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Pmr.nmes oF THE Coum' oF Wum, dated 24th January 1878.
Read the ioﬂowmg papers :—

From 1. 8. THOMAS; Esq., Colleetm‘ of Tanjore, to H. E. STOKES Esq.,
Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated?.gnd December 1877, No. 4, 244,

T mave the honor to reyapt as fnﬂows ing the Kulikarai Estate in the
‘Nannilam Taluq, and to recommend that sy ‘taken under Court’s J?wagament-
The Sub-Collector’s letters, Nos. 77 and 603, dated 20th October 1870 and 25th
August 1877 mpectwely, are enclosed ; :

s estate I fly this. Intheyear 18 :
: e proprietor of this estate, di lssuelesa- Hlﬂ wife
ﬂxe sele pmpnem of the estate and was also held s0 as against
r Adalat Court’s J udgment of 1853. Subleq :
mal presented a petition to the Tal
ushand, shalmda&opted one Ala sund
 ; that lhehl.dmdehm_ eritor (U7

' who, presumably on her
hualuml’s brather’s son Thiagaraja Moodelly
- consent) was executed by the widow in
land” Was regim:ed in the widow’s na
~ the M oi f.he whole estate stmds as




the whole o
Wiole estate may be placed undor thiec “y]:::a;'thg &:::fo:ewrequést oy
g it P of Wards,
5 Statement it wi]] be seen that the value of the total

: © 18 Rupees 529 .
Ouses und g ; 12z, and besid : -
due tg the estate 8 Rupeos ;‘Zg{l’ﬁ, warth in ’nll Rupemeg, tzt{l)% lan 'I}halrcady spec:iﬁ%(:
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4. Maiters seem o have gone oun smoothly up to the commencement of the ent year.
The natural father of the Minor Thiagaraja Moodelly is dead, and Chokka: paMoogelly, krother
of Arunachells Moodelly, Alagasundra Moodelly, and Kalianasundra Moodeliy,seems to have acted
as the Minor’s Guardian. A petition was presented in this office on the st February 1876, in
which it was stated that Chokkappa Moodelly managed the Minor’s estate with respect to Govern-
ment matters, and the adoptive mother of the Minor with respeot to all other affairs, and that
Chokkappa Moodelly was unwillinﬁlm contivue @hls arrangoment any longer and the whole
management might be entrusted 1o Murngathalanni wbo was willing to aceeptit. On this petition
being referred to the Tahsildar, Chokkappa Moodelly gave a written statement that he was again
managing the affairs of the State as before. He appears to me to be the czuse of the misunder-
standing. He is now on the side of Chokkammal and supports her statement that Alegasundra
Moodelly was never adopted by her, and says she managed all the affairs of the estate aud he
looked after sych work ae had to be done at Catcherry. Ui[m last fasli bonds were, for the
most part, taken in the.uame of the Minor &m'i of Chokkuppa Moodelly as guardian of the Minor

- and some were taken in Chokkammal'sname.” In the leases exeeuted for Fasli 1286 the Minor’s
name fiuds no place re | - .
Beveral of the tenants and village officers in the estate assert that Chokkammal had the chiof
managoment ; but their statements cannot be entirely credited, because I fear Chokkappa Moocdelly
has sufficient influence over them to make them speak to suit him. Chokkappa Moodelly has
very likely some ulterior object in view, but what it is is not at present apparent.

5. The adoption of Alagasundra Moodelly is no doubt, invalid, but it is vain on the part of
Chokkammal and Chokkappa Moodelly to coms forward now and deny arrangements hich e
documentary evidence shows plaiuly were made and scted upon up to the time of the disagree-
ment. The Minor is said to be in his fourteenth year, and as he has no one qualified to look after
his interests, I think the prayer of the petition under reference should be complied with and the
land entered in the putta in the Minor's name taken oharge of by the Court of Wards,

6. 'The Tahsildar’s report, with enclosures, is herewith forwarded, and it is requested the

__—moy be returned when done with. =, s ¢

(True Copy.) -
(Signed) Y. ALAGASINGARI,
for Collector.

Excrosvee No. 2.

From A. CRUICKSHANK, Esq., Acting Sub-Collector, to the Acting Colleotor of” Tanjore, .

dated Negapatam, 25th August 1877, No. 603,

and all are in the name of Chokkammal, the wife of Arunachells Moodslly

Wire referohes to your latter of the 2nd December 1876, No. 4,481, I have the honor to
forward, herewith, & stalement furnishing informstion on the several points noted in the above

for3 V. 18 M, 764, K., Muragathalanni one for 19 V.
mmoﬁfhm{?“'m : ':"1 ,‘4""\. 2?.%&; mg&‘ N AD
* 3, If Chokksmmal and the adoptive mother of the reta

and en]'oy_ﬁoza_lm f the lsods for which puttas n nemes,

therefrom will be insufficient in the case of Chokkamma 100, A0

sufficient in the eass of the Minor’s adoptive mother. me from the lands

name of Chokkammal is Rupees 400, of which ehe has 1o pay Rupees 176 os assessmont to
- Qovernment, while that of those in the name of Murngathalan ﬂ-hmu,l;sﬁ?, of which she has -

to pay Rupees 780 as assessment. 1f they are deprived of these ls they must bs mainiained

from the income of the estate. The Tahsildar first propased n sum of Rupees 936 per annum

for both and then Rupees 704. T think if each is allowed Rupees 35 per mensem it will be
{ Should they be allowed to retain the lands, it will Lo necessary to supplement Chok-

'+ Yatmmal's income therefrom go.as to bring it up 1o Rupees 35 a-month.
i 4. As to the Minor himself, Rupees 1,000 per annuwm will bo reguired for his maintenance
AR e A S e ‘ A e
, 5. As resards the Chutbrum, I think it should be loftas it is. The Tahsildar submitted
| at fust 8 statement showing tho expenditure to be mades on acoonw ‘of it. Heputs it down at
B o177 b income from the lands set apart for its support is Rupoes 2,217,
| and out of this amount Rupees 1,119 have o be paid on ascount of asse:
upass 1,098 Lot fo the giving of food and the maiaianiog of thochouley snd. s esablsh
' ment. In my opimon ‘the
e hould by given from th estste.

»

1,119 have to be paid on ascount of assessment, 5o that thero are
“expenditure should not be allowed to exceed the income sud no
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M ﬁuﬁoﬂowmg lotter from F. E. SPMCEE, Esq . A_g{l > Head ‘Agmatant
: leotor in charge Sub-Collector’s Offics, to H. J. STORI‘q Eaq., Aﬁtlug

lector, of, Tanjore, dated Toujore, 13th November 1578, No. Th

. Iy rep ‘x to your endorsement, No. 431, of the 14th February last, on the }?meeed-
ings of the Clour{ of Wards, No. 218, dated| 24¢h Junuary 1875, 1 hayoithy honor fo
.
wta Sib-Collsctor, 1 ‘\Ir. Cruickshank, tned his best to effect & cxvhgmnﬂe, blli
uocess ﬂOhokkammul refuscd to eome to any reasonakle forms.
ok! g las beem the sule wmagmg
¢ of the tamdy becaase her posmon,m considg@ation of her age and mhtmnshlp
inal proprietor, commangded respest. 7
er repudiation of the adoption and deniaf o Minor's title W t;ha estae
ﬁé latter's vicious habits. :
t the same tine I would observe that - way in whmh the Minor's
state could be sucoessfnhy mpg?“d . b ing the adoption
sdophVe father . dgﬂ by ( al's inta husband,

rtios, be continued in the hands of Chokd
that the Mmor belett to eetabluh ;

Ho. 4,2}48 e
 to ﬁm Court of Wards mﬂl zeferenee to ﬂmr I’moeedmgn No.
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