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' Proceedih;gs‘of the Vﬂladfds" Government, Rev?ﬁi&e Department,
. 26tk November 1869. SRR

g

*

No. 332, Read the fovlrlioyévi}i‘;g Proceedings of the Coart of Wards; dated 26th
P .  October 1869, No. 7,943 :— SRR

Read agaiﬁ Board’s Proceedings, 18th Novembef‘ 1567, No. 47,515.7

“Do. . e doo ’18th}Feh1"uary 1868, » 1,178, ‘
Do -  do. 15th 1869, 4 989
Do. | © o dos “17th April - M,,' <,y 2,613,

Read also the following ’lettcr from the Actihg Coiléctoi‘ of Tixinevelly;,to the
Acting Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated Courtallum, 15th Septemler
1869, No. 356:— - | - T

1 mave the honeur to reply to the Procegdin‘gs of the Co_u-rt‘ of Wards, dated

. 15th February and 17th April last, Nos. 989 and 2,613,

o, Tt is not mecessary here to detail the circumstance which induced the
Collector to hold the partible property pelonging to the five sons of the late
Zemindar of Urkad under ‘managemeﬁt, Mr. Puckle having already set forth his -
reasons for 0 doing in his letter, dated 14th September 1867, No. 508. ’

8. ".I‘ho enclosed vS‘é’atement A. shows the annual‘ value or incbme. of kthe

‘ partiblé lands, topes, anglipalmirahé, and the gross-value of the other partible

property, consisting of buildings, 4 and 5 per cent. Government Securities, also
the surplus money held in deposit out of the annual income derived from the
artible lands gince the Urkad Estate was taken under wardship, namely, from
Fusly 1272 (1862-03) to 1278 (1868-69), and the value of the two-fifth share of

these pro’perties due to the two surviving step—brotl}ersv of the Urkad Zemindar.

4. From paragmphs-'? and 8 of {he Collector’s letter quotéd above, the Court
S . will observe that a great portion of the
14th September 1867.  partible property, such as cattle, jewels,

. , and household furniture has, with the

concurrence of the parties interested, already been divided into five shares, two
chares having been assigned to the Zomindar end his brother, and one held in

deposit a3 being the share of the Zemindar’s deceased step-brother, and the
remaining two (the valueb.of which is exhibited in the above statcment, viz., Rupees
4,136-1-3) agsigned to-Ramalatchmi Ammal on behalf of the two minors, her sons,”

. - thos making in all Rupeos 25,858-3-3.

© -5, Thave now the hbnoﬁi‘, under Regulation V. of 1804, torequest the ganction

of the Court of Wards to“hold under management the: two-fifth share of the net

profits of the p‘roperty’ due to the 1oiodrs. . On the receipt of the Court’s instruc- |
tions I shall apply to the Civil Courts for @ decision as to the disposal of the ‘

remaining three-fifth share of the ‘partible property, a3 suggested by the Court of

Wards in the third paragraph of their Procecdings, dated 17th Aprﬂ last, No. 2,613.

6. A gencalogical tree of the family is herewith forwarded. The Zemindar's
second widow, Ramalatchmi Amisal, has two sons and two daughters, (her eldest

P Moaa
. . . . R



Proceedmrrs of the Madras Glovernment, Revenue Department,
26th November 1869. :

son havmo- died in 1864). Ramalatchxm Ammal has a w1dowed sister living

with her. The mamtenance allowance proposed in ‘the enclosed Statement B.

* amounts to Rupees 871-12-0, and 13, I thml\, fan‘ and ample for the mmors and their

famlly »
7. The minors are aged 15 and 12 years rcspcctlvely They are intelligent
lads, especially the eldest: they are making good progress in English, and are also
'7 ]earmnc' Tamil and Teluou under pnvate tuition. . I have advised their mother
" to send them to the Anglo- Vernacular School at Ambasamudram, which is a mile

T from Urkad, as tlns arranfrement will save the famﬂy the addxtmnal expense of a

-

1 pnvate teacher,

8. I beg to propose the nommatwn of Kotilinga TPevar, the maternal uncle
; of tho boys; as their guardian. IIe t&kes an mterost in them, and is qmte fitted

; for the post. .

- 9. The annual value of the pamblc lands and the interest on Government
becumtxes due as the two-ﬁfth share of the mmors amount as shown in Statement
1A, to Rupees '1 ,922-14-9 per annum From this sum ‘must be deducted Rupees
- 871-12-0, the cost of maintenance above alluded to and Rupees 172-12-9, being
_the minors’ share of the cost of a small increased establishment I propose to enter-
" tain as shown in Statement B., (the very small establishment proposed by the late

¢ Collector in pa,rao'raph 8 of his lctter, 14th Septembcr 1867, for the management
! of the partible property of the five sons bemg lnsufﬁcwnt,) leavmo 2 balance of

Rupees 878-6-0 in the minors’ favour.

é 10. I have not been able to ascertam the debts owing by, and due to, the
”mmors, their mother having reported that the accounts have becn sent to the Civil

- Courts at the instance of one of her creditors.. I shall however, address the Court

,of Wards separately on this subJec'c

11. The Zemindar and his brother have at last come forward to receive their
_two-fifth share of the divisible property ; but a division of the ‘property is a very
difficult matter unless the paxhcs mtcrested mutually agree to divide it them-
- sclves, and this arr

, Should the Court of Wards, however, be of opinion that a division
throuﬂh a Punchayet I shall be preparcd to appomt one. - -

. dissensions.
* might be effected

ancement I refrrct ‘to say, is not likely, owing to family -

-
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Praceedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenue Depar tment, o

26¢h November 1869.

Fxcrosvre No. 1

GENEALOGICAL TREE.

o

Died in 1862, _

N Y

, Zemindar of
Urkad.

Kotiiinga Setura-

yar

Wife, Vellai Am-

mal alias Sivang
- nanjaperumal
Ammal.

|

[
on, Sivan Setura-

‘Wife, Nallathai
Ammal,

Living.

|

Wife, Rama-

N

nd son, Sendrade-
saivendraJagavira

,died befor

Wife, Kantimati
. the Zemindar.

st son, Sivananan-

F

latchmi Ammal.
|
|
rd son, Sivana-

Ammal

No issue.

Y a————"

- yer.

japerumal Setura-
yer. i

~ married.

Daughter, Mina-|
chi Ammal, not

Daunghter,
Adilachmi.

,' Ammal.

panjaperumal
Seturayer,

dia Scturayer.

rama Dikvisiapan-

B3
et

‘_‘,

Died in 1864,
no wife and no

ramalinga

1st son,Muttu
Seturayer.

‘Living, 17 years'.

Living, 12 years.

“ Alive, 15 years.

‘Living, 22 years. .

issue.

Wife, Mahalachmi
. Ammal

C. T. LONGLEY,

Son, Kotilinga
Seturayer.

- Acting Collector.

(Signed)

COORTALIUN,
15th September 1860,



| Proceedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
- 26tlz November 1869.

:VENCLvOSVRES Nos. 2 end 3.-?Statements. :

~Tug Court of Wards resolve to request the. Governor in Council to authorize

them to take charge of the estate of the minor step-brothers of the Zemmdar of
Urkad. | “

Seturayer, Sendradesalvendra Jagavirarama Seturayer, and Sivanapanjaperumal

- Seturayer,and two sons by another w1fe, Vellai Ammal namely, Srvanananjaperumal |

- Seturayer (2) and Sivan Seturayer.

- 3. Ofthese, Mutturamalinga Seturayer was recognized as succeqxor bemn' the
~eldest son of the chicf wife ; but in February 1866 the High Court decrded that

Sivanananjaperumal Seturayer (2), as eldest son of the Zemindar, was heir to the
estate and to one-fifth of the partxble proPerty.

, 4, The Court of Warda then rehnqmshed the estate and their pOSIthIl as |
“guardzans, but a drﬂiculty occurred when they came to surrender the partible °

property. - The decree of the High Court that one-fifth of it should go with the
 estate was based on information before them that there were five ‘brothers; but this

was not the case, Mutturamalinga Scturayer having died a short time, previously.
When the Collector proceeded to divide the property, the Zemindar claimed one-

 fourth for himself and one-fourth for his br othcr, whilst Ramalatchmi claimed threc-'

f fifths on behalf of her two surwvm‘f sons The Civil Court refused to interfere in
any way. »

5. The Court of Wards, after consultmrr the Government Pleader, directed

that one-fifth of the property should be given over to the Zerpindar, and that the

other four-fifths should be kept. till the pmtles came to an arrangement.  Until

lately, however, the Zemindar has refused to receive his fifth, and, though he has

now consented to do so, the - dlfﬁculty of leldmrr the immoveable property is ':
~ insuperable. - When Mkr. Puckle attempted it, the partles insisted on their sharcs in -

.~ every field and building. -

6. Inthe meantime the interests of the minor sons of Ramalatchmi are suffer- |

ing. The best way outof the dificulty seems to be for the Court to take them into
- wardship and get the legal question settled at once in a regular manner.

7. The partxble property consmtq according to the Colle(,tOr s report, of the
followmo' 1tems L ;

. RS.

~Lands pavm" assessmcnt to Govcrnment 45,058
Bonds - ... 51,100
Bmldmf’s e e 1,925
Accumulation from I‘usly 1272 to Fusly 1278 4,174
'Moveables already d1v1ded 10,340

: Total... 1,12,597
8. Of tlus two-ﬁfths mdrsputably belongs to the minor sons of Ramalatchml
, and two-filths to the Zemindar and his brother. - The doubt as to the remammg

P — D S o s .

2. Govermnent wxll remember that When the late Zenundar dmd in All(rust
11862, he left three sons by Ramalatchmi, his chief wife, namely, Mutturamalmga '

B
PG
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P:oceedma's of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
26th .November 1869.

one-fifth must be solved by the Courts, and, till that is done, the whole beinrr under

the Collector’s management, the separatlon of the part due to hlS WM'JS will be a
mexe matter of account =

. 3 L - N < :
e AV”‘ A P

No. 333. ORDER 'mr:m:ow 20th November 1869 No 3 058

'stcellan_eous. b

“the Court of Wards to take charve of the

‘ . cstate of the mmor step -brothers of thev. -
Zo mmdaz of Urkal Tle req}mlte judicial authouty for the allotment to the -

minors of their legal sha.rc in the late Z“mmi ar's: pa,rtxble propsrty should be
obtained without delay ‘

(’I‘rue Extract )

(S;gned) R A DALYELL ,
" Actmg Secretary Y ) G’avemment.

'3

To the Court of Wards.
,» the Accountant-General.

Exl: A, S, Rodgers,

T[IE Government accmdmrﬂy authonze B
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 No.080, ..o T
. Proceepinas or Tae Court oF Warps, dated 1’5th February 1869. .
Dead the following letter from C. T. LONGLEY, Lay., Acting Collector of Tinueyelly, to the Act
Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated Shermadevi, 21st December 1863, No. 537 ‘

Dot f L

Tug Vakeel onbehalf of the two surviving step-brothers of the Urkad Zemindar haviug

B .o
% e

g

addressed

© a petition enclosing the Proceedings of the Civil Court, dated 1st Octoher 1868, (a translate -of

wiich aceompanies,) representing that Lis clients have already sustained a loss of Rapees 15,000 ]
from the nou-execution of the decree of the ITigh Court by the Collector, respeeting the division of

-the partible property of the family into five sharcs (as decreed by the Court), I requested the

instructions of the Civil Court as to whether the one-fifth share of the Zemindar, which he refused .
 to receive (as already intimated to the Court of Wards in Mr. Puckle’s letter of the 7th July last, -

No. 316, and to which the Court of Wards gave no definite reply,) is to be continued under the
management of the Collector, as are the remaining four shares, in accordance with the instructions
conveyed in the Proceedings of the Court of Wards, dated 18th February 1868, No. 1,178, ¢
the paxties concgrned are agreed or have obtained a decision of the Court as to the shares
int> which the entire property is to be divided.” A copy of the Proceedings received from the

- Civil Court in reply is herewith submitted, from which it will be observed that the Civil Court © -

Teaves tho disposal of this one-fifth share entirely to the Collsctor: I have now therefore the
honor to request the Court of Wards’ definite instructions on the subject. S

PRI
S—— . —

o Excrosuze No. 1, | C o
Lrocesdings of the Civil Court of Tinnevelly, dated 3rd Dacember 1868,

Rzad letter from the Acting Collector, dated 12th November 1868, No. 2,659, requesting

under the

~ Tuae Court has no further instructionsto give, The decreo is for one-fifth; if decree-holder will
not take it, the Court cannot make him, and that he refused is repeated by his Vakecl in Court,

Tha Collector of course will act as he thinks right with regard to this one-fifth; if the
decree-holder suffyrs loss. it is entirely his fault and no ena’aelea .o o o0

(True Extract.) ' .
‘ . (Signed) C. S, CIILD,
: . AL Civil Judge.
To the Collector of Tinnevelly, _ :
R (TruoCopy) - -
:  (Signed) C.T.LONGLEY, .
P Acting Coilector,
Excrosuvre No. 2,
No. 728.

T'Ex'mA:éT from the Prdceedings held in the Civil Court on the 1st October 1863, corrueponding with

17th Pirattasi of Anda 1044, before F. 8. CIIILD, Bsq., Civil Judge of Tinnevelly,
Petition No.538 of 1868 of the Zillah Court of Tinnevelly. ‘ '
tead again potition preseniod in person, on the 31st J aly last, (fled on the 5th,) by Krish
nawmi Aiyar, Pleader, in behalf of the plaintiff in Suit No. 15 of 18063 on the file of this Court,

statinee that the Court passed orders that out of the five shares in the suit, first defendant having . '

died, the plaintiff is entitled to o‘ne-fourth of the amount realised from thq de_bés dqg to the estate
dzposited in the Court instead of onc-fifth, ani praying that the Collector, Who.egrfacutes the decree
ag par Court’s precept, may be instructed also to divide and make over t(? ?l.amtxﬁ' one-fourth of
the landed property a8 be has sent orders that the Board object to such division,
The Court will not pass any order to the Collector who isAto execute the decree. If he do
pot ‘exccute the decree properly, the Court will receive complaint upon his report,
: e (True Translation.) - ‘

T " (Signed) C.SUBRAMANIA PILLAL,
. N - - Acting Nazir, for Sheristadar.
. (True Copy.) ' -
g |  (Sigaed) C.T.LONGLELY,
. e ' Acting Collector,
: ! PR /“.[f

i AL

unfil =’
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: : U\:sz the circumstances the Collector must rotain the Zemmdar 8 s‘nare . .
\ . 2. The continuance of this state of affairs,’ however, is incxpedient, and it is- to be appre-
hendel that, as alleged, the interests of the Minors, the surviving step-brothersof the Zemindar are
bﬂm" injured, It seems to the Board that the best and smnpleat course is for them to mterfcre ag -
Court of Wards, in the interests of the Minors. s ) :

¢ 3. Inthat capacity they would in the first métance assume charge of two fifths of the parti-
‘ -ble property to which the Minors are unquestionably entitled, and then apply to the Courts for a ‘ -
fdwxswn as to the disposal of the remaigder. . If the Acting Collector sees any objections to this ; ,
| - arrangement, he will state them; otherwise, he will, as soon as possible, report his concurrence inig, - ‘ | ; R )
| canl rccommcnd suitable persons as guardian and manager. Ile will at the same time report the - ‘ : L : ’
| - annual value of the partible lands and the gross value of the other parnble property, and state i - : ' ' i S
3 ‘ whethﬂr the Minors are bemg properly educated and cared for., , . - E e S S - , : L
i : True Copics a.nd Extract ’ o ' * ' o . - I R -
| A P ) t ¥ . . ' ' . No. 2, 613 o T
o - ST (Slgned) A. MACGREGOR i o , , P . } _
5 o | . e : Actmﬂ Secreta.ry L. o ROCEEDINGS OF THE CoURT OF Warns, dated 17th April 1869, A
| o - A . . I Read the followmv letter from C. T. LONGLEY Egq., Actmg Collector of Tmnevelly to the Ac-
; 7 To the Acting Collector of Tinnevelly, poi - .+ ting Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated 16th March 1869, No. 119:—
3 EEET o S i ! }3‘ _’;va‘ Ix reply to the Proceedings of the Court of Wards, No. 989, dated 15th ultims, I have the
j , : : , . : o S , oy T honor to draw your attention to the 8th paragraph of Mr. Puckle’s Ietter No. 503, dated
‘ Exd, T. Cartledge o L ‘ S ] R : dated 14th
: i edge, L > » SR ‘ - S , Do September 1867, from which the Court will perceive that no progress was made in the division of
! : : : S TR : : I - the immoveable property into five shares, owing to the opposition of the parties interostad, The ‘
! P whole of the property is in consequence now under the charge of the Collector, in accor dance with
] A the instructions of the Court, contamed in pararrraph 2 of then- Proceedmgs No. 1 178 dated 18th
! o . ; ;c Februa.ry 1868. . R s
; o : : SRR “" T 2. The survwmg ‘step-brothers of the Zemindar are unquestlonably entitled to the two-fifths
. j,.{' J JAENN 4 share of the partible property, but as no division has yet been made, I beg the _instructions of the
e { Y Court as to whether I am to assume charge of the two-fifths share of the net proﬁts of the property
: /o g T till the Civil Court pass a declaratory order in the matter, reserving the remaining three-£fths share
! ;e " P, ™5 indeposit. On the receipt of the Court’s instructions, I shall be prepared if necessary, to arrange
| ] B VLI SN AT S S R ﬁ T ‘,‘}' for placing the Minors under the Court of Wards, and to furmsh the mformatlon reqmred by the
/ : ' o r oY e Qacdda d:.‘w S’ paragrapk s :*_1.,-.".‘"7 \3’8 un‘ﬁcr rcpx‘y W e N
/ i ‘ }
o _ - L N T . o - b Tar whole of the immoveable property being in the mana«ement of the Collector, the appropri-
/ . 4‘ P . e L T R ‘ , ation of two-fifths of it for the Minors will be a mere matter of account if they ara ‘made wards,
: SRR B I B ‘ - o A f ' 2. The Collector does not scem to seo any objection to this course, and he should lose no time
S ‘ - ‘ ' " insubmitting the report on which the case may be laid before Govelnment under Regulation V, of
S ' ! ; 1804,
B T PP ! L ‘ (A. true Copy and Extra ct.) .
P R S e e o B e : , : _ (Sigued) : J. GROSE,
I T T L I : R, ‘ _ o o _ L o Sub-Secretary,
' i " T S S AR ; ‘ " To the Acting Collector of Tinnevelly, : ‘
4 : ¥ :
{ Exd: G, A, Turton,
} : ) . . ’
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e . L | - . . l\o 7’10
' ; o I’Roczxm\xcs of tHE Court or WaRDS, datcd 18th ’\'ovembcr 1867

- Read the fqllowmﬂ letter from R K. PUCKLE, Esq., Collector of Tmnevelly, to the Secretary to A
) , - r T ‘the Court of Wards, datéd Tenkasi, 14th Septcmber 1867, No. 308:=~"
; , : : . c 1. I have the honour to submit the information ealled for in Proceedmgs of the Court of
i . : . ‘ ' ; ‘Wards ‘No. 7,709, dated 25th October 186G, Do - -
. . - _ . . -+ 2. The Urkad estate was held under wardship from Fusly 1272 to May in Fusly 1275 and
% ‘ | ' Vide Mr. Wedderburm's lotter fo the 0 then made over to the present Zemindar agreeably to the -
- P o . | { (A)onrlb losf \(?)Vu.rds No. 152, dated L8ih High Court’s decree.. This decree was passed on 12th Febxuary
et T R R T SO ) ‘ prit 166 : 1866, and the Court’s late ‘ward, Muturamalinga Seturayar ‘died
o TR S Dt - a short tune previously; ha,d this then Leen known to the Judwes of the Iligh Court; their dceree
» T v w . | , mdermva.n equal p'u-txtlon of the property among the five sons of thelate Zemindar, would no doubt, '
e Q%g o ! have ordered an equul partition of the property among the four

' " Yide Section 333 of Stmugcs Hinda o
‘ / - Law and Decision of the Sydder sarvxvum sons agreeably to Hindu Law; but as the death of one

i
!

&

A
§3

-deys:
bot a0y .

£ Adaluc in Appeal No. 66 of 1855.

. ot ia Appeal No. 63 0 » of the brothers appears not to have been known, the decree was
cen taken of it to stir up dissension and trouble in the family, , |
s late ward has two surviving sous, both minors, and not content -

with the two shares of one-fourth each or Lalf of the partible property, she ﬁmms three-fifths ag
: per decree of the Iligh Court. She bas fallen into the bands of persons who will allow of; no
compromise, and cbstinately insist on nhat scems an’ utterly untenable claim; hence the delaysin
" furniching the information now given. : o
- 4. In their Proceedings, No. 3,000, dated ‘78th Apnl 1866 the Court of Wards ordered thc
" Collector to instruct the decree-holder (the present Zemindar) to apply to the Civil Court for exccu~ .
,f’ ~ tion of the deerce in due course, and to act on the Court’s precept according to law. * The decree-' ‘
5 : ‘ .. bolder: had, however, already moved the Civil Court, ‘as in Pro- )
P * Copy enclosed. - ceedings,* No. 252, dated 26th April 1866, the Collector was -
over to the decree-holder, the Zemmdary of Urkad, with the property mentianed -
f the income of the Zemindary smcn accrued also oue- ﬁfth share

¢
-7
e/

ssed, 'md a-ivutaf'e has since b
3. The wmother of the Court’
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- ingtracted to mdke
' below, together with the balance 0
".of the pamble property in accmdance with the decree.:
: , ' o . - Zemin p)opm tJ
i S-hedule. L .
Ttem No. 2.—7e cmmdar 8 palace 'md bunga]ows c :
: P Ttem No. 3 3 —Income of the Zemin for Fusly 1272, with the mcome of subscquent Fusl1e3.

g o | | . Ttem No. 4. ——-Movcable property of several religious msntutlons and chuttrums ;
. . : 1 T - Partible property. v
7 - Y Tiems Nos. 5 to 13. —Lands held by the late Zemindar in Government, vﬂla'res.

A —Income derived from the said lands. : :

} " Ttem No. 14 »
o Ttem l\o 15, ~TIncome of certain lands ma\lﬂ over by the la.te Zemmdar to lns da;uvhuer &pon L

: her marriage a3 dowry. - . AT T : o
Vo Items Nos. 17 to 33.—Gold and gilver Jewels bmss utcnsxls iron and Wooden artlcles end e

‘ . ,’ ' - . cloths, &c. _ . S
" Item No. 31.—Dcbts due to the estate o IR SRR
; . o ‘ : : Yo No. 35.—Cattle, &e. _

: ‘ o Item No. 36. —A Chavady and buxldm'v site at Urkad e
o " Item No. 31. —A house and well at, Tmnevclly ._S Co ST _

5, That ‘the mother of the deceased minor dtd not then contemplwte cla,xmm'r a three- ﬁfz/
* ghare isevident,as the Proceedings go on to mention that “her Vakeel represents that she (fohrth "
L e defendant) is the proprwtor of half of the Ayen lands, dc., inthe possession of the Collec-
+ ¢4 gor, and should this be true, the Collector is requested to pay to “the Comt out- of this, Rupee
i +¢3 081-13-G, being costs she (fourth defendant) has to pay in the suit to the decree-holder."

“The Rupecs 3,981~ 13- 6 applicd for, were remltted to thc Court from the income of the Zemm and
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i ,the Zemmdar Las to be re- -imbursed.
| . /| . 'The Sub- Collector then in charge of the District next mf rmed the Court, that ong of the
1; - ‘p:imes had died, while the appeal to the 1ligh Court was pcndmg, and requested mstruchons asto
A . |
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~ whether the property should be divided into four or five shares. In reply, the Civil Court ordered
that the property should be divided into five shares
should be divided into four shares. .
7. The mother of the deceased minor then first put forward her claim to a three-fifths share,
and refused to accept half. The Sub-Collector

» ' accordingly proceeded to divide the moveable
property into five shares, and actually distributed the cattle, ornaments, household

four-fifths to the surviving brothers, retaining a one-fifth share in deposit.
' 8. The opposition to all amicable arrangement was, however, so violent on the part of certain
advisers of the fourth defendant, that no progress was made in the division of the immoveable
pxioperty, as they insisted on their shares in every field and building, so this portion of the property
still remains undivided, and is held under management. A small establishment, costing 13 Rupees
per mensem, was entertained for its management from July 1866. -
9. In the meantime, the Civil Court having recovered an instalment of debt due to the late
Zemindar, divided it equally among the four surviving sons of the Zemindar, :
10, On hearing this, T applied to the Court to know whether th
be divided into four or five shares, but I received no definite reply,
. certain money had been paid by the Court in four shares, and that I
in dividing the rest of the property.

11.  On this, I sought an interview with the fourth defendant, and though I have ascertained

, unless the parties concerned agreed that it

e remaining property should
the Court informing me that

must do what I thought right

that she was herself willing to sce me, (as women of the Maraver caste have no scclusion, ) she was

prevented by those into whose hands she had fallen, and an absurd telegram was sent to the Board
to the effect that this lady was being forced from her retirement.

12. Finding that nothing could be gained by further delay or attempt at compromise, I have
prepared two Statements, one showing the division of the property into five, and the other into four

" shares, and will at once carry out whichever partition the Court of Wards think most desirable.
13. In their Proceedings, No. 7,709, dated 25th October 1866, the Court of Wards observe

) ) that the bonds in deposit, amounting to 79,500 Rupeeg, may pro-

.tax’d:,fé‘°%;‘;§ﬁ,i§§"‘.f{ fﬁ:hgf:,f’ﬁ} perly be transferred to the holder of the Iligh Court's decree.

 Madras, dated 1st December 1366. Since then, or on the 1st December 1866, the value of the bonds

’ in deposit has been increased to 85,300 Rupees. :

14. The Civil Judge of this District has, however, at the instance of the decree-holder, (the

present Zemindar,) already directed® the Collector to make over

the Zemin with the income derived during the period that it was

- . held in wardship to the Zemindar, with the other property exhi-
: " bited in the list attached to paragraph 4 of this letter.

15. The net income that accrued during this period ‘w.as Rupees 41,059-13-1; of this sum,
Rupees 40,867 have already been invested in bonds, leaving a balance of Rupees 192-13-1 now in
deposit. These bonds and ready money now go to the Zemindar’s share.

16. The debt due to the estate amounted to Rupees 64,826, of which Rupees 42,741-4-10

were realized while the estate was under management,
Ttem No. 34 of Schedule mentioned .

in Civil Court's Proceedings, No. 252, plusRupeés 4,006-0-9, (a, portion of the collection of t
dated 26th April 1866.

#YVide the Civil Court’s Proceedings,
26t b April 1866.;

This sum,

he Zemin
in arrears for Fusly 1271,) gives a total of Rupees 46, 747-5-7,
from which bonds to the value of Rupees 44,433 were bought at a cost of Rupees 43, 685, leavi

ng a
balance of Rupees 3,062-5-7 spent on the estate, three-fourths or four-fifths of which have now to be
. divided. '

. 17. ‘The Civil Court decreed that the debt due to the estate, and the outstanding arrears
/ : - collected prior to the assumption of the estate by the present
Zemindar, form a part of the partible property. Ilence these
bonds and ready money are now divisible into. either four or five

, shares, . ' .
18. Should the partible bonds be divided into four shares, the Zemindar's share wil] be
Rupees 11,108-4-0; should they be divided into five shares, his share will be Rupees 8,886-9.7,
and these sums, with the 40,867 Rupees that represent the income of the Zemin

( i dary, amount to
Rupees 51,975-4-0, or Rupees 49,753-9-7 respectirely, as shown in the accompanying statement,

Rupees 46,747-5-7.

utensils, &e., .
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: 19 i‘o divide th;: four‘vand five per cent. bonds fairly, I have allotted to ecach share 2 annas -

-

6-16 pics in the rupce of four per cent. bonds, and 13 annas-5'84 pics in the rupee of five per
‘16 pic

i ent., and Rupees 71,500 :

tted being Rupees 13,800 of four per cent., |

, c?g,. b;x;;is ée?te {?ﬁéﬁ“ﬁl;(’rg“ftuogiges t;e share of each person at one-fourth or one-ﬁfth,'asﬂ ‘
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involve an adjustment of portions, as shown in the accompanying Statement.

21. From the forcgoing, the Court will see that. the ITigh Court’s decision thét the partible
property should be divided into five shares was opposed to Ilindu Law, therc being but four brothers

alive at the time the decision was passed, and that the Civil Court of this Dist

into five shares and then a one-fifth share again into four shares, will involve more labour thayp g

division of the property into four shares at once,
Excrosvee No. 1. * o ;
: - " No. 252, : :
Proceedings of the Civil Court of Tinnevelly, dated the 26t} April 1866,
1. Read again Miscellancous Petition No. 198 of 188
. on behalf of Sivanananjaperumal Seturayer, the plaintiff
file of the Civil Court, praying that, withreference to the decreo of the IIi
who i3 in charge of the estate of the late Zemindar of Urkad, may be requi
the Zemindary and the moveable and immoveable pro
items 2, 8 and 4 of the Schedule appended to the plaint, and that Ry
decreed to him, may be recovered from the fourth defendant,
2. Read also Miscellaneous Petition No. 250 of 1866, pre

on behalf of the ghove Plaintiff, requesting that the one-fifth share of th i
- to him in jtems 5 to 15 and 17 to 37 of the §
hix:g through the Collector, who L

mesne profits on the Zemindary lands held by sixth defend
1275, may be recovered from the said defendant,

e "ana&,—wg,vuhuvwivh 1LY UAl ooy~ Oty 2

v w eI Dc-'mhnlur_r:—
Since accrued. He will algo place him in possession of the onc-fifth ghare of the Property men---
tioned in Schedule items 5 to 15 and 17 to 37 in accordance with the deeree, - e :

4. As fourth defendant’s V-
lands, &ec., in the Possession of Co
this be true, the Collector is requ
costs fourth defendant hag to pay

5. Notice to go to sixth de

ested to pay to this Court out of this Rupees 3,981-13-6, being
in the suit to petitioner, ‘ ’

fendant regarding mesne profits taken by him.

. L 6. Plaint* and plaintiff’s statement* ang - ecrecs® to be
eTo be’remmed.‘ "~ forwarded to Collector.
(True Extract.)
S (Signed) F. S, CIIILD,
. Civil Judge.
(True Copy.)
(Signed) R. K. PUCKLE,
: Collector.

Excroscre No, 2,

AsstrAcT.—Statement showing the number, date and amount of the four and five per cent.
- bonds divisible into four shares. | | |

: " Excrostee No, 3. . .
AssTRACT.~Statement showing the number, date and amount of the four ang five per cent.
- bonds divisible into five shares, . - .

o

, | 20 vThe bonds are all for round ﬁgureé, and the payment of cach man's share in bonds wil]

rict has Practicably
tible property into four shares. A

6, presented by Kristn.aszimy Iyer, Vakeel
in Original Suit No, 15 of 1863, on the
gh Court, the Collector,” -
red to make over to him
perty appertaining thereto, and included in

pees 3, 081-13-6, the costs

sented by Kristnasamy Iyer, Vakeel

ver to the peti'tioner the Zemindary of Urkad with the proizcrtj{

akeel represents that she is the proprictor of half of the Ayen
lector, ag described in Schedule items 5t015 and 17 to 37, should ~°
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: “deposit until the Courts pronounce distinctly upon it. . : i‘) e ] o
! B (Trne Copleﬂ and Ex Tac AL (Signed) J. GROSE,

a

~ Sub-Secretary.

To the Government Plez:?iix]'l, o enclosacas to bs :etmé d. S e / :

. the Collector of Tinnevelly. L BN o . ., R { %

v - - | = o |
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L e e - ' - S . :  ProCEEDINGS OF THE Courr or Warps, dated 18th February 1868. R

| o | ' : \ TR Read the following letter from . J. BROCKMAYN, Esq., Oficiabing Government Pleader, to the

;“-4\) P : - _ , , _ : E ; » - Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated ITigh Court-house, Madras, 21st Decembe; 1867 o
g ‘ R S A P . g No.163:—" o e T T SR TR T |
" . - ‘ ' l T have the honour to ackiowledge the ‘rt;ceipg of the'Prkiceédix{g‘s o the éom-t . Wm{g’

5\

?’ L ieson atr, ogme, | Rotedin tho margln, requesting mo to advise whether the Col- -
. o - ~ lector of Tinnevelly should distribute the property therein referred
$ : - to, being the partible property of the late Zeminda.r"pf Urkada, into fourths, or fifths. =~ f

Yo
7

:\ ; | 2 _Inreply, 1 have t1.1e honour to advise that the division of the property, until the Civil
ﬁ* R; : . Court should otherwise direct, should be into fifths. . The division by the Civil Court of certain

\ ‘ S money into fourths, referred to in the 9th parazraph Vi

; , i : araph of the letter,* -

. , & From the Colloctor of T Ny . . . . ‘ .

E“? ) © tothe \;}TSZ’?&,Z,?@({’ agg s;;?::,%ﬁ{ is not, in my opinion, of itsclf suflivient ) warrant a similar
‘ 37, No. 503, iod ia t ‘ . 1 & Sunar.
\ %}3“1-0 2 d(i)ng::b . d?df“‘f in the  division of other pr?perby, not tho subject of the Civil Court’s
e order. I cannot quite understand the circumstances under which

v

‘soTeys 0A7 JO BoIeyH

- anoy oI pwIN 3O Jépugmez oje] Jo L1redoad oy

“L9ST S0y yI8T 0T

g18% oN

» division into fourths mentioned in the Collector’s letter, nor whether such
¢ Original Suit No. 15 of 1863, in the Civil Court of Tinnevelly, or in some 7

0 .
s
*2981
Er81u779,

: + . the Civil Court made th
' ~ division.was made in th
'1o‘the:rsuit. P E R R o e R
3. Iwould ohserye that the decree of the Iigh Court in Ragular Appeal N 0. 70 of 1864,
(1Tizh Court Reports, Volume ILL, paze 73,) only dsclared the right of the plaintiff to the whole
and ono-fifth of the partihle family property. ‘Nothing appears to have been decreed as
titled. I cannot gather from the Proceedings before me under
fifths, mentioned in the seventh paragraph of the
Original Suit No. 13 of 1863, |

SINGLIEIP pInoys Ajjessunly, Jo J0390[[0) JeqieyM
0} 5% 001ApY 8,15pve ] JuemuiaA0y) Sunsenbayy ‘

“IONTAZY 20 CIVOY AR 40 FONITRIIONJ

- i N / _ . . } : Zsmindary,
: P , _ : : - ‘ v to the shares of tho other parties en
L T ’ ‘ . I ~ what orders the distribution of the remaining four-
; e 2NN R ) _ _ N ,  Collector’s letter, took place. It may be thas the plaintiff, in

| : : AU o B " mayassert a claimtoa share of the one-fifth portion to which the dacaased minor, Mootooramalinga
’ . . ~, . ‘ Seturayar, might have become entitled of the partible property, had he Tived. . Without the
concurreacs, therefore, of all the partics interested, it would not, in my opinion, be safe to divide
the partible property in any other shares than those indicated by the ITigh Court in’ its decree

* on Regular Appeal No. 70 of 1864,
4. Thetwo enclosures, Which a

R s
4
\
i
*

k:companied the Proceedings abo_#e noted, are herewith retarned.

1. Communicated tb the Colloctor of Tinneveﬁy. v ' L co ,
‘9. The Board consider that the only safe course is for the Collector to make over the fth of

the partible property which has been awq,rded to the Zemindar by decree of Court, and to kecp
4horest in deposit until the claimants are p,grced or have obtained a decision of the Courts as to the

 ghares into which it is to be divided. - , '
| (A trae Copy and Extract.) | IR | .
| : " (Signed) J. GROSE, =
B © Sub-Secretary.

To the Collector of Tinnovelly.
Copy to the Officiating Government Pleader.

i +vred T Wright.
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PROCZEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF Revayuz, . ! =~
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ST No. 1,178:

L " Gommunicating to Celleotor of Tinnevelly lot= . -
. *© ter from Govornment Pleader, wa:..m asto : -
. 4 distribution of property laft by late Zemiodar nm. < v
L - i Qorkad estate, beuween his sons. :
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