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Memo showing the history of the litigation regard-

ing the Estate of the “iate Sakaramfof Tanjore.

y - ﬁ.;, ) ,& »A);u. . 3 R % . L) 1
-« F mpre / } 7¢ %&E “f"’”"‘”4 Sk (W% ,%. The late Sakaram Saheb.of Ta.nJOI;e, who was married }
Mm#/p% rw/ur-il‘a Llat féa K rafess i valas s¢ successively to two of the daughters of the late Pajah of 1

wfrrromrre— P 4 K

Z 5 L 4 ﬁ é%’“¢444/-4=z5 et TaéJOré, died on the-28th Januvary 1895 leaving a large Hstate

Len Qen sz lsorv valued at about § lacs of Tunees. At the time of his death
| . the Collector and Political Agent of Tanjoire, insoxrder to bt
4 & ey S o A
fleat b 19 Of Hie tifrroat- 1"%“('4“66 , prevent his valuable personal propert,yi looted sealed the roomg
‘ nt (L fh7144>r76 todio— cqﬁ%g¢b&/ | in which it was kept and took charge of it pending the deci-
gsion in E competent Civil Court as to who were the deceased’s
h[b’[t,axua/u;f é/nn ffdé {
: } rightful heirs. B v e : s il
froaents slioutod Le Lrmght o (e |

} e The following table gives the names of wersons who eithep
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3. Af‘tel the qe'a,th of Sakaram Saheb, his daughter-in-law

are or are alleged to be related to the deceased in such a

i\ way as to give them a claim as heirs to his Hstate and also

the names of parties in the litigation which has taken plagce.

B St M‘; o

,_\
| Jumna Boyi and her brother Setl%ram Saheb (minor) claiming S
under a will alleged to have been executed by the late Saka- t

4 LR S ram Saheb,wsee in 0.S.5 of 1895 on the file of the dranjyore

o

Sub Court for a direction to compel the registration of the

said will, the registration of which had been 1efused by the

, v District Registiar of Tanjore after enquiry. In that suit,

Chota Rajah alias Chimma Saheb (minor), the -Nlleged adopted

.
Mor

son of Shambusing, was the 2nd Defendant and his natural
father and guardian Kasoba Saheb was the 1lst Defencant.
A Chota Rajah alias Chimma Saheb (mino:') claiming to be

°
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the

the property of

Tanjore- Sub Court for the recovery of all

set up by Jumna Boyi

deceased Sakaram Saheb impugning the will
. \‘,‘ e |

and her brother Sethuram Saheb as -for-ped void,

and otherwise

inoperative and invalid.Jumna Royi and beth@ram Saheb were |

this suit and the Seecretary orf |

was impleaded as the 3rd Defendant,
of

Government AgentfTanjore at the time of

State for India in Council

as the Collector and

§akaram Saheb’s death secured under his lock and seal the rooms

in which his valuable property was kept and had that property
s )
in his custody when tge Shlt was filed.

5 Vasanta Rao Ananda Rao Daibar (minor) son of the 3rd daughter

< a

of Dajee Saheb llohitay, the deceased brother of the late $akaram

claiming to be entitled

= S ' 7 . oo W T Lo 1060 R ) 1 R YR ;

Saheb,
L0 succeed to all the properties of Sakaram Saheb applied to the
The Court declined

Sub Court to be made a party to 0.S. 5 of 1865,

to make him a party on the ground that the validity of the will
set up was not a matter for adjudication in that suit. Jlle also

: (' '\\T
‘1& %‘ésgg\&e I:e\a“ aéf a.zt;:'“ o\O 'S“z:, g.)f‘ 1;89 JMNotice

of the appllﬁgn&gq\m@Syg&ﬂered and it was poggfa\for hearing on
189€. On the 7th March 1896 the p%rtleF to the above \d}nﬁ

applied|i.?P,

1Qth Iar

. L9y AW

\‘\\ v
1na§a?5‘dge‘:s Court passed a deckee on th&* e\ﬁa)y”\h.l\ﬂ'rthq ')n
ﬁss!\\

ma%Npassed.on.iLZ 3@% of 189o on héasmarch 1890.

petitioner mho . £y qecpase ‘ brotﬁir’s daughter s
W e S s Ne

gon says that he oppc&n\t}hwppprorus \dq..nokf;p)lm wm%

even granting that m&}mf§§x .,s;p%ht as heir- at 140 éoo‘d\,‘he

has any right to oppose the conpromise and ask that the suit

¥
e has his own remedy.

fg;lowing oxger

™

should go.on. In these circumstances,I
dismiss the petition”.

e | NN Y
5 Vasanta Rao Ananda Rao has brought the presant sult for the

Ve
recovery of the properties of the deceased Sakaram Saheb. In the

plaint he states that the compromise is fraudulent and not
‘pinding on him and that it was not legal that a compromise
decree should bé passed directing registration when registration
was refused by the-Registrar, without finding upon the evidence

that the Registrar had no valid reasons to refuse reglsnration.
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Lo the 3rd Defendant seven Villages which had Previously been
)

settled upon her i a kK
D r for life under 2 karagydated 17th Decenbér

189; 1 e i - b | s :
3’for her maintenance and that any claim of the 3rd Defend—

-ant to the said properties further than an estate for lirfe

cannot stand. The Defendants to this suit were oxiginqllyA

three (1) Sethuram Saheb (2) Chota Ra e i Chi
! (2) Raja alias Chimma Saheb

and(3) Jumna Royi. The suit was instituted in the TanJore

Sub Court and filed as 0. S48t O 180J on 25th April 189

Y On the 23rd April 18935 the Tlxlntlff and the 2nd Defend—

ant in 0.8.35 of 1895 put in a joint application for executioR

praying for the delivery of the moveable properties decreed

to them under the compromise decree which were under the lock

r‘

and seal of the 3rd Defendant in the suit. The Plaintiff in

4

0.5.15 of 95 put in an application under section 493 of the

Code of Civil Procedure praying to issue an order in the
nature of an injunction to the Defendants in the suit direct

ing them not to execute the compbromise decree in 0. 35 of~

1895 or to take any steps there under, not to collect the ‘

outstandings due to the estxte of" the late Sakaram Saheb and

not tokake delivery of the aropértles under the lock and seal

of the Collector of Tanjore. The subordinate Judge ordered

that intimation of the above facts be given to the Cq&gecto;ﬂ

and he be asked to hand over the bonds and papers &c' and the
rest of the properties to such persong as may be’;pb:)’i:ted .
to take charge of them, that Jh the value of the propertlesn
being ascertalned the question of the amount, of Security sdetec ,;;i
will be determined when the properties or’suz; of them as may
be necessary may be handed over to the vetitioners under
section 451 ang- that if they failed to give security the
broperty do remain in the custody of the person appointed by
the Court. Accordingly-éé app01nted one Ramier as Comnlssion-_.
—-er for the purpose of taking possession of the properties

and. foxt Preparing an inventory for them showing also their
estimated value,

8, On the 10th Avgust 1893 T had an interview with th; Ag.

subordinate Judge of Tanjore and learning from him that 0.8

15 of 18935 was an’ important original suit pending in his

WL T & i i i
P transferred it to the file of the District Court

under section 25 of the Coce of Civil

Procedure.The execution
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foddisposal. The sults wa

an applicatio
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gs in 0.5.%5 of 95 were also transferred TO this Court

s filed in this Court as 0.5.2 of 1893.

9. bn he 13th July 95 the Plaintiffl in 0.8.15 of 93 had made

n to the subordinate Judgesunder section 503 of the

Coae of civil Procedure for the appointment of a Receiver for

che realisation, preservation, petter custody and management

of the plaint properties and for a direction TO the Commissioner
cing of the inventory

already appointed, not to proceed with the mal

pendin? the appointment of & Receiver. As no final order was
passed on this application by the Sub Judge prior 1o the sult

T appointed lr.%.S8.8rinivasa

being transferred 1O this Court,
20/8/95 on a ek

fisr grade Plead®T, as Receiver on the

ponthly pay of Rs.200. He took charge of all the propexrties of

rillai,a

the Estate and has been managing the affairs connected with it.

10. On the 18th September 1895 one Veeraraghavaiengar was On

his application admitted as the 4th Defendant in the case as

he laid claim tO items 28 and 29 in schedule A attached to the

plaint and wanted to resist the Plaintiff’s claim TO the said

two items,

iy 8 on the 25th October 1895 the Plaintiff put in a petition

praying tO add as a party shrimant Fattesing Rao Gaekwar of* Baroda,

the minor =0n of another (first) daughter of the deceased Da jee

’aheb Mohitay and to appoint 11is Highness the Geelwiax of raroda

This party was accordingly added as the Sth

as his guardian.

Defendant in the case, and notice of the guit was given to him

g ‘1.: - - -
through tlhe ﬁgen*to the Governor General at Faroda who in 1eply
has forwarded Lo Ie copy of a letter received by him from the Dewan

of lis Highness the ilaha Rajah in which the Dewan states that '

ghrimant Fattesing Rao is not subject tO the jurisdiction of

the Court and the procedure adopted by the Court in appointing
is Lighness the liaha Rajah Saheb as guardian adlitem is open
to exception,that without in any way admitting the jurisdiction
of the Court, His High@}he Maha Rajah desires to state that he does

not wish TO prosecute the claims, if any, of Shrimant rattesing
Rao o the nropervy in dispute and that the District Court of
Tanjore Liay pe informed of the above and may be recuested TO
éliminane +he name of the minor Prince from the list of Defendants

T have treated the Sth Defendant

t, any liability tO costs.
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dosposed of u i
feuntil the spns of' the second daughter of Dajee

Saheb are brought on the record,

/Signed/ ¥.H.lamnett,

Ag,District Judge.
Tanjore' {

29" April 1897.§
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