainder of the Cochin Tobacco was removed this
morning under my own personal order and inspection from the Godowns hitherto lent to the Co-
chin Circar Agent at the Public Sale 2} months ago, both the Agents bid for the Godowns,
(thereby clearly showing their want of right, had it not been otherwise clear,) but too low, and
therefore lost them, they were then allowed 10 days, which they fully understoad, and agreed to
remove their Stock, they did not do so as promised, but evaded it for more than 2 months, the
purchasers all the while clamourously demanding rent or the Agents to clear out, the Acents
were finally, in deference to the 2 Sircars allowed 10 days’ more grace, the Travancore dem
made a fair arrangement at last to pay rent to the present owners, the Cochin declined doing
one or the other,—was also personally disrespectful to me, refusing to open the Government Goc:
down, or give any information of the quantity in his charge, the door was therefore opened by my

order, the Tobacco removed, and a temporary and safe shelter in my Talook Cutcherry allowed
him, the Godown being given up as was due 2 months ago to the purchaser,
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No. 10, Orprr THEREOYN, No. 14; dated 5th January 1859.
The Aecting Collector of Coimbatore solicits the orders of Government as to

the

disposal of a quantity of Tobacco, the property of the Cochin Circar, now lying in the Tah-

sildar’s Cutcherry at Coimbatore.

2. It appears here, that many years ago,

and VIII of 1811, which provided for the Mon
bar, Canara and Coimbatore,

trict, certain Godowns to sto

probably on tie passing of Regulations VII
opoly of Tobacco in the Provinces of Mala-
there were erected at the chief town of the last mentioned Dis-

re the Tobacco to be delivered up to Government by the Ryots
These Buildings were constructed mainly at the expense of the Government, but a small por-

tion of the outlay was contributed by the two Native States of Travancore and Cochin, with
whom Tobacco was and still is a Monopoly, and who, up to the passing of Act IV of 1853, were

in the habit of supplying themselves wj : ommodity by purchases made from the Coimba-
tore Storehouse ; in which a few Ggffowns were*;

on them for rent, in consideratiorrsof the contribu

apart for their use ; butno charge was made

s to the Building Fund above adverted to.

2]
[

Rl paiad
When Act IV of 1853 came into operation, &ard of Revenue directed the sale
by Public Auction of the whole range of Tobacco Godowns.

 Collector accordingly named
a day for this purpose, giving

due intimation of it to the local A
either of those States should wish to come forward as purchagers,
this communication from Cochin,

of the two Circars, in case
'No notice was taken of

but the Dewan of Travancore a}sosed the sale, on the ground
of the share taken by his Government in the original construction g

ly however he mcknowledged that this objection was untenable, an
thg partips-who ultimately became the purchasers.

the Buildings. Subsequent-

“wgonsented to pay rent to

4, Afféi- the sale had been concluded, the Cochin Dewan 4#me forward with the same
objections that had been submitted and withdrawn by the Déwan of Travaucore. His Agent
was instructed to refuse all payment of rent, and to decli

. leaving the premises. It became
necessary therefore to break open the doors,

and to remove the Tobacco under the S“Pe"’i_sm"
M._Pohce The bales were lodged in the Talook Cutchsrry, where they have remam;zd
4f”é:er“éihce, of course greatly to the inconvenience of public business, in consequence of the
~ Cochin Authorities having omitted to specify what they would ﬁiﬂ:‘to be done with them.

5.

The Governor in Council is of opinion that the claim of the late Dewan of Cochin, in
regard to an alleged joint proprietorship in the Buildings in question, cannot be sustainc.ed- The
matter, he observes, was fully discussed as far back as the year 1820, when it was admitted 'by
the Assistant Resident, on behalf of the Cochin Circar, that the Godowns were the enm"e
property of the Company, and that the Circar had the use of a portion only. On the Company’s

. . . . Al . 'na
Monopoly being abolished, the privilege up to that time accorded to the two Circars, of using
portions of the premises naturally ceased to have effect,

A sufficient notice to quit was given
to their respecting Agents,

and the Godowns where then sold. The reasonableness (l)f thde
Collector’s proceedings has been acknowledged by one Dewan, and the matter cannot be al ;v:“;
longer to lie over. The Tobacco in Store will be sold by the Acting Collector at tu

1 expense
Auction, and the proceeds remitted by him to the Cochin Treasury, after payment of all exp
incurred.

. CROFT,
Wi (Signed) T. PYC;”'(,f Sevretary.
Exd. J. A, Wilsor,
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