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Proceedings of the Madra

s Government, Revenuz Depariment,
1st April 1874.

No. 36.  Read the following Proceedings of the Court of Wards, dated 6th y

Read tho following letter from W. McQUHAE, Esq., Collector of Madura, t
J. GROSE, Esq., Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated Madura,
5th February 1874, No. 18 :—

Wirm reference to paragraph 2

with the Board’s Miscellancous No. 36

March 1874, No. 501 :—

[

of the L

aw Oficer’s op'x‘uion:"ebmmuniaat_ed ‘
), dated 20th January 1874, I have the
honour to report that the sum of Rupses 2,750-1-2 spent in the Ramaswaram

appeal may, in my opiaion, bo treated as a lezal charge on the estate.

of the money.

" BuswrrTep to Government with reference to paragraph 2 of the Law Officer™
. 0., dated 13th January 1874, No. 45. :
Wards ageoo- with: the Collector that the sum n

may be cons

opinion rotorded in G
7‘,‘&(&;;_ " ' , iy o Doashs ML 0

ln«?‘ T

idered as

chargea;ﬁle" to the'

an ancient right and dignity of the Zemindar.

Osper TrEmgow, 1st April 1874, No, 422.

: Tue Government concur with the
Court of Wards in the view expressed
by them in paragraph 2 of these Pro-

ceedings.

(Tzue Extract.)

No. 37.
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' (Signed) _C.G. MASTER,
Acting Secrelary to Government.

s

9 In that suit the Zemindar claimod a right to nominate the Pandaram of

the great temple at Ramaswaram on the ground that such right had been from
¢¥ns immemorial annexed to the title of Sethoopathy, which goes with the Ram-
nad Estate. It sedms to bo for the interest of the estate that all ancient dignities
aad privileges belonging to it should be maintained, if possible.

3. The fands were not taken from the revenues of the Ramaswaram Templs,
but from those of other temples. There was therefore clearly a misappropriation

Ramnad Estate, as expended in mermng‘
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