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DENZIL IBBETSON, EsQ., CS.1,
Secyetary to the Government of India,

ToO

»
SN0,

M ¢

¢
wn

V]
Q
g |
(4]
o
P
3

<

4
-+
O
cr
~

he Government of Madréas.

FURTHER PAPERS:

G.0. No. Department. Date. Lt | ' N

- 1

| Simle. ; [ S
| Department of Revenue , Lhe 4 June icS’Q M
| and Agriculture.
1 Land -Revenue.
1 SIR, ; .
T am directed %O scknowledge the receipt
. \
F of your letter No. 313 dated the 11th May 1897 &nd
'R WA Saead : enclosure requesting theat the conditions laid down
i | A
\ | _
\ in my letter No. 4159 dated the 4th November 1896
- 6g & preliminary to legislation to relieve the Rajah
! “. .
of Karvetnagal may , for the reasons stated,be somewhat
relaxed and that sanction may pe given tO the intro-~
B . (| 1 dquction of & special Bill guthorising the wquittblm
e A gettlement of the claims against the estate.
2. The (Fovernment of Tndia fully sympathise
with the views of the Government of Madras as to
3 . o » ; ‘l" 2 ] o~ . a8 R T 1%
- . - . 5, the importance of saving,if pOSSJUL?,LﬂH gstates
of land Owners of the class tO which the Rajah of
- \
o Karvetnagar belongs. They regret however that they

are still anable to consent to set wholly aside the

regulurly constituted judicial machinery,and to

gubgtituvte for it a summary jurisdiction in the

interests of a single estate.

LR



v I am however to invite & reference to th

e

correspondence connected with the proposed amendment of the

™

Court of Wards Act,and espﬂﬁially to Chapter IV of the

Draft Bill for the North f rorwarded with my Demi-Official
4 letter No. 895 dated 24th April
Western Provinces and Oudh. 1897. 177500 . 34
- -'w;/"/l _V‘/( "-, 7/ %
3
« s I e MY ¥ 4 & ‘he i ; L"f l
It appears to the Government of India that similar provisions %:;

which do not- at present find a place in the Court of Werds

Bill that has been drafted by the Government of Madras,would
: B < o ~ o4 1 2P ] il P . - 2
in great fmgsure meet the difficulties mentioned in paragraph
13 of your letter of 21st September 1896,and T am to suggest
he A Y : (Y, : o ar
that the Governor in Council might ing~w't 80m gychn provisions
in the Madras Court of Wardg-Bill and take act,, under the
Act when passed, in the/case of the Karvetnagaruqtatp
4. It is hrue that,under a Court of Wards A

= P it iACt,lf the
creditors will not consent to a reasonable adjustm £

\nt of their

claims a suit for the settlement of accounts becomed
l.ccessary.

\Ruld be
"
amicably effected in the great majority of cases as SOQR

But the Government of India believe that adjustment

18

the creditors saw that the Government had taken the mattf%‘
-
determinedly in hend. And even though action under Section E

320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot,for the reasons

explained in paragraph 6 of your letter lNo. 480 dated 21st
September 1896,be taken in the local area in question yet
it is probable that no court would insist on sals when an :
application had been made under Section 326,s0 long as big suitsgn

remained unsettled and there was & chance of relieving the

estate. “'

s It seems then,that menagement by the Court of Wards

would substantially fulfill the conditions,as stated in parg -

graph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896, upon which \

Messrs. Mackenzie Lyall and Company &re prepared to finance T LV

e management. I am to request therefore that,the suggestions

th o (S13] '
i

N
now

‘ Ne

now made may be taken into consideration by the Madras

Government as it appears to the Government of India that
in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what

they,no less than the Government of Madras,regard as &

most desirable end.

I have the honour to be,
DT,

Your most obedient servant,

' gZ7h¢f7LA/%QQ405;°i;

Secretary.
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2 Mis. No. 8065; RevenuvE, 16ma June 1897,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., C8.I, Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, datec
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 - P , dated

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 813, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid do’wn in m
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation t)(:
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of g special Bill authoriz‘ing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. :

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land.
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs, They regret
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the reuu]i‘] 4
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it g summary jurisdi?;tion .?n
the interests of a single estate. i

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspond
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and elgpeciill]]c; ’f(()) I:ﬁ:;ii(}
* Forwarded with my demi-official Iletter %)V Of-th.e,d mﬂ;lBl-“ for t}‘leNorth'“’eSter“

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, rovmpes and Oudh, ,It appears to

. . the Government of India that similap,
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in (paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896. and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provi.,sions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. 4

4. It is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors wil] not consent
to'a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts

. ‘reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No, 480, dated 21st September

896, be taken in the local area 1n question, yet it is probable that no court would

‘ist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
‘suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the esiate.

%, It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

¢ conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,

ich Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-

um to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken

%

-y

‘

‘4'31-""

ENN

B

A A A AR A A

Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, 16ta Juse 1897. 3
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

OrpeEr—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897,

Communicated to the Board of Revenue. :

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should ‘be

amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of dec.rees. _'llne

Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the_ draft Bill remltteq

to it for further comsideration in the light of the observations of the Government of

India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

» AW

T B

$xd. J. H enricus.

60 Copies.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS

REVENUE I
EVENUE DEPARTMENT

Reap—the f s
5 ollowin :
the G(;\verflxigtfé roffrlongl-Dl‘:lTZIL IBBETSON, Es .
t}_ne Secretary to the (]-‘;oxl/ll;’. Department of R(;Vénuzq"’ CElyiDeoratary to
Simla, the 4th June 1 8(,7L1§2‘Ci‘£z(§f Madras, Re\'enugli()l Agriculture, to
LAUE 091932 = epartn\cnt, dat
< ed

I am directed
to ack

11th Ma ed to acknowledge tk .
May 1897, and er ge the receipt of y
letlf:,er No. 4159,’ dated lt(i}:s::ﬁ’gequesﬁ“g t}l:at thgosg (liqt?er No. 313, dated t]
-rl(;n&eZ}?a:;he Raja of Karvetnagar gl‘:mlf)er 1896, as a pl'leﬁfxl]({ns laid down in mle
£ | sanction may b 2 Y, 10r the l‘easb : nary to legislati ,
the equitable settleme)x;t 06; {tglllgtzll i the il’ltroductioxil Sobfw;cd’ b“f Sl"mlew}t;at rell(:l;:i

laims against the special Bill 5

> estate. authorizing

. e e i e d

3. Iam,l e
with the Prol’)ols(;v(;'eav;gnt(fn;;‘:;te fa TEiercrice 0 Sheszacent
e . of the Court of Wards Act cgflfiezpond,ence connected
No. 895, dated 24thyA;i?{ni'g%f$°i“l it go(f'the dratt 1l f":l':ﬁglg?rftlto‘:’lmpm
P : : inces and Oudh.* 1- Western
provisions wh of 1
bas boen draft:accilb()lroﬂlneoa ;;1; p‘resent find athpe]a(j: viintllmelét of Indi;.t ﬂi)l;)g)e;z}rs. 2
(lllﬂlcultles mentioned in Pa:‘%;gment 4§ Mactas, won it 151 gl Biﬁmtll]ar
1 am to suggest that the (;‘rovecraph_ 13 of your letter of 2a1 i R bs
in the Madras Court of Wardsr]g?ﬁ in Council might ins st September 1896 e
tho oase of the Karvetnagar esta}ce and take actio?x unde;: l;th: Ozlcet Su}ijlx Provi;iaolrl\(:;
3 : it when passed, in

4, Tt is true th
e that, under a
":)O a reasonablo adjustment of Som of Wards Act, if the credi
1ocorn_es necessary. But the G 1eir claims a suit te e 1) creditors will not co
be il Sai Rt i s T At e
e Government had ajority of case nat adjustmer 3
though action und ad taken the s as soon as tl ent would
nder section 32 matter determinedly i 16 creditors
reasons explained in 320 of the Civil P inedly in hand i b
N aragrs ro . Any 5
111?9(1, be tuken in th‘eploczél’rl;féla i6n of your letter Noceigge g 0;1 ?] cannot, nf((l)re\tin
isist on sale when wrea in question, yet it i . 480, dated 21st &
big suits remained uZ:e'Sc{)p&mauon had bce’n}nfag is probable that no c? epte11,ber
ed and there was a chancee u?delr section 326 :; t1 e
of relieving th : ong as
<) e estate. A

5. It seems the
n that ma
fulfil the conditions, as stat?(iu']agement by the Court of Ward
upon which Messrs. Macker n paragraph 9 of your lett ards would substantiall
ment. I am to request tk::;zu}’ Lyall & Co. are prepar e(‘i of 21st September 1&?96
, therefore, that the suggestion: n;;; f}zlftlnce the nlanao‘e:
ade may be tal‘iD
en

\ : g India that
: the Governk- At of Madras, Tegar

,‘»,.,.A»A»,\,-MM,V\M-»,/,.,‘,,vw-,,w . IPPOS . e

\ e
ot | Mis. No. 3065, Revesug, 1618 JUNE 1897.
9% e e
A { into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Governmert of
in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
d as a most desirable end.

)
)
nue, dated 16th June 1897.

(‘; OrpEr—Mis. No. 3065, Reve
‘ Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
2. Government is anxious that the Court. of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar samindari 18 sold 1n oxccution of decrees. The
18 rcquested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
] ht of the observations of the Government 0
d d to.state when

Board of
to it for further consideration in the hg
i No. 367, ated 20th May 1897, an

India commumcated with G.O-,

its report may e expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,

Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Rovenue).

£xd. T Tl onricus.
.

40 Copies:
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2 Mis.: No.v3065, Revesue, 16ta Juse 1897.

P A i

CONFIDENTIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate. : ‘

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

: - bt IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Forwarded with my demi-official letter Proyinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No, 805, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India that similar
rovisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
Eas been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken’

S 14 A AR AT A A A PG e
i A ~ A A e o s

et Aty T AN S

Mis. No. 3065, Revesug, 16ta Juxe 1897. 3

—

gt

- to consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Governmcnf of
i?xdia that in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

OrpEr—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue. :
9 (Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be

i : is sold in execution of decrees. The
the Karvetnagar zamindari 18 sold in execu ; .
?572::1(;] i)% l{ggziue i8 requesteg to expedite 1ts remarks t(?n thef %raf(t; Bill rermi:ttedE
i ion 1 i lie observations of the Government o
1 further consideration in the light of t ‘ . :
i?l(ﬁ:: (él(‘)n?municated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,

Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenus).

Exd. J. T1 enricus.

60 Copies.
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2 , Mi1s. No. 3065, Revesue, 16t Juxe 1897.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT,

—— e e e e a

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Egq., c.s.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :— ,

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Ranl of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of g special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. : d

2. The Government of .India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They. rogret
however, (tlhz_xt quylare s}:lll unable to consent to set wholly aside the regu]f:r]y,
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it g ey deaah i
the interests of a single estate. : Summary jurisdiction in

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent
3 correspond

with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and eI:peci(.;I]l]c)i3 f: 21111:;12(1]:
* Forwarded with my demi-official letter g of the draft Bill for the North-Western
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, s ey and Oudh.* It appears to
5 3 ‘ overnment of India that similar
provisions w}uch do not‘ at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
hfls' beep dratte@ by th? Government of Madras, would in g great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 915t September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the (zovernf)r m Council might ingert some such rovi:sion
in the Madras C‘gurt of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when p d e
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. en passed, 1n

421 1a beusthas Bndef o Ofuit of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent

-

to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a sujt for t

‘that the Government had taken the matter determs g

Shouh s o seton 5 f - iy T hawd. A ovn
ki explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No, 480, dated 21st September
189Q't, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no couth would
insist,on sale when an application had been made under section 826, o long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate. :

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards Id sub i
‘ ns . tantiall
fulfil the _X{OHdlthﬂS, as stated in paragraph 9 of vour letter of 21‘;:’{:0.‘;‘16ptsel:nlsxﬁ'nllSaQ6y
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co, are prepared to finance the manage:
ment. I aw to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken

A N R A A A e P AN A A A A N A N AN A
o ok A

Mis. No. 3065, Revenve, 16ta Juone 1897. 3

into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue. :
9. Government is anxious that the Courf of Wards Regulation should ‘be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
%o it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.O., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue),

:

#xd. J. 1 enricus.
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i into consideration I?y the Mgdms G‘overnment as it appears tlo‘ theil Groven]?n}(‘mfl ‘oi

India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

|
-

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
9. Government is anxious that the Courf of _Wards R_egulalti(m should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari .is sold in execution otmdec_rees. .'l‘he
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite 1ts remarks on the dratt Bill remitted

i i i jon 1 > i S 1o observations of the Government of
‘ { to it for further consideration 1B the light ot the observations o
i Bl India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
¢ )

(

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

' ' its report may be expected.
REwmthel iellging: letien: ooty DN Gl L IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., Secretary to (True Extract.)
:}lg goveznme?t t(if I(:'dlaa Department of Revenue and Agricul’curoy to
he Secretary to the rovernment of Madras, R Ty 3 %

Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :_’_. oieblic IRPAHIHICRY; dqted

I am directed to acknowled i : |
© ge the receipt of your letter No. 313, d

:lltlt?:r lg%(x)y 41;5;){;7 p (;mtd (fr:;(iloszr}e, Nrequesting that the conditions laid d(;w;tfg Itl}ll; l
otter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislati

oli 10 1 i

1(,1(1levl(]3 thu‘ Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be }sfomewﬁzlsc 1210:;;3 |
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill author'( i |
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. L]

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern- ' \
i
|
1

Y (Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenus (Land Revenne).

ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, i 1
‘ 4 ; > ving, if possible, the estates
owners of vthe class to which the Raja of Karv,etnagar bel,ongs. b'sltlb(; Oie](?m?
however, that they are still unable to consent to sef wholly aside the r};o' lbl-ﬂle"
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary j -d'b-u' i
the interests of a single estate. 5Tl Sl |
3. I am, however, to invite a reference to th .
o he recent correspond '
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and eI;peci(zlljlc;r3 t?(()) Iéﬁzgrti%

* Forwarded with my demi-official ~letter 1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, Provinces and Oudh.* It appears to >
the Government of India that similar "\

provisions which do not at present find a place in the C .

has been drafted by the Government of Madi')as, Woul:i lfn(;ogfaa(’zfn‘lz:ﬁ:e o that
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st Septemi)er l[8n(.)e((i3 i
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such i
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act ki Pr({\*1s10{1s
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. when passed, in il

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Aet, i : ;

to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a sili(t:;t,f(l)frt}tlﬁecrsi%ggg o not congy-’ i -fi;f
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that dgnt of (2would L ‘H""t
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as ?’ Uitlitors saw X :

that the Government had taken the matter determinedl ..aand. And even | ‘

though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedurr}:‘)d'a cannot, for the | .
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 4& dated 21st September | : ‘
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it 1s suoable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been madeunder section 326, so long as

big suits remained unsettled and there was a cha<e of relieving the estate.

5. Tt seems then that management by theCourt of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph £ of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Jo. are prepared to finance the manage-

ment. I am to request, therefore, thaf the suggestions now made may be taken

£xd. 3.1 gnricus.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1220-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. g

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the reun]{w]y:
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisditétion in
the interests of a single estate. , J _

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

y e 1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western
» Forwarded with my demi-official letter Proyinces and Oudh.* It 5

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, LN appears to
the Government of India that similar
provisi()ns which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in

the case of the Karvetnagar estate. ;

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand, And even
though action ander section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. Tt seenfs then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken

|

Mis. No. 3065, Revesuve, 16ra June 1897. 3
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into consideration by the Madras Grovernment as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

mem—— —

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar samindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when'

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

gxd. J. 11 enricus.
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tnto consideration by the Madras Giovernment as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.
CONFIDENTIAL
| Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
Communicated to the Board of Revenue. .
9. Government is anxious that the Co_urf: of .Wards R_egu]atlon should ‘bev
e Bk B ' amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of dec.recs. The
| Board of Revenue is requested to expedite 1ts reﬁlarks on th(z d}rafér Bill remltte(}F
it for f i ion 1 s i servations of the Government o
NUE DE [EN’ to it for further consideration in the light of the observations o
M avsas 0 D i ](1)1dia communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected. ,
: e (True Extract.)
Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., Secretary to (Signed) G S'I’OK‘ES,
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to Ag. Secretary to Government,

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated f
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed :
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue),
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.
9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the re(rul;ﬂy-’-
constituted judigial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdibction n
the interests of a single estate.

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

_ § e IV of the draft Bill for the North-Wester
* Forwarded with my domi-official letter Proyinces and Oudh.“‘lL ltortal;):‘e,?::eltg

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. e o einBh e ob Pk T s
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the i
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and , g
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions it
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonahble adjustment of their claims g suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adj ustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long ag
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-

| ] a, 3. T onricus.
\ ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken o’ 4
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CONFIDENTIAL

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DEN |
- 1 DENZIL IBBETSON, Es
:]he gwo.v‘erument of Ir‘ldm, Department of RcvénuZ‘I;nCCiS.k, gtécliftata‘ry to
S'lei ecretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue De axgt ? S
imla, the 4th June 1847, No. 1229-198-2 :— PAEEBly dited

T am directed to acknowled i
' > the receipt of
! ge the pt of your letter No. 31’
]e]t?;.r lg’:;y 41183397 ; ('imtd denc}losure, requesting that the conditions l(z)zids ld’f(;“(,ina t(ia(1 o
Gl t};e Ra'a’ 0? § the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to le«rislatin Wi
S mnc’]cion mazr\{)etnqgar mayi for the reasons stated, be somewﬁat reloan t((i)
t st y be given to the introducti i i e
the equitable settlement of the claims against th(; le?sltla’c(:f By SRS HS AHCriting

e | : .
Bt kfac(l}rzzegsxn:en:}of India fully sympathize with the views of the G
kbR : 1eh.1mportance_ of saving, if possible, the estates fO‘Imm.
el r; reo sz;'nwh tl})lle Raja of Karvetnagar belongs Theyoregﬁa‘i’
OWEreL SiEnsuey 1l unable to consent to set wl Ay
L}(mb-tltut“d judicial machinery, and to substitute for it ;Olly amd? the regularly-
the interests of a single estate. summary jurisdiction in

3. I am, however, to invite a r

: eference to the rece

with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Agt,cngiezggggg?fe fg n;l Al
. 3 c

5 Fovwbided with iy donit-ofitial’ Tobbes IV of the draft Bill for the No{th-W::s?;f :
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, gmvé“’es and Oudh.* It appears tn
% ; o Government of Indi Tl
provisions which do not at present find a : i or” mcia_that smilan
; place in the Court : L
3:1131 gfﬁ?esdrxf;ﬁ?i(?ry gh(? Government of Madras, would in a g:ea(zfnz:: o
e e; : ];n (Eal'agrapll_ 18 of your letter of 21st Septem%urelgeet e
N dg‘g o at the.Giovernor in Council might insert some s er 1896, and
adras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the A D S OvIns
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. ¢ Act when passed, in

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards : i
to a easonable sdjusment of ther claims g S A i e B
te o il eﬁec}’;d inut}t e Government of India believe that 'ad'ust; i
that the Government h 13 grﬁat majority of cases as soon as thg cr C;a'ttlt e
ough action unde seat' taken the matter determinedly in hand : Aoas 2
teolo ey inr rg lon 11320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot l} sk
3, be tuken in thepl?)ca%rap 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st OS’ i
,on 4 £l iy appl?crgf‘i cl)ﬁ ?&?tﬁ’n}mt g. is probable that no COI?E‘:(VB\?())II;?(E
ts remained unsettled and there was a cII:]aE:ch gfn ggﬁ;x?i(;?go?hg Qégiats s

e.

't seem
'tondit?otx?sei:];?;t?da{lagement by the Court of Wards would substantial
T R Mackenzil;l l}i‘raﬁrz)h(? of your letter of 21st Septem1):1'11118?9163;r
: y 14ya 0. are prepared :
1 to request, therefore, that the sugggstilzms noty(; ﬁ]naz:lxz}c;:‘};e E]atnafe'
made 7 be taken

Mis. No. 3065, REVENUE, 16tH June 1897.
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into consideration by the Madras G
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they,

the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

overnment as it appears to the Government of
no less than

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenus, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
9. Government 18 anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be

amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The

Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
i oht of the observations of the Government of

to it for further consideration in the lig
India communicated with G.O., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).
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CONFIDENTIAL,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

ReAp—the | E,
e tht(ilf“](::)“‘"g Jetter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Es
5 ve . 1,8(). & AR 3
the Secreg:})]fe?(: t(;lfe I(;:g]a’ Dgparfniwnt i R‘“‘Vénueq f;nC('ls'k, ?it(;lllftgtary s
i : vernment of ¥ e ; gricutture, t
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229_119351-;&?, Revenue Department, dzlte:i

T am directed to ack
11th Mav 1897. a acknowledge the receipt of your letter N
lotter No.y 41597;(1;133 (i?nt(i}gbj}ltrﬁ, I\}'equcslt)mgl that the cdnditi(e):;sl\lz.id3 ldfi,‘datgd the
relieve the Rajq Lo November 896, as a i WD 1n my
: é etnacar may, f preliminary to legislati
and that sanction ma i y, for the reasons stated, be sor g
v y be given to the introducti ed, be somewhat relaxe
the equitable settlement of the claims againsg tﬁ(étleosxtlat%f a special Bill authorizizg
: _ g

2. The Governme .
Gnbryiegretshilin ton:h(:;f iIndw. fully sympathize with the views of tl
owners of the class to },fﬁpﬂrtan?e. ot saving, if POSSible th Q' the Govern-
v i Ey SZYHH(, the Raja of Karvetnagar Flon 8 @ptaten of land-
constituted judici?ﬂ machlinelll‘nvabledto consent to set z\)zvholly asgfi'e ﬂl hey regret,
the interests of a single estate.y, e SRS ey ]lil?lb?ftlll i
3. I am, however, to invi on in
. nvite a refere
with the propos ‘ nce to the rec )
proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Xréf c;’;:‘iezpond_ellllce connected
* Forwarded with m o s 1V of e specially to ch
; y demi-offi of the draft B apter
No. 895, dated 24th April 18(;)7.c il letter Provinces and IOHufg]I; Ele Iliol‘th-Western
provisions which do the Government of % appears to
has been drafted by t}?&ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ ﬁrf](}\la dplace in the Cou(;f; (}fn(yi\lrzrslsalts_‘i'innllar
difficulties menti : ; of Madras, would i i1l that
T h Suggggth‘:;:;etdtﬁ: (Eal agraph 13 of your’ letter 01? Qalirgat fleasure meet the
o tha Madras Court 6f Wz(;g:rﬁﬁxi in (?ouncil might insert sorel?e Cg:lbfr 1896, and
the case of the Karvetnagar estate and take action under the Act ;Vlfe; }}))fx(;:éaml-ls
: , 1n

4, Tt is true that .

\‘ to a reasonable ad] ust’n:l(;l(};elofa tchol-lrt of Wards Act, if the creditors wi
becomes necessary. But the G eir claims a suit for the settl re will not consent
be amicably effected in the e Government of India believe thgtﬁ"(‘f.nt of accounts
that the Government had %r]e{)at majority of cases as soon a 3hJustme.m would
though action under secti aken the matter determined] s the creditors saw
S S(;ns explained in arg ;(?n };320 of the Civil ProcedureyCu:i hand. And even
1896, be tuken in thepllocatl’lz.f 6 of your letter No. 480 d;)te?l %annof’ for the
insist on sale when an appl.icz?i (l)ﬁ ?;?t%OH; yet it is probﬁ’lble that nl(ftc(? PRt
big suits remained unsettled and there wa:e;;l ci?:ndc: 3;1 (ri:ﬁ se.ction} 326, :(: tl(f:;{).{u::i
eving the estate. :

5. It seems then that
i) e Bondsi : management by the Court of
upon Whichnl\{lf;s(;?:’ iK»I :zflt{ted in paragraph 9 of your lz!:t?:gd; 1W01q11d substantially
ment. I am to Te;}llest t%nz“;’ Lyall & Co. are prepared to ﬁﬁlc September 1896,
juest, therefore, that the suggestions now mn;dnce o e
: e may be taken™

e 7
R RS SR Lo e . oty R e P Ao
Mis. No. 3065, REVENUE, 16TH June 1897. 3
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rs to the Government of

¢ Grovernment as it appea
o of arriving at what they, no less than

eration by the Madra
t desirable end.

is direction lies the only hop
t of Madras, regard as a mos

into consid
India that in th
the Grovernmen

No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

OrpER—MIs.
d of Revenue.

(Communicated to the Boar
that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
i i The

9. Grovernment is anxious

amended before the Karvetnagar samindari is sold i exccution of decrees.

Board of Revenue 18 requested to expe(lite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
f the observations of the Government of

to it for further consideration in the light o
India communicate with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its Teport may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,

To the Boajd of Revenue (Land Revenue).

Fxd. 3. 1 onricus,

60 Copies.
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this divection lies the only hope of arriving at what-they, no less than
CONFIDENTIAL the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
9. Government 18 anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be

amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter trom DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., C(.is.t., S_ocrletary ta { 5 (True Extract.)
the Government of India, Department of Revenue an Agriculture, to by Sioned G. STOKES
the Secretary to the Gove’rnmcnt of Madras, Revenue Department, date - | . J (Signed) SaatRerac

Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down In my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat rel.a)fed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as o the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are gtill unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-

constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction 1n
tlie interests of a single estate.

3. 1 am, however, {0 invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
% Baer S IV of the draftdBilOl l'(cln' the North-Western
» Forwarded with my CCmr % etter Provinces and Ou L#* It appears to
No. 695, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India t‘nstp similar
rovisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned In paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and - [(
I am to suggest that the Governor in Clouncil might insert some such provisions /
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. |
4. Tt is true that, ander a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent { | /
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts } » 5
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would 1 | /?(‘
. be amicably offected in the great majority of cases as soOm as the creditors saw ‘ 1 19

Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenug (Land Revenue).

g —— "
S

\ that the (rovernment had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
“though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the .
raasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1846, be tuken in the local area in question, yet 1t 18 probable that no court would
insist on sale when an ai)phcatl(m had been madé under section 326, so long as BESL R 2 Wt
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate. \s : o
5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially 6\ \ : S
fulfil the conditions, a8 stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896, ‘3
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage- _,‘5 -
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken o P .
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Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 1fth June 1847,

Communicated to the Board of Rev =~ ..

2. Government is anxious that t  Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zan .dari is sold "u execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its r- uarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with ¢ No. 367, de 1 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,
“Trur , act.)

(Signed) G. STC 18,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
Ag. Secretary t¢ ov  ament,

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., ¢.s1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue | { Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue ,epartment, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :— t

’ T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter\ {o. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somew}l * relaxed

and the ~ at sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill ,athorir” -
the equi table settlement of the claims against the estate. _

9. T, ™e Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the (&
ment of M ‘adras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates g~
ownors of t  he class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. The' o
however, the 1t they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the 3

e
e

-~

To the Board of Revenua (Land R enus),

constituted J 1dicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary ju c\e&
the interests o i a single estate. co“‘{fa ret
3. I am, I ywever, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence&o\bﬂ csxef“

with the propose d amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially %" ys 0
1V of the draft Bill for the North PP 5o

* Torwarded with . my demi-official letter Pyroyinces and Oudh.* It a b B et
No. 895, dated 24t 'h April 1897. the E}()verr ent ::f lIndia the B‘\}ae: e
provisions which do not at present find a place in the “ourt of Wards \“?‘,957"‘“\“
has been drafted by the = Government of Madras, would in » “eat measure 3 ;o\"‘*". o
P eeds

difficulties mentioned in naragraph 13 of your letter of 21st .. wtember asse®)
1 am to suggest that the Governc — or in Council might insert some such n ¥
in the Madras Court of Wards Bil. 1 and take action under the Act whe

the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards acy, * * if the creditors wii
4o a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for tne settlement or accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably offected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet 1t 1s probable that no court would
when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
1 unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

insist on sale Exd. J. T enricos,

big suits remaine :

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially #0;Copies.
falfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,

X upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage- N

ment, I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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Mis. No. 3069, RevENUE, 16TH Juxe 1897.
e Rl

CONFIDEN TIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

"REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

s

: s ., Secretary to
3! DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., C.8.1., B v
BEge o fuﬂ‘u“'mg lee';ttc roffri):(]ﬁa, Department of Revenue mi()i Af{;g:llliux;iaétéa
312 (Sjé)srzl‘:;:;r to the Government of Madfas, Revenue Depa .
S}mﬂa, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

: { 3, dated the
T am directed to acknowledge the.rece:}pito;c'h)e"og(l)'n}l(zgg;shﬁid?’1d P
re, requesting Ui S * Jation 10

\ . h§ay 41185?‘;’gg'gacfn:l}gs:th,l\fo%ember 1896, as a P:Clggn{jgzofgesgia;elaxe 1
letter - . 4 may. for the reasons stated, ¢ “io.

B Ll ihe ,11:;21?01? fnﬁzr‘ﬁ;n;%zg to S;ile ir}troduction of a special Bill authorizing
o thaita.sl;le settlement of the claims against the.estat'e. g
the equ Lo dia fully sympaﬂllzq with t.he vxelfvs (Boibriit iy
Pt f ?h; class to which the Raja of Karvem{-.agalron(;’oiﬁd.e the reg‘ﬂzﬂ}"
owners 0 ; - t to set wh _regularly

nable to consent 3 2. :

howetyte r{prlh?ig?:iila:ﬁazggx;y, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction 1n
constitute .

. le estate. tod
the interests of 8 SI0&TE O% 1 snt correspondence connecte

reference to the Tece ! :

3. I am, however, t:l) uel:;;ti? the Court of Wards Act, and especially ico \i’ha:gter

with the proposed it IV of the draft Bill for the Iilort 1-Wes ertr(t)
ith j-official letter i and Oudh.* It appears
o Forvarded with B dqinii&oé?.ml Ex Provgl Ce:rnmem of India that similar
B 009 e 2% t find thelac: vin the Court of Wards Bill that

T ] ot at present find a P 8
gmwswm:i Wg:clll b(;fothrza GoveI:'nment of Madras, would in b gresat ttré(;zlt}s;;elté];gt ;23
has been drafted bY B¢ BT aph 13 of your lotter of B8 TR EC ) provisions
difficulties m.elt one the Governor in Council might insert soK\e $ g p s
1 an}nl t(iv[?dgr%zscourt of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed,
n}llt ease of A5 Baret e A i dit ill not consent
the ¢ .. true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the crecitors W Rl

Seice 1sb1ru d"ust’ment of their claims a suit for _the settlement 0 a,cc,oum1 3
tp & reascis z:;- '] But the Government of India believe that a}tlllus:cmg'r;t wm:l i
becomes nlecesﬁeg'ls;ad in the great majority of cases a8 soon a8 the ére I& 01(~13 8 Y
b}? amtltcabgo?rernment had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And eve
that the .

1

ivi t, for the
1 390 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot,
re. ‘hough action under section

September
ined i L 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st Sep
daionieasous explained ltfllleplﬂor:aglraalr’ea in quzstion, yet it is probable that no court would
insis. 163 s t;ll{:r;vl}?en an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big su Lo

its remained unsettled and there was & chance of relieving the estate.
its

by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil th* "} seoms then e m(;a, I}ag‘:?s? n:abi 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
: hic onditions, as statec SHh Vi »d to finance the manage-
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall &, Co. are prepare : e
ment, I am’ to Tequest, therefore, that the suggestions DOW md e may be
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Mis. No. 3065, Revenve, 16ta Juse 1897.

3

PSSR S s

into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of

India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

et s

OrpER—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
4o it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of

India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenne).

ament of
Exd. J. H enricos. .

80 Copies.
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,/ ia tha in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at wh: 5y AT
the Government of Madras, regard as}; m(}st desirable znd. T s
CONTIDENTIAL V%
. Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
b)) Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
9. Government is anxious that the Court i
xious ths s Court of Wards Regulation sh
) y: i1 : % ; ; should b
GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS, . / %men(ile(} ll){dore thq Karvetnagar zamindari 1s sold in execution of decrees. Th:
( : ogu'f of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
i | | o it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
REVENUE DE PARTMENT. India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and ¢ tate w 4
,’ its report may be expected. : R e
it 1 Rt . ! (‘ . (True Extract.)
Resp—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., ¢.8.1,, Secretary to ; Sy G
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to Ag. Secretary to Government,
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—
/

1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
elieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed

and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing

the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-

constituted ju.dic ;

To the Board of Revenus (Land Revenue).

ial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in

the interests of a single estate.
3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected

with the pl'opOsed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western

» Forwarded with my demi-official letter  Provinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India thz}t)tI similar
rovisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that

has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the

difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and

1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council n}ight insert some such provisions

\ in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in

s , case of the Karvetnagar estate.

\{. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
"\'\monable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts

¢ necessary. DBut the Government of India believe that adjustment would
\bly offected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
Grovernment had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
\ction under section 390 of the Civil Procedure ‘Code cannot, for the

\gained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September

] ken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
i) le when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
"" nimained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

% ‘s sems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
‘ fulp dditions, as stated in paragraphwﬁ) of your letter of 21st September 1896,
\} et up il ¢]Messts. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prePared to finance the manage- Al
n ypto request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken : i

.A‘ ) mellt i
y I o 2 4

%xd. J. T enricus.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

INZIL cretary to
R llowi » DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., €.81., Secretary
hEAD’the\ f‘ﬂ(x\‘("\:r:;%nlxggfroffrg:iiu, Department of Revenue and Ag1~1cg1tur£‘, tg
tﬁz Sé)cretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, date
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

sl 7 letter No. 313 dated the
ire knowledge the receipt of your leth 313, date
Iﬁm dllrgg";edmtg eax(iclosure, ?equesting that the condl_hqns laid dovyn in my
“th- Nay 4159 ’ dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to 1eg1s1atlon tg
]ett.el ci. Raa’ of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons sfcated, be_ somgwhat rel.infe
relclle:ﬁazlt;wnc]tion may be given to the ir}troductmn of a speclal Bill authorizing
itlﬁe equitable cettlement of the claims against the estate.

: i 1 sth the views of the Govern-
| -ernment of India fully sympathnze With L > Ge
& ;ml\lfafi}r(;\seg; to the importance of saving, if possible, the estz&tgs of 1andf
ment{zwo £ the class %0 which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret;
ownu..é: fn)hatz they are corti . cable to consent 0 seb wholly aside '@ho_ }'(;{g}x.larlyq
E:g]\fsirtut’ed judicial machinery, and to substrtite for it a wailimary ju. visdiction 1
: terests of 8 single estate. ,
e I am, however, t0 invite a reference t0 the recent correspondence connected
- Haan osed ame’ndment of the Court of Wards Act, apd especmlly to chapter
with thie PECE 1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western
ded with my d‘}mi'OfﬁCial letter Provinces and Oudh.* _lt appears. to
» nga’gﬁ)g, dated 24th Aprﬂ 1897, th(') Government Of Ifn%;[& gha% bﬁmlllill‘
: 4 5 :
el ] not at present find a place thp Court of Wards Bill tha
{’rovf.s‘omiiﬁtﬂ b(;fothe Govelinment of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
e e]?es mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
dﬁ'hcut lsu sost that the Governor in Council n}lght insert some such provisions
1 aae (iV[adgx%s Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
in

the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

: + a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
" 5 gzr:;g{; ea(%)::’t,,u‘lléﬁero? their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
o cessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
becomes gf eifeg;;%d in the great majority of cases as SOOI 88 the creditors saw
Yz am}ca Gyrrovernment had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
that ’chxe tion under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
though ac lained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
rcasgm;)e};gken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that 1o court would
-1824 ; or? 1o when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
i)ni?rlhsuits remained unsettled and there was & chance of relieving the estate.

o

ds would substantially

g then that management by the Court of War ‘ .
"i15t'1'u§tuf)ie£tions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1{396‘,
1 which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manafe-.‘
I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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Mis. No. 8065, Revesue, 16T June 1897. 3

.,.,.-,MWV__M._.V.,_ A st

into consideration by the Madras Governmen
India thatin this direction lies the only hope
the Government of Madras, regard as a most

t as it appears to the Government of
of arriving at what they, no less than
desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Co

urt. of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The

Board of Revenue is requested to expedite 1ts remarks on the draft Bill remitted

to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of

India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenus).

enTicus,
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'3 OrpER—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897,

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in exe
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks o the draft Bill remitted

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS, , to it for further consideration in the light of the observa

tions of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 867, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
REVENUE DEPARTMENT., 1ts report may be expected,

Regulation should be
cution of decrees. The

(True Extract.)

(Signed) @G, STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

ollowi ) N, E &1, Secretary to
:ap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq,, c.s.1, ' :
e the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to

[ : ‘: ; b i "
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated g . | | : / | ,/
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No, 1229-193-2 :— i
N " I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the . :

/ 897, and enclosure, requesting that the condgtl(.ms laid dowyn n my
ile]tfc]e:r ll\\f'iy 4.11(%59,, dated the 4th N o?rember 1896, as a preliminary to le]glslatll(:n té{
slieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, bg somewhat re axe
-rbld that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
;lllle equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. -

2. The Government of India fully sympa.thize. with ’{he views of the Gf)vern-
ment of Madras as to the importance. of saving, if possible, the est&ztes of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belong_s. They regret;
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside ’ghe’ lre.gu.]ar]y..
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspond'ence connected

ith the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
il ol IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Forwarded with my demi-official letfer Provinces and Qudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India that ﬁmi]ar
e AL ich do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that y
E;gvl;:leor:l ?irgf};:ac(il by the Govell)'nment of Madxl')as, would in a great measure meet the \I \ ’ ,
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 18 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and | |
I am to suggest that the Governpr in Council n_ught msert some such provisiong
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in .
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. v '

4, Tt is true that, under a Cogrt of .Wards A'ct, if the ereditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts .}'
. s necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would e | » g
beconféahh’ éﬂ'ected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw : i‘ b | 3
ﬁ?ainthe Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand, And even Basl ‘ % o
hough action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the 0] i

: J'Dns explained in paragraph 6 of your Ietter. No. 480, dated 21st September

(;;aqsg be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable _that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long ag
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate. ...

6. It seems then that management by the Court gfiov 101t September 1896,

To the Board of Revenus (Land Revenue).

Exd. J. H enricus. i heet) G RN '.\.‘
1t10m8, ¢ . h 9 of yqu: d to finance the manage- B B RN : ‘l
fil the conditions, as stated In paragrap Y%repared to | :
on which Messrs. Mackenazie, Lyall :?3 .C(l o g;%astions now made may be takep s Coian;

nt. I am to request, therefore-
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OrpER—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897,

Communicated to the Board of Revenue,

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on
to it for further conside

the draft Bill remitted
ration in the light of the observations of the Government of
ndia communicated with G.0)

-y No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

I 0 —T11 ) W1 g 4 4 4 4 amiie C.x wdey K C( lel,al y !l) (Irue EX'['“(‘t )
{z AD 1(1 O ( ) )
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313, dated the

o f your letter No. 313, date

A mowledge the receipt o itions laid down in my

I am dlrccted to 9‘01_‘11(1)(;::: l'gequesting that the contlllit:ﬁlr]:n‘y 0 legislation to

11th May 1897, and(fntchebulth,November 1896, a8 a I?Egted be somewhat relaxed
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; he Raija o i y the introducti

' relieve the 1yt ay be given to the mir tate.

s thaﬁtmﬁgc:x‘ﬁerﬁle};t of the claims against the es

the equitd

hize with the views of the Govema
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HESE S L’Iicﬁel?gsf’oref that the suggestions now made may

(Signed) @. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).
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N 7 N, Esq., c.s.1. Socretary to
‘ : . er from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., , Se ~
| RLAD—thtE; fog(())\:,’:;gn}:;ﬁ,f;’ rof I'India., Department of Revenue and Agrlcultul(;, t:ix
tl:g Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, date :
Simla, the 4th June 1847, No. 1229-193-2 :—

el 7 No. 313, dated the
iy knowledge the receipt of your letter . 313, date
; &}m dllrggc;e(i;g :xfcclosure, anuesting that the conditions laid «down in my
Yo Il\Vay 4159 ,dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legl.slatmn' to
e t?.= Rz;'a, of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
rel(lie‘rk?at l(s‘anc‘{]:ion may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
\J ?l’lllc equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with ﬂﬁ? vi(-;ws oft tthe G;"mlmni.
\’ ; i ce of saving, i ible, the estates of land-
' [adr s to the importance of saving, if possible, |
i OEO?'I?}?;&ZI;:'S to whiChPtlle Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regr]et,
o that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-~

ho]?;iivt?;tkd judicial machinery, and to substitdite for it a summary jurisdiction in

‘\ coO 3 J : J L.
the interests of a single estate.
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r, to invite a reference to the recent corresponds

: I hs‘(()avgi‘;;o;ndment of the Court of Wards Act, a.nd especially to chapter

Wil Shic propos IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western

: i-offici ine * It appears to

ded with my rlgml official letter Provinces and Oudh. : Pl s
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i t at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill tha

Erovmonflrzgiﬁlb()lrothl(l—ao(}(,vegnment of Madras, would in 2 great measure meet the

i be]er} mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and

v dllhcuttle?l gest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions

o ‘ I atlﬁe cl)\fsad%gs Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
| 3clllle case of the Karvetnagar estate.

i ler a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
t 4: g(&rnlsl)tlr(auzc{jbli-tt’n?er;dt of their claims a suit for the settlemqnt of accounts
oA cessary.  But the Government of India believe that adJustme_nt would
iy 11)11e eﬁ'ec}tled in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
B?ainﬁ'?: G%’overnmenb had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
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stion under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot,
!.Ot fl:ou(;fﬂ; :;;)llzli]ned in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
easo I%a{)s(‘ be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that 1o court would
896, ilnsis)t’ on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as

SISty 1o suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.
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0%t e 5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards wogldtsubgt?n‘:léglg
| it1 ated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September i
9\ fulfil the conditions, as stated inp |

it A n which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manafea
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Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, 161m Jung 1897, ‘
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of

India that in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end, '

S —— ———

Orber—Mis, No, 8065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
Communieated to the Board of Revenue,

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold In execution of decrees, The

Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) @G, STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenye (Land Revenue),

Hxd. J. 1 enricus.

80 Copies,
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2 Mis. No. 3065, Revenuve, 16ra June 1897.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.£.I., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

' RS 1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Forwarded with my demi-official letter Proyvinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 18 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the *Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
| to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjixstmenf would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in prragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs, Mackenzie, ! 1I'& Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment. I am to request, therefc,e, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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(True Extract.)
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(Signed) @G STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government, /

To the Board of Revenus (Land Revenpe),

Exd. J. H enricua,
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2 Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, 16ta Juse 1897,

CONFIDENTIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, datgd the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set ‘wholly aside Phe. re'gu'larly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

b e IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Forwarded with my demi-official letter Pproyinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897 the Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your ].gtter pf 21st September 1896., .and
1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council n.ught msert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the ereditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlemqut of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Governxpel}t of India believe that ad]ustme_nt would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Liyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India that in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicateq to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board 9f Revenue (Land Revenus).
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regulgr]y-’-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it g summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
T B LU

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. the Government of India that similap
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bjll that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in (Earagraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provi;iorls
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate, ¢

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims 8 suit for the settlement of accounts

though action under section 320 of the Ciyil Procedure” Code cannot, for the
reasons explainqd in paragraph 6 of your letter No, 480, dated 21st Séptember
1896, be tuken in the local Area 1n question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale yvhen an application had beey, made under section 326 80 long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was g chance of relieving the estate. ;

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards w 1
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 2lst0§;?>til;?;tfinfgglby
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyal! & (. are prepared to finance the manage-,
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis, No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897,

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 867, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenus).

¥xd. J. H enricus.

80 Copies.
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2 Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, 16t Juxe 1897.
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CONFIDENTIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., ¢.8.1., Secretary to
the Government of India,sDepartment of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down 1n my
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. ,

9 The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

] o 1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western

* Forwarded with my dqm1—of§cml letter Provinces and Oudh.* It appears to

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. the Government of India that similap
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and

I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions

in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in

the case of the Karvetnagar estate. ¢

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustmenf would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. Tt seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment. 1 am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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(Signed) @G STOKES,

Ag. Secretary to Government "l

To the Board of Revenug (Land Revenue)

¥ixd. J. H enricus. -
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CONFIDENTIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS, .

1 n Y(I‘.
REVENUE DEPARTMEN
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CONVIRENTIAL. { \ OrpEr—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
| ("‘ R Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
/ SN o 9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
/ b 8/ amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
by > o Poard of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
GOVERNME} ; , & o it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
NT OF MADRAS, } g 1dia communicated with G.0., No. 357, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
’ { i\ 1 report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
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Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., Secretar dated

the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agricultwm
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, ¢ ted t}
Simla, the 4th June 1847, No. 1229-193-2 :— in ﬁ,;’

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313 dated 1on to
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid do’wn in 1‘1“9
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation ying
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relax |
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizi n-
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. d-

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Gover et,
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land:
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regr
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the r}; ulzrl(3
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdigctio ad
the interests of a single estate. : 7 LR

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence conne'fe’”n

with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to cha® to

SEaty £ 1V of the draft Bill for the N orth-WesliIav
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rovisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill and vl |
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure me 10ns
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896 in
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such prov |
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when pass ent
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. P ts
4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not uld
 toa reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of &
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustmen, ©'oR
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insist on sale when an application had been made under section 32 Stantially

big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the ber 1896,
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be taken

fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st Ses
8 upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall 8? Co. arg prepared to ﬁ;a;e
Wy, ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now mad

: o
imm.g._\ ..

ST

tho DBoard of Revenug (Land Revenue),

Exd. J. Il curicus.
: {

60 Copies. ‘
n & (/
& i




[}

the

thou,
reasou
1896, L
insist on
big suits r.

5. It se.
fulfil the cona
upon which Mt
ment. I am to

~ Gobermment (18971 of Aadras,
REVENTUE.

PRI NS,
CONFIDENTIAL.
Beed. \' Enelosures
\ 1897.
Regd. ) Spare copies

6.0., Mis, No. 3065, 16th June 1897.

Insigg’ " JUNE.

Raja of Karvetnagar.

Communieating to the Board of Revenue, with remarks, lctter from the Go
India regarding the proposed logislation to relieve the —

o P




2 Mis. No. 3065, Revenuve, 16ta Juse 1897.

A e e e e A e e N o e Nt Sl el N i,

YN TITDINTTATY
(VRVPAR | }().J.JL‘S’ 4 ]--‘ id

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS, .

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.8.1., Sccretary ta
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
lettor No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction m
the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

P o IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Forwarded with my demi-official letter Proyinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. the Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragyaph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent

to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts

becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would

Je amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw

at the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand, And even

wgh action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the

ons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September

*  be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would

the on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
thou ¢ yemained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

;%a;é)x.? seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
PRy oponditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
Bk b Messrs. Mackenzie, Liyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-

£ il to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
fulfil the cc

upon which
ment. 1 aw
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Mis. No. 3065, Revesug, 16ra June 1897, . 3

e

into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end. *

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Reyenue).

Fxd. J. I enricus.

80 Copies.
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OrpER—M 1. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
Communicased to the Board of Revenue.

2. Gover :
Wity be?x:j]fl?; I? amtuous that the Court of Wards Regulation should b
> arvetnagar zamindari is sold i : : 3 9
Board of Rev 3 ri is sold in execution of d )
¢ enue is requested to expedite its : ecrees. The
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTM ENT.

READ—«tlm following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., C.8.1. Socretary to

the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to

the Secretary o the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 18497, No. 1229-193-2 :—

1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
lotter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as 8 preliminary to legislation to
reliove the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the il_ltroductlon of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settloment of the claims against the estate. L

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern- ' -8 Sl A Rl knd Bevehiud)
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land- * ).
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. 'They regret,

. (True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

however, that they are still unable to consent to et _who" aside t.hc‘ regu}au-ly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for 1t pmary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.
. 3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the respondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court - ad especially to chapter
11 for the North-Western
s Forwarded with my domi-official  let Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, nt of India that gimilar
Jrovisions which do not at preser 4 Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the GGovernme in a great measure meet the
i ficulties mentioned in paragra) / of 21st Soptember 1806, and
I am to suggest that the Governo £ insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bil /under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estat( .
4. Tt is true that, under a Cc st, if the creditors will not consent A
to a reasonable adjustment of the ainis an At for the settlement of accounts

hecdmes necessary. But the Gov: flel_lt of India believe that adjustment would
) e amicably offected in the great ajority of cases a8 soon as the creditors saw
2 ¢hat the (Grovernment had' taker. the umttqr.dctermmedly in hand. And even
though action ander section 320 of the Civil Procedure (Code cannot, for the
-easons cxplained in paragruph 6 of your 1etter.N.0. 480, dated 21st September
396, be tuken in the local area in question, yet 1t 18 probablc that no court would

a -t on sale when an application had been made under section 826, so long as
b its remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.
e * 1t seems then that mm_\agoment by the Court of Wards would substantially
% se conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896, \
U \ich Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are p‘repured to finance the manage- t the O f :
1am to request, therefore, that the suggestions NOwW made may be taken M i
in Fxd. J. Henricus. 4
big : 4
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GOVER,\'MENT OF MADRAS,

REVE‘;\'UE DEPARTMENT.

,p—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., €814 Qecretary to

the Governmen? of India, Depm'tm(mt of Revenue and Agriculture, to

the Secretary 10 the G overnment of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the sth June 1897, No. 1229-198-2 :—

1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, datgd the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions Jaid down 1n my
letter No- 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as @ prcliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be gomewhat relaxed
and thab ganction may be given to the introduction, of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable cottlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India folly sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class 10 which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are gtill unable to consent to set W olly aside the regularly=
constituted judicisﬂ machinery, and to substitute for it & summary jurisdiction n
the interests of o single estate.

g. 1 am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the propOSOd amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
g i with my AR 1o 1V of the draftdBill for theNorth-Wcstem
Porwarded Wit my demi-olCid otter Provinces ab Oudh.* 1t 8P years to
No. 899 dated 24t April 1897, the Government of India thzlé gimilar

rovisions which do not at prcsent find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet t)
diﬂ"\culties xgenhm‘\ed n paragmph 13 of your letter of 21st Septcmbcr 1896,
1 am "3 4 the (Foyernor 1 (louncil might insert some such prov'

e take action under the Act wher
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4 the (iovernment had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And : -
. h action ander section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for '
L explaim-..d in paragruph 6 of your Jotter No. 480, dated 21st Septembt
o tuken in the local area in question, yet it 18 probable that no court woula
gale when an upplication had been made under section 3926, so long as
emained unsettled and there was @ chance of relieving the estate.

.oms then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
1igions, as gtated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
“ogsrs, Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. axe prepm'od to finance the manage-
request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be take’ 3 £
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it a_pf)ears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than i
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

v

CONFIDENTIAL
Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
° "ERNMED g . 9. Government is anxious that the (_)qurf- of Wards Regulation should be
R B amended before the Karvetnagar gamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
' Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
REVENUE DEPARTMENT. : to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 867, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.

(Trt.le Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1.; Secretary to
Ag. Secretary to Government.

the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to, acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected:
with the proposed amendment of the Courtlczlf Wards(r»l Act, and especially to chapter

4 ! g of the draft Bill for the North-Western
» = Y . =

Poreaclol with my | domboflial Jer Provinces and Oudh® It appours to
the Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provi:ions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passea n

the case of the Karvetnagar estate. !

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accoiznts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the ecreditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand.” And even
) though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
\ reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st Szeptember
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
\. insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as

big suits #emained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

1lfil the .condlt,l()ns, as stated 1n paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,

won which Messrs. Mackenzie, Liyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-

ut. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
-

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

Exd. J. HDonricus. font”

40 Copies.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
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Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.8.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction n
the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western -

F&r(\)vagggildxztg 2;:11}"‘3{()112{“11;5?.){{(1?“1 Jecter l)rO\’l‘nccs and ()llq}l.* _lt appears to.
the Government of India that similax
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet tho
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. ’

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. *But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 3206, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. 1t seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

161 the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
on which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
it. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken

40 Copies.
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Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is 1
: anxious that the Court of W 1
Gio e ' Jourt ards R
Bo]a ;1(;1((3)% lf{tefox;b the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in executiggu(])?t:ion Should’ ‘be
otr tl‘ enue 18 requested to expedite its remarks on the draft 613;3.!]'?68. o
urther consideration in the light of the observations of the Grovl remlttted
- ernment of

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

. of

Exd. J. Honricus.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

1L IBBETSON, Esq., c.8.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1220-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the ¢laims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-

owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnacar helor~s  Mhew =
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.Commnpicuting to the Doard of Revenue, with remarks, letter Trom the Government of
India regarding the propesed legislation Lo relieve the —.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
REVENUE DE PARTMENT.

¢ from DENZIL IBBETSON, 0sq.y C.8.1,, Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated

Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down In my
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
lass to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,

till unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-

however, that they are 8 ‘
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for 1t a summary jurisdiction In

the interests of a single estate.
3. 1 am, however, to invite

Reap—the folrluwing lette

owners of the ¢

a reference to the recent correspondence connected
 the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

with the proposed amendment of

: Sy IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Forwarded with my d‘?"““:{!,‘cml letter Provinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dafed 24th April 1897, the Government of India that similar

hich do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor it Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
sonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
But the Government of India believe that adjustment would

be amicably offected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken 1In the local area m question, yet 1t 1s probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

fulfil the ‘cnmlitions, as stated 1n paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
hich Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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iltlgdla communicated with G.Iz)fnlf,’}:,e élg;‘t dOf the observation
report may be expected. ) . , dated 20th May 1

Regulation sh
! . ould
tion of decrees. T]tl):

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES
g Secretary to Gov,ernment.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue)

Exd. J. Honricus.

40 Copies.
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Mis. No. 8065, REVENUE, 16ra Juse 1897.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

oNZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.8.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No, 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons s.tated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing

the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set yvholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a.summary jurisdiction in

the interests of a single estate.
3. I am, however, to invite a ref
with the proposed amendment of the C

Rean—the following letter from DI

orence to the recent correspondence connected
ourt of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
: : 1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western
» Forwarded with my demi-official letter Proyinces and Oudh.* Tt appears to

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. the Government of India that similar
provisions which de not at present find a place in thfa Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council n}lght insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
tment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
But the Government of India believe that adjustnient would
d in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
t had taken the matter determinedly in hand, And even
though action under section 820 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken In the local area in question, yet 1t 13 probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remaimed unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. Tt scems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken

to a reasonable adjus
becomes necessary.
be amicably effecte
that the Governmen
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Mis. No. 8065, Revenve, 161a June 1897, :

e e

into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
1 lldlﬂ; that in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

. e

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Bevenue (Land Revenue).

Pxd. J. T onricus.

£0 Copies.




AS WG i
2 i R A T

Godernment 118071 of AWabdras.

BEVENUE.

e—p—>

"RIDENTIAL.

¢
Reed. \’ Enclosures
g 1897.
Begd. / Spare copies

—— —— e

GO., l\’hs No 3065 16th June 1897

JUNE.

Raja of Karvetnagar.

to the Doard of Revenue, with remarks, letter from the

Communicating
d lggmlutwn to relieve the —.

Indaa regarding the propose

Government of '



A
PR
A
e

2 Mis. No. 3065, ReveNug, 16ta Juse 1897

d e

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT,

Reap—the following letter from DENZII
I DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., ¢ 3
the 90\'er11111011t of India, Department of l{e\'énlleqéxl(is'k’f‘e.mietary i
t}}e Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Dep:s i B
Simla, the 4h June 1847, No. 1220-193-2 : s

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt 7 \
11th M'ay 15?7, and enclosure, ﬁaquesting tlln)at Otfh(}a Oc‘:lc:‘ncll(iagg;‘sl\lo:dgm, dat?d P
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminar al‘c ldo\yn P
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be Zo ool
and tha"c sanction may be given to the introduction of a s, ecial E’GWhat re]-a:.(ed
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. L e

9. The Government of India fully sym ize wi i
ment of*Madras as to the _importancc); oty sé)\?itlllgeifwll)g;sti]ll)?evﬁlvgseos{t tthe i
;)lwn'er's of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs 'Iz‘lhes A
owever, tha_mt thgy are st1_ll unable to consent to set 2&']1011 a;gi;i. 1 R g,
c.ons‘t1tuted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a E e ‘re‘gu.l e
the interests of a single estate. - S e s
ol I am, however, to invite a referen
with the proposed amendment of the C:urctecffo \tvhfrggcﬁf,cg:fseggggﬁ?fe tc Omllected
» Forwarded with my demi-official letter IVOf-the draft Bill for the Nozfth(')V%‘l;?;ﬁr
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. gm"mces and Qudh.* It appears i
provisions which do not at present find a ;Jlagcoviflntl,ll:;egf)uift Ifn %\lfa St A as
ligg. Pelep drafted. by th(.e Government of Madras, would in a grea(:; meards RS At
(I.xmnl(l,ut:nes me?tlolled mn }‘)aragraph. 18 of your letter of 21st Se tcn?glfre m(eet the
] )suggebt‘that the Governor in Council might insert son? fesed SR
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under th B
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. prao aatoplion p assed, in
4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, i i :
{,00 caozfé}:(;:?b.lg ad']ustllgnent of their claims a sui(t:‘,t’f:)i t}éﬁecrsee(tlzgg;fev;tu I;m o
bo amieably effatod i st SR et chs i
that the G%ove‘rt:n‘n in the great majority of cases as soon as thJ ; St Wou'e
i ient had taken the matter determinedly i he creditors saw
thoggh action under section 320 of the Civil Proce durey Ct)lzl and, And even
11'%3.)5(?]115 expl}:am(_zd in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dat ?] %annof, for the
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probz,tbl 5 Ist September
insist on sale when an application had been made unde B O O
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of re{i:éaf]:lgo?l 826{ 50 Jong %8
: i ne estate.
‘ fulﬁlf)t‘ﬁf{ tcf)i?ililtsir)trlllser;:h?ttniiﬂ'mgement by the Court of Wards would s bet 1
S }\1 o Messrs’ " :cfl’; ;n n riijragl'aph 9 of your letter of 21st Septelin::’) anilsagl)%y
b I‘\x{n kbt zie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance tl 5 ,
. 1 aw o request, therefore, that the suggestions now made ma;,e E:aa:akge-
aken

Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, 16TH June 1897. b)

P

s to the Government of

nsideration by the Madras Government as it appear
1 what they, no less than

direction lies the only hope of arriving at
rd as a most desirable end.

into ¢o
India thatin this
the Government of Madras, rega

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be

amended before the Karvetnagar gamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
dite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted

Board of Revenue is requested to expe :
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G STOKES,

Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

Exd. J. Tlonricus.

40 Copies.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

,READ—“IQ f()“()\\'ing letter from i DENZIL IBBETSON, ES(I., C.8.1., Seeretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to

the Secretary to the (_}overnvmmnt‘qf Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 18497, No. 1229-193-2 :.—

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your lc?tfcer No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, fequestmg that the cond}txc_)ns laid down G my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bil] authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. g

9. The Government of India fully sympa_thizq with the views o
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the ¢
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs.
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a Summary
the interests of a single estate.

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connecte
with the prof)osed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to Iéhz(l;ttz:
L LV of the draft Bill for the North-West
* Forwarded with my dgmx-c:fifjcml letter  Provinces and Oudh.* Tt i el“tn
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of Indig i sinfi]ao
provisions which do not at present ﬁqd a place in thg Court of Wards Bill thaz
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure megt the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Grovernf)r in Council n}lght msert some such PI‘OVi,sions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act whep passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. )

4. Tt is true that, under a Cowrt of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent,
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. DBut the Goverllxpel}t of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors gay
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your ]etter. I\{o. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

f the Govern-
states of land.
They regret"
the regularly.-
Jurisdiction in

fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,

upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment, 1 am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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Mis. No. 3065, Revesuve, 16ra Juse 1897. 3

e

into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

ORDER

Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

Fixd. J. O enricus.

50 Copies.
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GOVERN MENT OF MADRAS.

REV ENUE DEPARTMENT.

¢.8.1., Secretary to
1 Agriculture, to
partment, dated

ENZIL IBBRTSON, Esq.,
nt of Revenue anc

tter from D
Departme€
Madras, Revenue De

Reap—the following le ;
the Government of India, ‘
nent of

the Secretary t0 the Governt v v
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-103-2 :—
1 am directed to acknowledge the.rcceipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 18¢ enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th NOvembpt 1896, as a prehnnnary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons :s.tated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given o the n.\troductlon of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. : :
9. The Govcrnment of India fully Sympathize with the views of the Govern-
of Madras as t© the importance of saving, i possible, the estates A and.
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They A
however, that they are gtill unable to consent t0 set _Whouy aside the Tcglllzﬂy:
constitumd j\ldicial machinery, and to substitute for 1t @ summary jurisdiétion in
the interests of a single estate.
3. T am, however to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chaptef
1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western
d Oudh.* 1t appears to

» Forwarded with my d(?mi—p(fiicial letter Provinces an
No. 89D, dated 24th April 1897, tho Government SEEIL e
TOoViSIONS which do not abt present find & place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure i ﬂ(m
difficulties mentioned in paragraph‘ 13 of your letter of 215t September 1896 1
1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such pr Ovi’SiOns
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar pstate. )
4. Tt is true that, under & Court of Wards Act, if
& of their claims & suit for the settlement of adbnats

to @ reasonable adjustmer
becomes necessary- But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably offected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the ; ot had taken the matter determinedly in QR
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure n
reas&ns exp\ained in par of ~our letter No.
1896, be taken in the local area 1
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5. It seems the
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Mis. No. 8065, Revenue, 16ta JUNe 1897, 3
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OrpER—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

ngmunicated to the Board of Revenue
9. Government 1 | . :
is anxious that the Court of W
: ards Regulation sl
should be

amended before the Ka i
: , Karvetnagar zamindari is ] i
e K g amindari is sold in executio ; T
i fu;f}\‘fg:z(e 1s &cqugsteq to exl_)edite its remarks on thendl(')'ffél (iic'li(lees. '“‘8
g comﬁ : ynsideration 1n the light of the observations of tl ) G o
T Lunicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th M 1 g 1
its report may be expected. ; : o e
(True Extract.)
(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.,

To the Board of Revenuo (Land Revenue).

¥xd. J. Henricus,

60 Copies.
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Raja of Karvetnagar.

Communicating to the Board of Revenue, with remarks, letter from the Govenment of
India regarding the proposed legislation to relieve the —.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. |

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., ¢.8.1., Secretary 1
the Government of India, Department, of Revénue z’md Agricurliu?'? :3
2 )

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 -’—- 2 ey

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, Tequesting that the conditions laid down in m
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation t}(:
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relazed

and that sanction may be given to the 11'1troduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They ‘regret
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularl 3
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdi%tion ¥n
the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

+ Forwarded with my demi-official letter go‘;ﬁﬁ;‘;f s fg;ﬁ‘eﬁ“’“h"vesw““
Xo. 895, dated 24th April 1897. Bt L€ “Bppeare 19
: . the Government of India that similar
provisions which do mot at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
T am to suggest that the Goovernor in Council might insert some such provi’s.ions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. : ,
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
hecomes necessary. Bub the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action um;ler section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st S’eptember
1896, be tuken 1n the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that mapagement by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messts. Mackenzie, Liyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent |

I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

—— —

Orper.—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. (fovernment is anxious that the Court. of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar samindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite 1t remarks on the draft Bill remitted
1o it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G- STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

o the Board of Revenue (Land Revenus).

} Exd. J. Tlonricus.

60 Oopies.
/
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Raja of Karvetnagar.

Communicating to the Board of Revenue, with remarks, letter from the Goverr  ac of
India regarding the proposed legislation to relieve the —.
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897,
Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its renort may be expected.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT,

.

Reap—the following letter from.DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., Cs.1,, Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, ta

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 .—

I anr directed to acknowledge the.receipt of your lqt'ter No. 313, dated the

11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my

o). letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to

- e relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed

' and that sanction may be given to the mtroduction of a special Bill authorizing
, the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the imp()rtance. of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs, They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it g summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

; : IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Forwarded with my demi-official letter Provinces and Oudh.* It appears to

A R e T A the Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Couneil might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. It is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonahle adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlemqnt of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Governmel.lt of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 820 of the Civil Procedure Code cannoﬁ, for the
Sonnt explained in paragrzph 6 of your letter No, 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
‘‘ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken

4

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  @. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenug (Land Revenue),

£xd. 3.1 enricus.
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Raja of Karvetnagar.

Communicating to the Board of Revenue, with remarks, lctter from the Government of

India regarding the proposed legislation to relieve the —,
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CONFIDENTIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT,

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s1,, §
the Government of India, Department of Revénue 'f;nc.luk’griicﬁitary to,
X u ure’ tu

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, R
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1220-193-2 Mo e Department, dated

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of you
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that th(}a c;.nc]l(iazitg;sN]Odeilﬁi_, dat(_ad the
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminar alt down In my
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated bez 0 legislation t
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of g s, eci 10§%What relaxed
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. peciaL Tl authorizing

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with i

ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if posstill])&laevﬁlvgs of the Govern.
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belon estates of land.-
however, that they are still unable to consent to set %Vholly &sgi?f 'I‘-hey regret,
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summare the regularly-
the interests of a single estate. mary jurisdiction 1n

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent corresponde
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and 106 connected

IV of the drait Bill for thg 30 ychepter

 Forwarded with my demi-official letter Provinces and Oudh E}le North-Western

provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards 1:

has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great mea S Bill that
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st Septemf)ul‘e meet the
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some sucfr 1896., and
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act wh 1 Provisiong
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. . 1 passed, ip

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors wil]
4o a reasonable adjustment of their claims a snit for the settlement of
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustm Pl
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the cretf'nt T
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand XOIS e
though action un(_ier section 820 of the Civil Procedure Code can.not nfd e
reé\ﬂons explam‘?d in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st S’e tor g
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no couxg; 5
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so h\)w i
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate, il

5. Tt seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st Septemb Y
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to ﬁnancg t}rlne ﬁfa:gzg:

ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken:
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India that in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

OrpER—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.O., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenus (Land Revenue),

Toxd. J. Il enricus.
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CONFIDENTIAL,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, F <
the Government of India, Department of ROV(;nEZqZL C(.i.s.x., SPCretary to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue I]1) Agl‘lculturer ta
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193.2 . cpartment, dated

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of vo
11th May 18_97, and enclosure, requesting that thg ggné(i:fgf) N]0-. 313, dat(;d the
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, ag DPEIimins aid down in

relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated bary tQ legislation tg;

and that sanction may be given to the introduction of g Si) eg;frl;l_tilwhathrelaxed
. - UL authorizin
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the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate

2. The Government of India fully sympathize wi 2
ment of Madras as to the _importancz oty sg"inéfeifwll)tohssti}ll)?evgws of the Govern-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar bel 2 es"%tes of land-
however, that they are still unable to consent to get Cx’vvholle ongs. They regret
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it g y aside the l‘egularly:
the interests of a single estate. . summary jurisdiction in

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the r
; ec :
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Z’é:,cgzﬁez};ggiell]fe connected
ally to Chaptep

» Forwarded with my demi-official letter {)\;Q(l’fi]tll(l:; graﬂi]Bi(l)l for the No rth-Westo,
and Oudh.* n

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. the @ i
provisions which do not at present find a placg Vifln;};:; egt of India that Sixsjilz(:-
hi:’ls. been drafted. by th(? Government of Madras, would in aoul:t of Wa :
difficulties mentioned in (paragraph 13 of your letter of 2] t! esat measure meet the
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might inserts eptember 1896, and
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under t}, Some such provigion
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. er the Act whey passed il?
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4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act. ; ’
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suii ,f(l)fr ﬂ;ﬁ adicdre
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adj
Justment woylq

be amicably effected in the great majority of

that the Government had taken thJe m}artter c(?ﬁirri?ni(gin as the creditopg N
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure 0111 hand, Aypgq SV
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 48() dode cannot, for the
1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is prOb’bl ated 21gt September
insist on sale when an application had been made unde able that no couyg v Sl
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of ¢ elri Section 326, gq lotig ag

5. It seems then that management by the Court‘of Wevmg the estate,

fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your lett ards woy
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are Prepargé ()tf()?ést S
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into consideration by the Madras Governmént as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the GGovernment of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

(?ommunicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Courf of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,

Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenne),

Fxd. 7. H enricus.
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CONFIDENTIAR,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT,

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1
the Government of India, Department of Rcvénue 'z’m(.l R
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue )
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your T
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting t}lmt thg cbllglci}gg;sl\]oz d313’ dated the
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminar axt ii OWh In m
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated bez 0 legislation tq
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of g E: ecialo-r}gl.elWhat relaxed
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. pecial Bill authorizing

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, th s of the Goverp.
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar bel,on o estates of land-
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholl asglfi They regret,
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a su};nm = @he_ regularly-
the interests of a single estate. ary Jurisdietion in

3. 1 am, however, to invite a reference to the recent corr

- 4 e’.

with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and :32;23121]]10; tconnecfed
0

1RY% : ch ,
® Forwarded with my demi-official letter Pro(irfi]tll(l;z :‘ T:lfltdB lguf(;)}i gle II\TOrth-We:{)etf;
. t

No. 895, dated 24th April 1897.
0 ate pri the Government of Indig taPPears to

rovisions which do not at present find a place in the hat similay
Eas been drafted by the Government of Madgas, would in(i,ogga(zfn\l)val‘ds Bill that
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st Se t;eals)llre meet the
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert SOnf)e cmber 1896, anq
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act sch Provisiong
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. when Passed, in

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if t Rt

to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for lzgecrsegggf: will not consent,
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that a de,nt of accountg
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as th]umnent would
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in h
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code ¢

reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 2a1n?0t, for the
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that n st Septembey
jnsist on sale when an application had been made under section 3 20600urt would
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the esiasg long g4

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wards
fulfil the conditions, as stated _in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21:1? g‘la%tse‘g])%tantlall
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the er 1896,
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may g; a?:fe,
- . en

S_ccretary ta
Agriculture, t

and, Apg ‘oton

epartment, dated -

|
|
|
|

Exd. J. Honricea,

i A et

Mis. No. 3065, Revesuve, 16te June 1897. 3

A B s e e e AR S B s

into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

OrpEr—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be

ammended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.O., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).
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g- Secretary to Government,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

(5%

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

g

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.s.1., S 93
the Government of India, Department of Revenue z;n(ihA’g;-iiﬁitary o
ulture, to

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Rever
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 - we Department, dated

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your 1 \ {
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

—————

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari s sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G- STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

¥xd. J. 1 onTicus.

50 Copies.
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OrpER—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897,

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
2. Government

ards Regulation should be
arvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
equested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
eration in the light of the observations of the Government of
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(True Extract.)

(Signed) @, STOKES,
g- Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenne).

Exd. J. Honricus,
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regard as a most desirable end,
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OrDER—Mis. No, 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards R
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its re e draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government, of
India communicated with G.0,, N

0. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
is report may he expected,
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G, STOKES,
g- Secretary to Government,

[
Kegu. .
cyd. o
. f Rﬁvenuej‘(Land Revenue),
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r

Exd. J. Henricua.
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e \at in this direetion lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
e Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end. ;
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OrpEr—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious

ous that the Court of Wards Regulation sl

Lo t /0 : ‘ » shoul

]a;:\;n(ile% %‘forc the. Karvetnagar zamindari 1s sold in execution of decrees.u d’]‘]li
to)itrf 0f evenue 18 requgsteq to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitte(i
b (égll?rthe}’ c?n(;lder;mon in the light of the observations of the Government of
1 municated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th M £ ‘
e T - § May 1897, and to state when

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

(True Extract.)
Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., C.8.1. Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 18497, No. 1229-193-2 :—

1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
rolieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settloment of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners. of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are gtill unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction n

the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, qnd especially to chapter
» Forwarded with my demi-official letter %;V of.the dmftdBllOl f((i)lr ﬂle Iftortl'l-\Vestern
5 e rovinces an uah. appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India thg) similar
rovisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
{:as been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
1 am to suggest that the Governor in (ouncil might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably offected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the (Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action ander section 320 of the QOivil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be tuken i1 the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate. i

5. Tt seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially ‘
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your Tetter of 21st September 1896, : » :
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manages Yot ¥ Hhmsiote

mont, 1 am to request, therefore, that the suggestions DoW made may be taken S & |
_ ‘ / 60 Copies. :

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

5 Board of Revenue (Land Revenne).
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.8.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to

the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :— ‘

1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. ”

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They I'O‘Tl‘et"
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly asidé the regulzrlyi
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. 1 am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence co
‘ nnected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapte(r
AR IV of th 1l for v

» Forwarded with my demi-official letter Provin(lfasd r:;fdellOl‘ fgll tlle liItOI‘th-W(,stern
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. the G ah.® 1t appears to
i . 16 Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned In paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provi,sions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in

the case of the Karvetnagar estate. ’

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the seitlement of acco{mI:
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that a(ljilstment Wouls
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the PR LA
that the Government haq taken the matter determinedly in hand. And e[i;‘w
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code e tﬁl;
reasons explained Ih paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1806, be taken the local area in question, yet it is probable that no couft would
insist on salo x_;vhen 7 a{)phcatlon had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the es;.ate 8

5. Tt seems then that management by the Court of Wards w :

iti : s would
fulfil the .COndltIOIlS, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st gept?nl:itéxrn?gg}lg
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the managc:
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar samindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
4o it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.O., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G- STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenuo (Land Revenue).

Txd. J. T enricus.

80 Copies.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
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Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., C.8.1. Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Giovernment of Madras, Revenue Department, dated

Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

T am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, Tequesting that the conditions laid down in my
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary t0 legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxe
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-

¢ the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,

owners 0 '
however, that they are otill unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-

constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction i
the interests of 2 single estate.
3. 1 am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected

with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western

s Forwarded with my demi-official letter Proyinces and Oudh.* It a
© 2 . ppears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India that similar

covisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
d by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the

has been drafte
difficulties mentioned in aragraph 13 of your lotter of 21st September 1896, and

I am to suggest that the Grovernor in (ouncil might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in

the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of .Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes NeCessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
n the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw

be amicably effected 1
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the

reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. Tt seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, 8% stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,

upon which Messrs.

ment. I am to request) therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
/\ 4
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Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
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into consideration by the Madras Government as 1t appears to the Government of

India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as & most desirable end.

Orper— Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.
9. Government is anxious that the Cqurt

amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari 18 § ] :
ks on the draft Bill remitted

Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remars
the light of the observations of the Government of

$o0 it for further consideration 1n
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.

of Wards Regulation should be
old in execution of decrees. The

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

Mo the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).

Fxd. J. T enricus.
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‘Raja of Karvetnagar.

Communicating to the Board of Revenue, with remarks, letter from the Govanment of

India regarding the proposed legislation to relieve the —.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., ¢.8.1., Secretary ta
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated

Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. :

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still anable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it & summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate. ;

3. T am, however, to invite a reference to the recent corrgspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
_ 2 g 1V of the draft Bill for the North-Western
* Porwarded with my domi-official letter Provinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great  ~“sure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st Se¢  (ber 1896, and
1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert son ich provisioné
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the A hen passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate. ‘

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the credit 1l not ermsent

to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the sett t of - sounts
bocomes necessary. Bub the Government of India believe tha # ‘would
be amicably offocted in the great majority of cases as soon af JOT8 8awW
that the (Government had: taken the matter determinedly i '~ And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure C. st, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, de , September

1896, be tuken in the local area in question, yet it is probable

wrea ) court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under se’

26, so long as

big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of reliey e estate.

5. It seems then that management by the Court of Wa suld substantially
*sulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter it September 1896,
upon which Messrs, Mackenzie, Lyall & Co, are prepared /mance the manage-
ment. I am to request, therefore, that the suggestions inade may be taken
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

r—————

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar samindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with 6.0, No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when

its report may be expected.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to (rovernment.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Reyepue).

Fxd. J. T enricus.
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GOV ERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEI’ARTMENT.

r from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., €81 Secretary ta
the (iovernment of India, l)epartm('nt of Revenue and Agncultm'e, ta
the Secretary 10 the (yovernment of Madras, Revenue Department, dated

Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1220-193-2 :—

1 am directed t0 acknowledge the receipt of YOUr Jotter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
Jetter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1806, as & preliminary to legislation 0
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be giyen o the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable cettlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
' ing, if possible, the estates of land-

Reap—the sollowing lette

ment of Madras as to the importante ot savl
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
o still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-

however, that they ar
constituted judic-ial machinery, and

the interests of ‘s single estate:
3. 1 am, however to invite & reference to the recent correspondence connected

with the px‘oposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
tomioficial letter IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western

? Provinces and Oudh® It appears ta
the Government of India that gimilar

rovisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the (Government of Madras, would in 8 great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in pamgraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council might ingert some such provi’sions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in

the case of the Karvetnagar estate.
4. 1t 1s true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a uit for the settlement of acco;mts
. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
icably offected 10 the great majority of cases as S0OD @8 the creditors saw
that the (fovernment had taken the matter Jdeterminedly in hand. And even
thoug ction ler 320 of the (ivil Procedure Code cannot, for the
d in pm‘agraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21sb S,eptember

}89_6, be tauken 10 the local area 1n question, yet it 18 probable that no court wou
<ist on sale when an applicationl had been made ander section 326, 80 long as
o long as

1nsl
big suits remained ansettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate

5. 1t seems then that mm_xagement by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the .concl}tlons, as stated 1n paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
hich Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are pre‘purcd to finance the manage-

upon WiiC
[ am toO request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken

to substitute for it a summary jnrisdiction mn

. Forwa,rded with my
No. 899, dated 24th April 1897.
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Orper—Mis. N 5
s. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897

Communic
ated
to the Board of Revenue.

2. Gove

. mment 1s anxious

tlljmended before the I{al‘v;?IOUb that .t:he Court of Wards R ’

! oz.xr(g of Revenue is re quLSIZa{fa: zamindari 1s sold in exeLutEeguk;tl(i)n should be

o it for further consi ested 10 GXI)edite its xécution of decrees. T

Ve o T consideration in the li s remarks on the draft Bi M

- nmunicated with G ¥ ight of the observati  draft Bill remitted
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its report may be Cxpected] 0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1890‘3 tzlLlI(lld(jtovermuent of

, . ) o state when

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES

Age. Secrets
g, Secretary to Government

o the Board of Revenup (Land Revenus)

£xd. 7. H enricus.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., c.8.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 813, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate. :

2. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate. :

3. I am, however, to invite a reference to the recent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter
e SR P {) v of the draftd Bi(l)l f((i)lr gle lI\Iorth-Western

kg ‘ rovinces an udh. t appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897, the Government of India th:ftI similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
I am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in
the case of the Karvetnagar estate.

4. It is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
becomes necessary. But the Government of India believe that adjustment would
be amicably effected in the great majority of cases as soon as the creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
reasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken in the local area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an application had been made under section 326, so long as
big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. It seems-then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially

fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co, are prepared to finance the manage-

ment. I am to request, therefore, *hat the suggestions now made may be taken
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into consideration by the Madras Government as it appears to the Government of
India that in this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

B ey

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

2. Government is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Board of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of
India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Reyenus).

Exd. J. Henricus,

60 Copaes.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

SUSRINEE—————————

Resp—the following letter from DENZIL IBBETSON, Esq., ¢.8.1., Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture, to
the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
Simla, the 4th June 1897, No. 1229-193-2 :—

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 313, dated the
11th May 1897, and enclosure, requesting that the conditions laid down in my
letter No. 4159, dated the 4th November 1896, as a preliminary to legislation to
relieve the Raja of Karvetnagar may, for the reasons stated, be somewhat relaxed
and that sanction may be given to the introduction of a special Bill authorizing
the equitable settlement of the claims against the estate.

9. The Government of India fully sympathize with the views of the Govern-
ment of Madras as to the importance of saving, if possible, the estates of land-
owners of the class to which the Raja of Karvetnagar belongs. They regret,
however, that they are still unable to consent to set wholly aside the regularly-
constituted judicial machinery, and to substitute for it a summary jurisdiction in
the interests of a single estate.

3. T am, however, to invite a reforence to the Tecent correspondence connected
with the proposed amendment of the Court of Wards Act, and especially to chapter

: . A g IV of the draft Bill for the North-Western

* Forwarded with my d‘?m“‘{fﬁcml letber Proyinces and Oudh.* It appears to
No. 895, dated 24th April 1897. the Government of India that similar
provisions which do not at present find a place in the Court of Wards Bill that
has been drafted by the Government of Madras, would in a great measure meet the
difficulties mentioned in paragraph 13 of your letter of 21st September 1896, and
1 am to suggest that the Governor in Council might insert some such provisions
in the Madras Court of Wards Bill and take action under the Act when passed, in

the case of the Karyetnagar estate.

4. Tt is true that, under a Court of Wards Act, if the creditors will not consent
to a reasonable adjustment of their claims a suit for the settlement of accounts
Dbecomes Necessary. But the Government of India believe that ljustment would
be amicably offected in the great majority of cases as soon as-‘%' creditors saw
that the Government had taken the matter determinedly in hand. And even
though action under section 320 of the Civil Procedure Code cannot, for the
roasons explained in paragraph 6 of your letter No. 480, dated 21st September
1896, be taken In the lpcal area in question, yet it is probable that no court would
insist on sale when an 2 plication had been made under section 326, so long as

big suits remained unsettled and there was a chance of relieving the estate.

5. Tt seems then that management by the Court of Wards would substantially
fulfil the conditions, as stated in paragraph 9 of your letter of 21st September 1896,
upon which Messrs. Mackenzie, Lyall & Co. are prepared to finance the manage-
ment, I am %0 request, therefore, that the suggestions now made may be taken
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into consideration by the Madras Grovernment as it appears to the Government of
India thatin this direction lies the only hope of arriving at what they, no less than
the Government of Madras, regard as a most desirable end.

Orper—Mis. No. 3065, Revenue, dated 16th June 1897.
’ Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

9. Grovernment is anxious that the Court of Wards Regulation should be
amended before the Karvetnagar zamindari is sold in execution of decrees. The
Bofxrd of Revenue is requested to expedite its remarks on the draft Bill remitted
to it for further consideration in the light of the observations of the Government of

India communicated with G.0., No. 367, dated 20th May 1897, and to state when
its report may be expected.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue).
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