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im Proceedihga Of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
: . 24¢th July 1868.

No. 424,  Read the follbwing Proceedings of the Court of Wards, dated 7th
| July 1868, No. 4,976 :— |

Read the following letter'fi:om thie Collector of Tinnevelly, to the Acting Secretary
to the Court of Wards, dated 7th May 1868, No. 217. ;

1. Ihave the honor to forward, herewith, a copy of a Judgment of the 01v11
"Court of this district, deciding the right

Prgetggiil%:h?aﬁ:r?ofgyff Wards, No. 281, ¢ syccession to the Maniachi Zemin-

9. The Court of Wards are aware of the dissensions and intrigues that have
‘ : helped to ruin the Maniachi family, and
; V;%% g.ollectorr 8 letter, No 140, dateé ?thM&rch will ot be surprised to hear that though, -
as the Court’s Agent, I was included
~as a defendant in the suit, the other defendants would not make common cause

4 with me, either by acquainting me with their line of defence, or by taking opinion
; from me. : _ s :

:f' t - 3. From the first there was no chance of a successful defence, as the High
£ i | Court had ruled that a y B¢ t
| g s 12th February 1866. el at a younger son had

no claim to succession, unless he was the

|  gon of a first wife, or unless the custom of the family permitted a departure from

) Hindu law.  The Court’s ward, in the present instance, was a younger son, (itis .
' ‘disputed whether he is the son of a fourth or fifth wife,) and seeing that the late
Zemindar and the late Zemindar’s father had held the Zemindary for eighty-five |
years without the alleged peculiar custom of succession oceurring, no living man
could prove that this custom ever exjsted. ‘

R 4. The eldest son, Subramania Pandia Chockatalavar, the son of Shanmuga- :
' ' vadiva Talavachi, (the widow who has striven throughout to uphold the right and
expose the malpractices that took place on the death of the late Zemindar,) is now
declared to be the heir, and I beg to solicit the Court of Ward’s recognition of
him, and their approval of the following arrangements to save his estate from

ruin :— i i
5. The Court of Wards have sanctioned my apportionment of Peshcush on
' ’ two divisions ef the estate, with the view
s it 18'68" kbt of these divisions being sold by the Civil
gg’“ﬁi‘;’i‘ch" Court of this district, pursuant to Decrees
j in Suits Nos. 9 of 1865 and 14.of 1866,

and Miscellancous Petition No. 251 of 1865, for debts amounting to Rupees
1,03,396. The debts of the estate aggregate 1,72,576 Rupees, and the surplus
income* is not sufficient to pay the
& interest of the money. It is not neces-
sary, however, that any integral portion of the estate should be sacrificed to free
the remainder from debt, and I have ‘gccordingly moved the Civil Court to defer

" the sale, pending the approval of the Court of Wards of my plan for raising the
money without injury to the estate. A

» 17,401 Rupees last Fusly.

A




Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
24¢th July 1868, "

6. Instead of selling the Karakurichi and Perurani divisions, which are close

The aggregate assessment of these two villages is to Maniachi itself, the outlying villages

2,729 Rupees, which, at twenty years purchase, of Mulleiseval and Ramanadapuram, in
would amount to 54,580 Rupees, but I have the Y Sl . U
framed my estimate of assets low throughout elayirampannei division, some

on purpose. thirty miles distant, might be sold to

advantage, and their sale will realize

40,000 Rupees. This is the only territorial loss that the Zemindary need sustain,

and getting rid of these villages will be rather a gain than aloss, as they are too far
off to be managed, and the Zemindar gets little from them.

7. The Zemindar holds puttahs

%lle;f'gg‘ll‘;‘flk‘d' for lands in three Government villages,
+ Marudsntavo: and the sale of these lands and the
palmirahs on them will realize 7,000

Rupees.

8. There are 627 acres of home-farm dry lands which cannot be managed to
advantage when the estate is under wardship, and even at other times the arrange-
ment of an annual rent with the cultiva-
tors gives rise to endless disputes and
confusion ; the sale of the Zemindar’s
right of farming these lands himself, and
the concession of puttahs to the actual cultivators, will realize 30,000 Rupees.*

9. The conversion of waram or grain rent on 536 acres of wetland to a fixed
money rent, and declaring the occu-
pancy of the tenants permanent, will

realize another 30,000 Rupees.
10. There are 80,000 palmirahs scattered about the fields in twos and threes,

tens and twenties. These are now

At 50 Rupees an acre.

* The Tirukurungndi Talavar offers to pay this
amount.

At 35 Rupees an acre under rain-fed tanks, and
300 Rupees an acre under channels.

(I)\I;XtO\:tu divided into three classes, assessed at
Paruvam. 14, 5, and 9 Pies each, average 5 Pies

each ; the sale of this assessment at 15
-years purchase, or at 6 Annas a-tree, will realize 30,000 Rupees.

11. The total peshcush of the Zemin is now 9,925 Rupees, and the dry land

assessment is 24,138 Rupees ; this assess- ,

Thﬁ‘f Ozz‘: ﬁsﬁfﬂenagg 6t’he £emis “:Gaﬂsaflt’f:i ment is thus rather high, and might well
‘ timgs the pesh:ugh_ i i “ bereduced bytwo Annas in the Rupee,

: or by 12} per cent. all round. In my
preéent position I could easily demark the villages, prepare land registers, settle
disputes, and lower the assessment ; and in the matter of puttahs, accounts, recog-
nition- of occupancy &e., put this Zemindary as far in advance of the other
Zemindaries of the district as it is now behind them. The tenants will pay for this
reduction at the rate of 10 years purchase, or 11 Rupee for each two Annas of rent
remitted, or 80,000 Rupees for 3,000 Rupees remitted. This will not be lost to
the estate, as the better position of the tenants will induce them to extend cultiva-
tion by taking up the waste, of which there is a large extent that will be laid out

in convenient blocks, and all be recorded in detail as usual in_the Settlement

Registers.

—————————Ty

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
24¢h July 1868. ‘

19. We can thus raise 1,67,000 Rupees from the estate, not only without
injury ;o it. but very greatly to its advantage. The ryots who have been consulted
e‘lm much,pleased with the prospect before them, and both landlord and tenants
:re likely to benefit largely by the abolition of anomalies and by the settlement of
jous disputes. e
Vexatllguﬂ 'Ith‘le)zre is another reason why the Karakurichi division should not be sold
; ~ just now. The northern channel from
Kolayankarisel, Scervakarenmadam, and Nalla 4o projected anicut at S’orivycyntam
putey will pass through three of the villages,
d irrigate 1,000 acres ; the area irrigated will then be worth 100 or 200 Rupees
an : gbut is,har dly worth having now, being pearly all blown :a.;a.nd, A. purchaser
i B‘crt', 1 is not likely to pay the real value of this on the possxbl{e contingency of
a‘:a::ilzgmit in;igated some day, and thus it is greatly to the interest of the estate to
¥ ‘ L

: i] unsold. |
reta11114th88$v;1;af§: estate is freed from debt, I will submit a revised scale of- the

cstablishment and maintenance required by the family.

In the Civil Court of Tinnevelly, Original Suit No. 25 of 1866.

Preepnt.—F. 8. CHILD, Esq., Civil Judge. s
Plaihtiﬁa; versus. Defendants.
yh Subra.mm;ia Pandia Chockatalavar. 1. Chockatalavar.

and guardian Shanmugavadiva 2. His mother and guardian, Rama Talavachi.

3. Hismother 3. Kathana ‘Tala‘va.chi, Patta Stri, or first

el wife of deceased Zemindar of Maniachi.
4 Mr. Puckle, or Collector of the district,
| ‘ and Agent of Court of Wards.
This is @ suit broﬁg‘ht to recover from the first and second defendants the Zemindary of
is 1 suit ‘

om the third defendant, certain personal property and jewels,‘ &c., of the late
dar, valued at ‘itupees 8 808-7-0, as woll as certain Punnai land and houses improperly taken
Zemin , ¥ il Al

- by the third defendant. ‘ - |
Posse;:on b:mntZemindar first defendant, being 2 minor under the Court of Wards, the Collector,
e pr 4em] y (

‘ £ Wards, is included as defendant. | 5
i Age‘nt = thedf :‘:;th: piﬁintiﬁ‘s’ claim to the Zemindary, 48 alleged in the ?la:int, are, ﬁhat the first
i 'I"hc‘gl‘f;:m ldest son of the deceased Zemindar by his mother, second plaintiff, who was the fourth
ﬂ’mnhﬂ' o (:h first defendant 18 a younger son of deceased by his mother, second defendant, the
g ?’here” ! "d deceased. In the written statement of the second defendant, the m‘f"’hﬂr and
i ‘?fe il ﬁﬂ; it is “a.sscrted that first defendant is the rightful heir of his fa.ther, 13951{1\1(:.11
p i o: theseﬁzn:i‘defeﬁdant, is the fourth wife of the deceased, whereas the mothgr‘ of pla..m?ﬁ' :
?s his mot :f;h ifo : that the practice in this Zemindary i8 for the 'esfiate to descend by sem;zt,y
is OI}IY the t: ‘:;m‘-it‘y of birth ; and that the question had, at the time of .tka late Zemin : m‘;
' mothers, ?1;1 iol:lsidere‘d by the revenue authorities, who had, after due cot.mderahm, recogni
death, bee:;mt Zs‘:‘the heir to the Zemindar, and held the estate in trnstvfo‘r him. . S
first def_en‘ defendant, in her gtatement, denies possession of the property mgnhmed. in Sch s
of lfihnf dthag?n, mc;veablés, and the right of piaiuti‘gs‘ to recover ﬁ*om‘her th‘e‘Punnsx lands an
ho::ses i;x her ‘possemion given in Sgheflule, column 8. e gWa e
" In his written statement, the Collector, fourth defendant, states : < Ry h; iy
late Zemindar just before his death wrote to the Collector declaring who was his heir, _

declared in favor of first defendant.



Proceedmgs of the Madras Grmernment Revenue Department
24 July 1868.

That on his death the question of right to succession was fully consxdered, and the first defend-
- ant recagmzed by the Government as the heir.

That in letters written to Collector in 1849, deceasad statod the custom of his family to mhent
by semonty of mother and not by pnonty of birth, and. supports the statement of the second defend-
‘ _Meeond. defendant being the fourtgh a.nd aeoon& plhnhﬁ‘ the fifth wife, and not fifth and
| fonrth aa n.lleged in the pla.mt ”mm» o
Rl Atthe ﬂ.rst hearmg, certaur points were eong("}ered on both axdes as beyond dmpnte—
lst.—-wThat ths pla.mtxﬂ’ 13 M:i%; "

: ‘2n<1;—~'1'hat the Patta Stm or ﬁmﬁ.ﬁ vife h
weregwen'—-;. ‘ AR L

Is there any custom in this family wh.mh‘will
m‘ ﬁhe ('Im'kad succession: ca,se (High Court 70 of 1864 _

%
g
|
b
!

. ;; swo“ d pla mw’ o Zemnn&wr m&w}m gua.rdmn, antlaﬁed to recover pos-
39 sl 8! m neatl“ H"y‘”“_“thel’mlnai landswas allewed

nﬁya of lns mdther and the mother of the first defendant .
as &istmetly laid down that the Bmdu lam: ﬂavedﬁhe property
anvalcier mfe tmder auch ci‘j_ 1 8 2

on @he death of hu fmther Chock&talamr m Avm&ao 20 m‘ ﬁwentythme years bwk he‘

1

ty yoars before that Ohocﬁata.lavm- had

Pwh illay, who had but(onemfe 80, thaﬁ to get ad; the alleged msto% mw necessary to
ed at some anocessxons prior to ttx! last four suecwiom, pranowio the present

te ﬁ‘ﬁ?m entmly unable togwe
alavar, or mher tha Pﬂlag
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