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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT
(9200 gmont |

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Court,

June 1899 ;
Read—G.0., Mis. No. 4672, Revenue, dated 28th November 1898,

Read—letter from J. A. CUMMING, Esq., L.C.8., Actin
dated 12th December 1898,

Ref. on Cur, No
Reference thereon, No. 121, dated 27th

Read—Iletter from C. H. MOUNSEY, Esq., I.¢C 8., Acting Collector of
dated Tth February 1899, R. Dis. No. 80, Rev. of 1599.
Réad—letter from C. H, MOUNSEY, Esq, 1.CS,, Acting Collector of Coimbatore,
. dated 24th February 1899, R.0.C. No. 11 (=)-C.W. of 1898,
Read—also letter from C. H. MOUN SEY, Esq., 1.C.

dated 29th April 1899, R.0.C. No.

—

of Wards, Mis. No. 739, dated 6th

g Collector of Coimbatore,

- 3 (a-d)-C.W. of 1897 and
December 1898.

Coimbatore,

8., Acting Collector of Coimbatore,
11 (s)-C.W. of 1898,

—

Resolution—Mis. No. 739, dated 6th June 1899,

In reply to G.O., N
Wards submits the follo

tember 1898, regarding the future mana

2. With reference to the first sub
obligation to maintain the brid
one with Colonel Robertson in considering that so far g
such obligation depends sole

0. 4672, Revenue, dated 28th November 1898, the Court of |

wing remarks on (olonel Robertson’s letter, dated 24th Sep-
gement of the Sivasamudram estate,

ject dealt with therein, namel the jaqhi i

ge over the western branel, of tlze,(,’ e O pmar's

auvery, the Court is at
s the M :

e g the
tent, there should be no diffi Y in making

for the repalr. and maintenance of the bridge. A scrutiny
be necessary in order to ascertain by what amount the net

_jaghirdar’s liability to
satisfactory arrangements
of the past accounts will

Coimbatore Collector has pointed out, the toll-revenue must b
. - t

fund, tlge only charges debitable to which are the cost of colleciiogei::g
the maintenance and repair of the bridge. i .
proper accounts h?.ve not been maintained in the past, th
make good the estimated difference between receiptspan(,l e; :15 i
for the Court of Wards and the Darbar, i ?

the amount due and to

~t

~F
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” bserves that
¢ state of the Sivasamudram bridges, tﬁircﬁt r:eently Vi
3. As tofthe 11{):686215 750, for putting them t§t;n££clpe§yofjove'_nment and trans-
imate Ior 3. &Y% sancil : rtment
faims 1899. ferred to the Puphc vv‘orl::er;?;?ot now
* G.0., No. 261 W., dated 26th January for execution. 'lhe;1 ii}slt;lgnppértains A od
d the exact proportion of the tomllfug:iv;vry is thus not known.
before the Couxt an eross the western branch of the from which the requisite
« Rangasetu ” bridge aut form. however, the sole soll{rcf r reports that, under the
The Mysore tolls do I:at for th,e Kollegal Deputy Co ecp‘;ue of the British villqge
expenditure can be 18 u’rt of Directors in 1836, the reY‘ o b()th bridges, ViZ.js
sanad issued by the (1’18 levied from.passengers PpassiI gBritish bridge—are :to be
of Sategal and the“to‘ ore; bridge and the Ramqse,t,u (Xs the toll collections are said.
the Rangasetu OT g ] briages <in perpetual repair. alone of the Sategal  village
utilized for keeping :;, 9 r annum and the land revenuebOth bridges in proper.zepeir,
to average Rs. g hpi is no excuse for failure to keeph Ward’s mother, Unnamulai
exceeds Rs. 5,000, ¢ lert to have been grasped even by td » contribution of Rs. 10,000
This fact appears at las ntly promised the Court of Wali) 1§anorks Department, - That
Ammal, for she hﬂs.:e‘;‘z “0}‘:’ being incurred by e Pl(li ; ldelibemtely disregarded by
towards the expent utiuns were either not appreciate (éfs minority is made clear by
the Jaghirdar’s obliga ors of the estate during the War ear ago, and by the Kollegal
the responsible M"'nﬁﬁnwmus condition of the bndgesb T )ou tléy on the bridges during
the disgmceful at’ldlocafenquiries which fix the probable
&epllz{;(ﬁ:&;ﬁ?;:um at about Rs. 260 per annum.
e p

i gement of the
i jdent’s letter is the manag ; .
$ e e g SRS f::;:'(/inul/y—nnled siz  Mysore _villages

E . rse from disturh-
Hanchipura (or Mali- (olunel BOb(‘rtS?n :,S :::::lts as no change
Belakavadi. than Halli). ing existing arrangg Darbar or by the
adoddi. s - Jesired either by the Dar
Dasanado Devapaina. is de | the present Manager
Hosahalll. ; \ minOI"S m()“ler an e p
Kanchagahalh. 3

i ily.”’ - The
s ol : is office satxsfactonly..

. ite capable of conducting s lli:asstion as to the capacity and
is ¢ said to be q‘ﬂl eqhare these views, were there 1132 case and the Court can only
Court 58 he Mans i Ay i e ‘b sn misled by incorrect repre-
integrity of t}l)le }1:(3?(: éi:{e;idvnt and the Darbar have bec
hat bot

suppose tha

r and late Agent Raju
ating from the minor’s mother, her brothe
gentations eman

Mudaliyar or the Manager, Ramaswami Aiyar.
u

1 have made repeated

g, Coimbatore snd , b g zt t{mct;,iljexiz)orts go to shoviv that

G onreganding the munagemcnt o the et ‘Rain Mudaliyar, of whom it was

enquiries l“.’garfh.ng ig a mere tool in the hands Of,.pl stom_of spoliation ” during

Ramaswaml Alyar lst Lo Tk carniad ot s “.,holem e sl) T e BN R

reported (il? 18:1?1 t)&:lrs when he was in Pmmﬁl S;::g;{b BB g Ty % '2;};
RATESHENS i /gl tion were made agamnst

T For deta‘ﬂ;} please see enclosure (1). a,f:,;ln];;trihe daidl A Tdat ™ ¥ chna

1 i 2 mOther
e. se V" were tempora!'ily Placed at the dlsposal Ot the mlnor_
- w T 1ces S

i seurate by the

894. These were accepted as su:)lfta: tézlilﬁyc ?‘Oecommem{ation

and guardian in J “Iézqi,onc;a the Board of Rfvenuedgﬁi;’:e p:ovil;ions A e Ghaidians’
: and in con : d to interfere unc t the same time
?lf;:e:ﬁgr(,)ivﬂ Courts shotfllci 53(?:;3 the Resident in M%sl;);ebzvraga: dorlitedy oY b,
and Words’ Act VI 0, 1 o Madras o anagement, on. the part of tho

ionce was made admitte :
i

. excessive as to

iu Mudaliyar, but cogm_dﬁred that l:dwzi ;:rttoso(i{ LA NS
uardian’s Agent, Raju oceedings in the Civil Courts, & ent of the minor’s property.

call for institution of It)l" adocanary reforms 1n the managerrée by the Amildar, Krishna
nardian to carry Outg t e'ntimated that the statements '_“t: 58 u);-a.te 930 though in what

%" was ot the stzn?l:ilt]:)?' t)f (Coimbatore were ** not quite a

Singh to the Lollec

F i 268 0 p'u'on which
1 se 3 crences f opinl
him from his pnst in consequence of dift
to remove
pecessary
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e i SRR MopanpskasssnamminserriAnak kil Sttt taates seeived from the Collector
4 No. 869, Revenur, 261n Dscenper 1899, i] S RTE - osals for the management Weret%cfiggg As an indieation
e TR e el e SR A 9. When detailed propssit of this intervention caie Aiyar, it may be mentioned
. KoL o e . r— . g “further evidence of the nece ){y[ sore agent, Ramaswami Aly to a eivil request for
had arisen between him and thé giardian, Unnamulaj Ammal, resulting in an applica- x o ttitude assumed by the My sponse from this person to Mysore villages
tion for his removal by the latter, The Resident forwarded these remarks to the g Il)e uty Collector received no ;e tll)le income derived from the - Xtish villagsh,
Madras Government, without comment, save an expression of surprise at the wasteful ] !-,hat the:/ Pag to the correct figures o r the accounts relating to the ?the Court of
destruction of trees which had receutly attracted his attention when on a visit to the : mformatltflllmt prevail on him to hand OVGtod of which the local ageni(sio ently given
; Mysore portion of the estate. In the ’ S5 cnuh ce or other property to the :}:1 S,- t}z’at Ramaswanmi Aiyar ha ﬁ?iev--nyue and
* 6.0, No. 4127, Revenue, dated 18th Octo-  eircumstances stated, the Madras Govern- .  cash ba ndla right. It appeared fur 191- ar the right to colleet the to
ber 1895. ment eonsidered * “that ne interference Wards ha t to the nephew of Raju Mudaliy
3yl _ Was mecessary.and resolved to Jeave the B EpEas
British villages in the management of the M ysore agent,

: ,H00
. ts aggregating Rs. 2,
als» reported to have made ‘mprotglettilll);}:ﬁir\:vanéé% drawn by her for
: He was : s he large m
the following Collector of Coimbatore reported that . :'2:‘;1111;111[1111;11\11& Ammal in addition to the larg
he had received ntimation from the Distriet Court that Unnamula '
to be appointed as guardian of i i

rarded by
2 rl\hese ayments Vf'ere reh

I Ammal | lied / - tenance of the minor and his household. A alm?)st immediately before the
L A ¢ < v - <

h 1an of the minor unde 2) of Mn;n{znlldgfaq%% ¥ &, fbe mainto

Regarding this as a meas ure preliminary to the removal of ‘the M C o

Bradley gpprehended that, if the lady a2 the Mysore a
Mudaliyar would withou

squire careful
i action were such as to requ
: cumstances relating to this transaction v
| ircumstanc
o <o that the ¢
e following March, however, the

ici avi n m

he Collector with suspicion as having bee
f “ the Colle

. 1 nl t bei.ll",
| al villages, the recipien S
Wards actually took pOSsessxon(Eff the Kollega g
: gent, Mr. ¢ Court of Wards actually ¥ liyar himself.
1Ay were appointed guardian, hey l)r(.ﬁxer ,Ruju g,o:vas understood, Raju Mudaliy
t dpubt regain the ful] control of the Property situated in the
Kollegul taluk. He accordingly recommended the
this and to carry

h
: ed that there was muec
the zeneral condition of the estate ;tr;vvit;:: pl?;fi been so negleit?ldt;h:ct
1€ B % ction 0 : . nfe

that steps should be taken to Tevent fA§ :310 o t]?e accounts, that the -Cf)li(: (t)f the British villages alone amou

out the wishes of the Madras Governmen’c by making g 1'0,.mqri li TR s due to the estate by the ryot:
cation to the District Court for the appointment of the Mysore A(v%llt i ‘3(11"1‘) 1- the arrear
The Board of Revenue approved this proposal und authorized the (o] o
Unnamulai Ammal’s application on the ground that she '

i laints were
At 1881), while comp d
k “from fasli 1290 ( as had been meglected,
00 and -dated back : d muchalkas : :
Collestor less than Itlzéii,?mmd that the exchmge of E:&iﬁtﬁ?ﬁt Sivasamudram were in a most
: s . a8 had abusetl’h(zi' t?uoslt)paorfg '“ enerlelal O:rfousgrcligious and charitable insti . e
was 1neapable of porfurmmg the duties of g guardian of property, The District Court aud ¢ ef vtory condition. howed that notwithstanding a forng
passed orders accordingly and the post of guardian ip Tespect of the Kollega] illae ~unsatisfac eport received in May 1897 s
vested by law in ¢ the officer who wight be appointeq by the Mysore Sta.teb:l h %(is 10. A further rep
the minor’s property in Mysore.” 0 manage
7. Almost immedinte_ly afterw

i atish portion of this

records relating to the Br1 o

o deliveryhof igs:;;)il‘zﬁlt‘gna:)lfd cocreive prqceedu;gs:l un;l:guzgg %mctieally if

- estate on penalty Of\} e-ore agent, Ramaswaml _Alyur,h ; mau e% Apeiregie: i

e e b Acfi’ t(}lim:ngx;ts or vouchers of e,xpen(tllxltelire{,] n;sa S ﬁ\lg Bra(ii‘}zg

operty and no acc ) e minor’s mother, : . o, M Lokcix

E:eiyth}ing vk 1?1 t(}ll (Z lzic,:a(:ls (t)(f t'llhe Mysore Diwan on ililsa:tlb]';fe warniug'adx_nmls-

reportegi . h? Zrn.ilr)lv should be sent to Ramaswallrl\:l n};ade o e Jaritig
t prontlllse.;clléa;;:):vc(l fruitless, the Collector subsequently

tered havi

g to compel
I of 1890 in order 1
2 d 45 of Aet VII f Wards understands
e i t under sections 41 an o Court of Wards
the Distriet Cour

ards, however, Uny
of the Court’s order registered a power of attorne i
. ' : § ' ’
Mudaliyar to manage the whole estate for her, andq e last obstacle re‘b\l Otlt]'er l::‘;]'u
individual from Tegsling ¢ontrol over the Property, which there Wu‘eIIJ I'e'IL;I:) mtg s
pose he had grossly mismanaged in the period 18?4——95, was removed b( t}n e
tion of the Mysore agent, Krishna Singh, to g more j Syl o

‘ ; mportant ¢l
appointment by the Darbar of the pensioned Amildar, Ramaslzvamint _c}mr ge and the
of the Sivasamudram jaghir,

4 This personage, it shoylq b
guardian’s mother hers'elf, and the Diwan of Mysore With o |
conversation on the subjeet, described him as an ¢ % hom Mr. Bry
old schosl with practically

amulai Amma]
¥ appointing he

As th : he want of the
. roperty and accounts. lication and the w
Mg the proper (}ehlvirga%fngt yI:at passed final orders Oaﬁz:f:ﬁgi Ammal has consequetltz

" p . ( 5 Y - AT . yil
elderly, Somewhat effete ma:yf tahd the Dlstnctés :Vi%hheld by Ramaswami .Alyﬂ‘ Orn.ears of rent owing to the wa
no knowledge of English,” a5d « not at all the s S (f) i old accoun reat difficulty in realizing the a

to be entrusted with the management of the Property on the Kollegal side of Ec)h e(;- }“"f} given rise to r‘::l lars of the outstandings.
In the circumstances, My, Bradley considered that it would be m?)st impolitic t “lfr s detailed particul
Ramaswami Aiyar to occupy the post of guardian in Politic to alloy
and strongly advocated that immed;:

respect of th s
ate steps should 1, 5 1 British
ment of that portion of the ag

1 ate and its- present
avi r<g1rd therefore, to the past history of the esta d
5 n bt S y L
Property 11. Having g P

i - d, to urge most
{ in the interests of its ward, and that
L Vards is compelled, in ecarded as satisfactory, ;
. sndition, the Court ‘ff ‘ ancements cannot be reg thorou h]y relied
e LhE oontrolp Raju M“:izllxim‘;le‘ thfI mar_mge(i :::)(}ngy that, the eXISUEg sgif[;iim.;iyar by 4, 90BRE Wlll;)i (ﬁlrlntlfal and tig bring the
out that the ryots concerned hud themselves opposed Unnamuylaj Am)mai’s- ; f_ou:'gq ' it is essential to I‘GPlaeel mf Raju Mudaliyar and I,Jmlaulm al situation of the estate
to the | istrict Court 1o’ be appointed guardian ang entertained strong ob[{i;gtigﬁslzn upon to act independent yta(le ks proper_order, ‘lhe gl oo neighbourhood of
being placed at the mercy of her brother of whom they evidently StOO'Zl o eaf::A : administration of the ?8 PPN by block in the'n'mtnred by oae an A sho Gadis
fear. As glaring instances of that individuals maladministration, My Bragdrle villages, forming as they ble that they should be admunste
-reported that the forests on the Sivasamudram Island were being I‘aI’)idly .destro e{l =4 Kollegal, renders it desirable
under cover of passes granted by Raju Mudaliyar, that the temples anq 7. <4 ‘
buildings were neglocted and in some :

i he administration being
1ld desire, the Mysoie Darbar will consent to t
' as the Court wou f

1 dily
i ble local officer will be rea A
paie Supstreh b0 R T 1 division. The presen
0t engineer left in its own handg,s ?)(fie(tlhe Depgty e 8 thzngéle‘iaénomical’ " i rst
3 : T'S agent could pe made t available at the hands ¢ L ononil, sl
understand that he was in any Wway.responsible for the duty o repairing jt Th | dual system of administra R D e el Lo Cnu cnac o
matters, it shculd be observed, were withiy, Mr. Bradley’s personal knowledg.e . | I ~mossible, be put an en{l to ’m:l e Madstipde o 00!:1;11; o mansgomen clear!y
8. Un reccipt of this report the Board of Revenue concluded thyt th : 3 e "It;,o allowing Unnamulai A'n..rience of 14 years has Shovf:;e gy
ment of entrusting the management of the British villages to the Mysore Ge ArTange= British villages. The e,XI()r of the minor and his es A 158 Highuess the
agent had eonspicuqusly failed and reSO}ved that it wag necessary, in the i"‘trel'nment inimical to the .Welljbel:,”-;rd to this estate, the plqltll ?ﬁ IIIis Hi shnese’ T a3
the minor, for the Court of Wards to ntervene and take eharge’ of the Dierests of favour of followng, m \lﬁ; o Ay il it
recommendation to this effect was accordingly made t, Government and estate, A Nizam in regard to the ) 3
G.0., No. 5278, Kevenue, duted 1uth September 1855, accepted ip
-
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ion and that in consequence of its thus being necessary to file a
on_ V_‘{aé'g?t%iéubjg; act of malfeasance by a guardian, maladministration and the

fivi tration of frauds are much more difficult to prevent in Mysore than in British
pe'?‘i :- The Court may also observe that it understands from the Collector that
:?12“33 ye;‘vision exercised by the Darbar in regard to such matters is little more than
nomingl. This, indeed, would appear to be the case from. the fact that in the original

der recognizing Unnamulai Ammal as guardian and Raju Mudaliyar s her agent,
:;e Mysore Darbar has imposed no stipulation other than the requirement that accounts
of the management should be annually submitted.

_ - _In what form such aceounts are
prepared the « ourt is not aware, but to this subject it will recur later on.
12. The Court has next to discuss the question of 7

d Purigal. 1t 50 s o LNt of BB, B
d illages Kaglipuram and Purigal. notes and eoncurs in the Mysore
el?elsoizgglegé c'i)mnqent tl?gt {he Darl.)ar is }tsel.f In part responsible for the state of Df‘};;\ect
into which the religious and charitable institutions at S,lv‘d§amudram have been allowed
to fall. It cannot, however, accept Colonel Robertson’s view that these two villages
should, as a matter of course, remain under attachment during the minority of the
Court’s ward. The condition of the original loap advanced by the Mysore Darbar
was that on repayment of the amount advanced with

Vith interest, the villages should be
surrendered to the Jaghirdar. During the period 1885—

; 89, so far as the Court is
he Darbar raised no objection to the management of these villages by Unna-.
?ﬁ;‘f’;iﬁaf and her agents. Jlt was 1n the latter year that the. lean was aﬁvanced
and now that it has been repaid, the Court can see no reason why the _management of
the villages should not be allowed again to vest in the legal representative of the minor,
It is clear that the Darbar cannot base its position on the terms of the mortgage dged
and the Court is not aware whether there is anything in the Mysore Regulations which
justifies such intervention nor does 1t_ understand the reason ,why such intervention is
considered necessary. From the wording of Colonel Robertson

¢ 8 letter it may be iuferred
that the management by the State of these vill

ages is considered necessary in order
to vnsure that the revenue shall be expended in the manner intended. Now the insti-

tutions thewmselves are under the direet management of the Kollegal Deputy Collector,
an arrangement which meets with the approval of the Mysore Darbar, and the Court
cannot understand what objection there is to permitting the same officer to. supervise
the administration of the endowment villages more especially as this course will tend
to economy if the Darbar will consent to the Court’s proposal to place the administra-
tion of the rest of the Jaghirdar’s estate under the control of a manager appointed by
the Court of Wards and directly supervised by the Deputy Collector, The Court
freely admits that there are valid objections to a revival of the syste

followed prior to the mortgage of the villages in 1889, namely
Ammal and heragent, Raju Mudaliyar, have Proved unworthy of th
sioned Amildar, Ramaswami Aiyar, cannot be relied upon to act independently of their
control. These objections apply with equal force, however, to the case of the remain-
ing six Mysore villages, but as the Dul‘bar.cmmders the arrangements relating to
those villages to be satisfactory, the Court is at a loss to understand why the same
body should consider it necessary to retain the endowment villages under attachment,
If the sole object in view is to ensure that

: ] e th the revenue is expended in the manner
intended, all that is necessary is to require the manager of the endowment villages to
subhmit proper accounts of the receipts and expend

f ture accompanied by vouchers
evidencing that the net income has heen properly expended on the upkeep of the
endowed institutions. The Mysore Darbar, as the representative in interest of the
original grantor of the endowment, is clearly interested in the matter, and the Court
need hardly say that it would always be ready to transmit for the perusal of the
Darbar duly authenticated copies of ail material accounts relating to

of the endowment villages and the outlay on the en

m of munagement
y that Unnamulaj
e trust and the pen-

8
e ; X
13. Tf, however, the Darbar is not willing to.consent to such an arrangement but
considers the intervention of the Muzrai Depart
tion can be le

ment to be essential, and such interven.
Regulations, the Court mugt still demur
uty Collector all sums necessary for the
It considers that in such a case the whole pet

gally enforced under the Mysore
to the proposal merely to remit to the Dep
upkeep of the temples and charities,

) the management .-
dowed institution v

¥,

et

t,_,_,ﬂﬂw"w

7,
No. 869, Revexve, 26T DrcevBer 1899,

P —————————

JER o

the manager of the endowed
he Deputy Collector as

- be handed over to t

ineome should

i i f‘
1 1 lt al L (%) e

i diture of the income -
bar is confined to one point, viz., the proper expen
Mysore Darbar 18 COR

g this is, as already stated, the
that is necessary to ensure g aliendy pintadofhe
i 0}“1,33'- OfA#'OPe" accounts. The seeon(}hgrgggiier?ncome will for some
e e tmnsxmssmnndowed institutions is such that eted e i
P i od for outlay thereon. AS requets Shibg Hexerameniin, O
o o - requ‘liramd 4th March 1898, the Cour oo papapinich Kash Ot
o Revenueéo uote Colonel Robertson’s Wc%r(:g; s e prieing
the period _Wheﬂ, toqprovide for the repayment 0 imacigand poTieR Sl o
el 35 S ues of the estate proper were drow BB 19 RS Btent 0
instalments, the r(«levquo provide for the maintenance of t 8 FRUeEin ehartieg, . e
Rs. 23,170 1nor e!;he immediate repayment of this su.n; o e
estate is entitled to xpenditure in order to place the exis (11 % R J e e
incur further heavy e tI];at they have been much damage t}(me Nt Byl
The, fnjletios X222 he has found it necessary to pOstpe Ty e
. ce of funds he ; A e -
v A LTk Vlll:‘:lg(‘& s mportance to the wishes of the
chenias PN 1bar appear to attach considerable imp e
e th%“a;m“lai Aumanal it g pmfntWOZrds to make arrangemen!s
minoaslm()t;g{i,o“:; bshe (et md'llthe Cl());r:bg Court and its officials.
ey t of the endowment villages
for the managemen

there is no
i s .oumstances set out above, Pkt B
i ill observe that, in the eircu g gty Vi
v Gove}xl'nnggﬁzr:il Superintendent and the D'eptl;l'to); f;sn:\‘iggested by
i tf ihe financing of these endowed institutl
the question 0
of tktnle tesident’s letter.

mple jewellery.
h 6 of Colonel Robertson’s letter reff’erznt&) i:hli)di:e({ inja safe 10
e Paragl:aph. now been satisfactorily ancoupted 101:1( and Koy of the Musrai
i Ehlsh' dse at Belukavadi under’ the hvet: (ﬁJ along to have been in the
the AL U‘ilsthe L e Rt A %’ve denial that this was the
i e lai Ammal notwithstanding her post :h Collector considers her
ofstody. o} Unuamasd first interrogated oun the SUb-JeCtd’ -eeeof Raju Mudaliyar. He
o X 2 Yvade {8 b attributablc s S o e Vlhould be transferred to the
disiugenous. SE5 that the custody of the jewellery & d for use in the temples at
kg seR reporta% llector as they are frequently require t Kollegal. He states that
S oAt b segirod jil g ELa trea.surly;.a course but complains that
Sivasamudram a0, c'ms1 have signified their assent to® (1181n sonssqaerioe of & dispute
the, HIAS authorltlef the ornaments has been defer'ﬂix are claimed by Unnamulai
the acfual. surrener Oof certain individual items whic i ed 16 b B
as to the Ofwn[f:i'?]\;phel' private property. Mr. Mounsey P
Ammal as for

: lai Ammal that she
intimate to Unnamu it
TeW and proposes to MUMILE 7, s where doubt exists.
surrender of all the Je“gger};o the };ivil courts her claims T gzzgmble to transfer the
must establish by reso’:th ng Mounsey in ¢onmderm(g1 lecommends that this should
The COu;t t({loncu;:n;';ents to the Deputy Cczﬂgca‘ii‘fm:;‘u 1;0 decide upon claims which
custody ol these llector being ipstructe
the Collee r
be done at _once,

to adduce
: ok i Should she be unable

d to individual 1tems. . he should then be
Unnamulai Ampll:}l &utszf';‘x;:rship, the Court considers that s

gatisfactory evider

D)

ill merely play the
to the Civil Courts for redress. '{)he'nlg)e&l:ytgzgf:tgfrﬁg s ind Uihednalie
referred to the rival litigants ber
ake-holder,
part of a st

ments in regard to this
1 that the Diwan promises to mak:o g:cég:;o:rtrﬁ:gbeﬁ’s e G
o ey t himself propose
= hat he does no
matter and t

% itical importance. Coloqel
backward, he is of no political 1mp i ¥ g e

as. though unfortunatellly; dgg;ﬁ that the boy ghould hb?; s}e]li:t :gzc::tign = not{) o

R(’)bertson, inordet th:‘t he might satisty hlms?}if tt :.nd Diwan have since seen

occasionally 1 piden t understands that the Residen A% itsell strongly urge that

neglected. &ege&t);;ir mind in the matter, and would

reason to ¢
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immediate steps be taken for the boy’s transfer to the Newington establishment. The
past history of his education and the correspondence relating thereto appears to be as
follows : —

He was born in 1881 and up to August 1894 was being educated at Mysore in
Mari Mallappa’s school

» the Royal school, and the Wesleyan Mission High school.
From the Royal school he was compulsori

rily removed, because he was found to be

2 : 18 in' the Maharaja’s school,
Mysore, in receipt of monthly salaries of Rs. 30 and Rs.

20, respectively. 'I'he semior
of these two wasa graduate named Adolphus, under whose care the wird was reported
to have done better notwithstanding irregularities in attendance due to his mother’s
mdulllgence which I&n one occasion resulted in a break of 4 months in his work. On
another occasion Mr. Adolphus threw up bis appointment as tutor owing. it is
stated, to the indifferenc e ity >

terence shown by the boy’s relations to his education. The lad
was subsequently seiit to Mari Mallappa’s school a
tion in May 1897 when

! gain and was a pupil of that institu-
I the Collector reported that his progress had been extremely
ubsatisfactory, The Mysore Diwan had suggested that t

he boy should be re-admitted
to the Royal sch'o'ol, but the Muharaja’s guardian, Mr, Frﬁs};r, declined to receive
hfm on any conditions, and the (‘ollector aceordingly
to Newington. In th

. recommended the boy’s removal

Wing e following month (June 1897 )y he received a protest from
Unnamalai Ammal on the ground that the removal of the ward to Madras at that time
ith mueh incenvenience and discomfort, the nature of whieh
however, she did not detail. With ‘her petition she sent a report procured from Mr.,
Adolphus deseribing the boy’s progress and expressing the opinion that the earliest
date at which it would be possible ‘to send him to Madras to study there with
advantage to himself would be January 1899 : thig recommendation was devoid of
any value, - for, apart from Mr. Adolphus’ capacity to form an opinion on the matter
and his personal interest in the question involved, his sole reason was that the boy
still required private tuition and was unfit to

‘ be left to his own devices in a regular
class. The Court nee

0 d hardly observe that private tuition is exaetly what he would
get'at Newington and of a quality much superio

r to that which he has hitherto
received, for besides the European tutor in charge of the establishment the Court’s
wards enjoy the services of special assistant tutors appoeinted as occasion requires
with reference to the needs of individual pupils. “Inpassing orders on the Collector’s
report the Court in its Proceedings, No.:1022,-dated 29th June 1897 » authorized him
to make immediate arrangements for ‘the transfer of the minor to Newington and
instructed him to seek the co-operation of the Mysore authorities in the event of any
objections being raised by the minor’s relatives. ~The Collector addressed the Diwan
or Resident on more than one oveasion in regard to the matter, but it was not until
July 1893 that he received intimation that Colonel Robertson proposed shortly to
make personal enquiries regarding the minor’s ed

ucation but would not be prepared
to urge the desirability of sending the boy to Newington,

on, if the arrangements which
the Mysore Diwan proposed for his education proved to be

fairly satisfactory,
16. The Court considers that there can be little doubt that satisfactory arrange.-
ments have hithertonot been made in regird ‘to the boy’s education and desires
strongly to urge that in his interests and £

or the sake of the future of the estate,
immediate steps should be taken to procure his removal to the Newington establish-
ment where he will associate with other lads of similar stand;

ng and position and
enjoy the advantages of that private tuition and special training which are especially
necessary in the case of dull and backward lads who have been sp

and allowed to grow up without due regard to disciplinary requirements,

17. The only other-subject to which the Court need advert is one left unnoticed
by Colonel Robertson and that is e necessity of securing a thorough scruting of the
accounts relating to the, past mana,ement of the whole eslate. As already stated the
condition of Unnamalai Ammal’s recognition as guardian and the approval of her
uppointment of Raju Mudaliyar as her agent was the submission of an annual statement
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saghir i iture and duly signed by the lady anl counter-
showing the ]aghlcl;elr?tc OmeTz;ll(lad :;%?23 ltz?llegations Srrnade. in thg, appendix li)ft :ﬁese
signed by her 'azf’orm'a tion supplied by the Amildar, Krishna Singh, shqﬁr t af ere
e dfngs i mson for the belief that Raju Mudaliyar has been t§u1 v of gross
i et B The Court of Wards has for nearly three years eenRunsuccesst
O to obtain detailed accounts from the Mysore agent, :,'x;:atsv;a;n;
fully endeavoumllgead r stated, now stands as defendunt‘m proceedings ins 1du ed t,:d
Atyar, Who,. g?}firre'thz I)istri::t Court at Coimbatore. There 1sf atlllar%; Isl,xl;mof ell\)f::i s
:«}: ltsh%\gg:ibt of Unnamulai Ammal witthh(?3 11\18)"383112 t‘j)milxlncxl'legard fo wdlll W

¢ . A ] 3 4

alrln Oustli%eo?)fth;ri;i: f:c?;:;ltz L?)QZdee:ee t’o show whether or not it constitutes
the abs

. it inc the
“property belonging to the estate, though there is no moral doubt that it includes
propert =]

i 1 n the late
le or a portion of the cash balance of Rs. 24,?,_50—14—4 WIE?IL w;as ;[;Igartlg gave ate
e o pdeath less a deduction of Rs. 1,010—.10—1, whic ppr s I8 ligvey o
]aghlrd?‘;hs t due’authority by Raju Mudaliyar. Since theadvent ot 3 aha. ki )sa n
sers el tionable transaction 1s stated to have taken’ place 11{1 : e Sf ‘I:vhich P e
anoth‘er_qu::nk-bcd lands at Balakavadi for Rs: 8,525, the “i{ ‘o. e i{ _Taich .28
o‘f ?eltaln understood had probably reached the hands of Raju : ehtj 20l
(,'ollector Ircady alluded in paragraph 4 above to the SUSEICIOUfS [ljla)rﬁ L Bt
'('qut'dhasla f Rs. 2,500 immeciately before the intervention o tftt}; )ocas%: ) wll)l 3
e wr " d it is c’learly necessary to make a thorough serutiny of those % B XY
COI'lcc’t\(I)r&aﬁlil\"tr has been permitted to make advances for business [I)::rli'gced gt
Ra]u.;ﬂu ﬁc;tes running in his own name. The Court was ﬁp :u_ ki ik e
Pmm]s'btovrif taking preve?xtive measures and conducting a sea;'c hmaotﬁ o
neceszlt) these matters that in its Proceedings, No. 6, Press, of the b otel ) ;
theeC 11o tor of Coimbatore was requested to address the Mysore a111 it
o Cg ecreventin" any payments being made to Unnamulai An;lma (;v i
e tﬁ I;ncome of the Mysore property except of course o mu(é Ialts bRt .
it ((l3 for the maintenance of the minor's househqld. The Co e(i1 ( (‘puest e
m(.lu.lrlesfw however, that no action had been taken with refereut(;(.et toantls :h(el S
Li[laz all 't};c ordinary revenue of the Mysore portion of thfe tﬁs t:nk-bed i
o aordinary receipts such as those arising from the sale o 1_e ot
g t tie pockets of Unnamalai Ammal and Raju Muda 1yarr.f e i
gglln%s:].doto the Mvsore authorities on more tban one oceasion hav i i{al; ees 0 el
f:iet::iled statement of the income am.l _expcndlture ;)“fcxtxl::i hégf:ﬁ;e b %he. Wi son
figures given in fact by the Sub-1 :1v1smual-ogcf:éei;ts et expe,nditure ol e T
gs. A. ». villages during the five years endulllg
1596-97 as shown in the margin. The
Court is not aware whether these figures
Expenditure ... ... 4391 911 .06 been duly verified, but they no
o vi i diture in connection
Other Yillages— 43303 13 o doubt include expen e i
Receipts . 117013 13 4 with the British villages and als s
b 5 repayment on account of n;he mt(i)zng%%:
debt. The Deputy Collector was instructed to ask for more detailed informa
non(; bas yet reached the Court of Wards.

18. When last addressing Government on the subject in ﬁstl’tt'%ceeeslinsg;;eNf).ﬁgg;
dated 6th December 1897, the Court expressly requested dt 1 e grt Pt
»C]d be asked to furnish a statement of the receipts and el arges, i
. i ed Colonel Robertson is silent on this subject. There is so m.uc , pr b
i f Othe belief that the income of the estate had been frittered away }(:r 1r;115 ;g) =
qquencshor ast 14 years and the amount of money involved is so largett at the ,g?,st
dun.l'l(;g eiz)of aramount importance. to investigate the past _accouxtlh $ 1n zditum
:ﬁl(::)ugli possibll)e manner. During the miﬁlox;ityl ';)f t&llz Ja:)gultll&ilzr nete :eiﬁft hiyse
i hi g life-time, of
shoul:l s bei!rlltf?vroéfsssetel::ntolﬁe }tllllzlt,ﬁ::fiteilr the exception of the works constructet{
Lhory munftdg erff\ the loan advanced by the Mysore Durbar, there has geen ha gelter?,
Wlttt:)g}:sgtmoiu the condition of the estate. The forests are reported to have been
retr

Endowment villages— y
Receipts o 49,777 11 5
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wiltully destroyed, irrigation works to have

other endowed buil

; : fallen inte disrepair, the temples and
h dings are byt little removed from 5 condilz?uon’ of ruin, pand the
bridges have been ueglected to such ap extent that gy expenditure of over five and
; Pees 18 considereq Necessary tq put

order; while a further sum of Ry,

them i ing like proper
: 23,000 ig due to tl}ll em In anything like p
ed villages. With the est
that there is ever

4 . @ estate proper from the income
ate in such g co e
¥y reason
to insist upon th

%o suppose that t ma] ndition as this, the Court fears
fasi great m i
e submission angd thorough Practices have

: een committed and
Serutiny of the aceounts maintained.
(True Extract,)

(Signed) LIONEL DavIDSOY,

Acting Secretary,
To the Secretary to Government, Revenne Department,
with one enclosure and wi

with two origing] enclosuresg returned.
Copy to the Collector of Coimbatore.

—

APPENDIX,

over Rs. 18,000 had been maintained, and there wasg reason to question whether the expenditure
had really been properly incurred,

(3) During his tenure of management t
of all the best land

the agent had suceeeded in oh
s in the Sivasamudram Island anqg had
ment. '
(4) The a

gent had been in the habit of making
running in his owa n

{ r large advances on
ame for the most part to his relations; byt in one case
merchant for business purposes,

taining possession
regularly remitted his OwWn assess-

Promissory notes
to a Bangalore

S printer who is
© proper charge wag found to be

O 8180 reported that g gy of Rs. 30,000, bein the estate } la i
have been deposited in the Mad;‘as Bank in the agent’s name ung expressed az)pfgﬁéx::ilgnzm a(: L'(:
whether the agent might not withdray and misappropriate that amoynt,

(Bigned)  p1onpy, DAVIDSON,

AV
————

RxmfProeeedings,of the Court of Wards, Routine,
ABsTRAOT.—Ep er a final decision has
0. 739

ived at wi )
.99, dated 6th J une 1899, regarding the educa.tia ot s Loremcs to
ministration of hig Properties in the )

quiring whet},

Court’s Proceedings, N,
dram minor and the a

Acting Secretary. ;

‘
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P

"ble Mr. J. STURROCE.
ity Mr. J. THOMSON,
Mr. F. A. NICHOLSON.

»

”

i llector and
1.0y Acting Collecior anc
OUNSEY, Esq., tary to the Cour of
the following letter from %3&31 Caimbators, 1o St A 1. Dis. No. 485
READ— Agent to tltleng;gpo Sivasamudram, 17th Aug e i
Wards, date i First Assistant to the
A tate that on the 26th J plycmt, tf,hestate’ that the N]lluzra]l
1 have the honour tt? sto me saying he was dni:,ethe Deputy Collector, K'(:;'cpsgz{
ident in Mysore Wro0 eM?sore Darbar would me,enaoement and other .Ch?n : as I
:gs;lerintendent under t}‘zcte)d with the temP:e mf suggested the 1431 m?nigu,dent
: tters conn renient date. te the Muzrai Superinte ;
B e edram it I could fix a conve BaaRRLdee e Kl it Mt
: gal,
Sivasamudram 1t . Sivasamudram then an Deputy Collector, ith the estate.
d be 1n 51 ks, the Deputy ected with
knew Ibg(i)\lr‘ilsional officer, _Frenc?ofg‘:l :fle yarious pOll tin?‘;]‘;ard his views and had
had iulc;ng and friendly Qi e, the minor's uncle,
w Raju
Yesterday 1 also sa

the result
ials. I embody below

hange of views with the Mysore officials

a further interchang

i i s arranged,
ich the interview wa
der the circumstances under ;vsli](li(;?ed to be official ones.
of the intervifgv- Mgz!i'aierSuperintendent may be co
the views of the

! The Court is
» d Kaghpuﬂ.lm-—(a) nacement
; ni of Purigal an bjection to the manag
2. Endowed villag es—Mtal?: ‘i]\/i’;zore Darbar ruises I;::igr Jthe Deputy Conector’bagg
are that it claims that-’t?':s in Sivasamudram being euurity by the Darbar has11 ewr
of the temples and "o villages were taken a5 "he given to the Deputy Co ‘hich
as the loan for which ¢ ¢ of the villages may Bt to him for the purposs for i
;Zid off, the managelcnezltlls of the endowments *t‘,angfoceedings, Mis. No. 739, date
: t pro 12 of Court’s :
or the whole ne d (vide paragraph bk
thGY| 1899)' these viuﬂ-ges were mortgl:'igeAmma’l (and. .Of hel‘
June 3) Tt has been assumed that tition of 1889, Unnatrga courity of the villages.
etitl e s > :
e appear to be tlﬁfbfyn) o Dok il sbO0N0 Faghmewprrc et
anager, ber brother pro rder on the petition, date and‘recites among other11 i ge
%his was granted byf :ﬁeomanaoement of the vllla%essays that the vﬂlages sha
dor the asstémpilﬁél ?naintenanceaof the temples and | Govern
- it r - 1 . e 0 iy
conditions h:n the loan is paid off. the proceedings of the Mysoll;et.ter s
restored W : tition I now enclose th 1897, which explain
¢) To at;ol(gl tri)%er 1896, and 22nd J; anlltalt‘){; en restored since the loan has been
p 17 cto . hayve no
ment, dated 1’ it why the two villages -
could explain 1 } the management of the
gaid ofl. i Superintendent, in short, %t::e : It}llarfmy be permitted to :lneh 25;
o A5y Muzg: te on the part of the Dar deéds of Unnamalai Ammal an i ‘
villages is an act of 9:8m anagement refers to the Tl ast B open to question.
point out that lftthtthlii' management of the jaghire 4
brother, ipso facto,

the accounts from
he funds I had a glance at an ﬁlstxzcgz iorft aboat Rs, 72,350
~ (¢) In regard to ttea copy of it, this gives z;] to Raju Mudaliar denied, to, mo
£ 1889 to 1807 mido Iublagaigde to be in hand toﬁs?rt Xlltﬂ.l" i,.,.i]uation works were pu(ti 1tn
i ing Rs. 11, : aying that un o seams. 10, have admitted to
?}ll(;ltng‘l’nﬁad pwe mon?ylmtohl?;(t }sm{l aobala,uce. Buf 111518; i::s made up mostly of
airs it was no'c.POFSIb 3 that this amount of .Rs. : ; sme Rs. 2,000 or 3,000, the
It‘flg‘ﬁuzrﬂi b‘upermteﬁd%nt had been ablé to realize only s ; '
: f which he :
decree-debts (0




The expenditure
8. 43,910 ang odd, but it included
The annyy) establishment was paid in
Paid all of thig annually, the total
8ands of rupees. As it did
: 8 though whethey quite as much as
Berr:xldlles al'elnf)l:‘:el(i Oi}fl doubt, the Superintendent says,
People told me that by deductiong here ang th?ere tth(:a t;?giz i bt{ m}; 3 lll:; tﬁr{;g 1:
month from the establishment chargeg, roof - f'rt?ffve ’Fh?li; L y
about Rg, 6,000, which added ¢ surplug revenyeg in)nce goll 'Td HL ignocgowas
30th June 1899 anq R, 1,000 . date) Jogyer oo (Ks. 13,000 on
and. The Mugra; Superintey,
for recoupment of the advance
season and Rs. 6,000 £

dent Propose
¢, Rs. 4,000 kept for o
OF Tepairs to the tem
red me that if the M

-J0 of this ghoylq be spent
- SXpenditure ] the next collection
ple bmldmgs for which estimates ghoylq
Ysore Darhgp Were addresseq for the funds,

nditure on estah-

S were executed,

(1) the scale of establishment ;
(ii) the expenditure on—

(@) daily ceremonies,

(%) extraordinary ceremonieg :

iii) On repairs except petty ones.
How far the Darbar can be justi

. original sanaq and by the faet that
1896 the Darbar do not ever ge :

em to have intepfe
jaghirdar, Aq extract from the sanaq is

“We have granted you g,

S sarvamanyarn_ these tyw villages for the Perpetual
vty Mantenance of the charitieg made L
Kaglgipdram. your  grandfathep R

bt Youand your g
in hereditary 871ceession are to realize from thig Viro)dhi year} all 5}();:)3 a.l-ld f andaous
(which are enumerated in detail ) appertaining {o these villages gn
ever inereased income YOU cfn in whatsoever item anq by making t.i)
anes and to use (the saiq realizations) S0 as to maintaj i

charities and cayge PTayers to be offered for the p
Ranganathaswam;.

The title to minerals anq natural products Within the lands in
in you, as also the right of alienat; le, mortgage, gift, &e.»

(9) In reference t, the sanad the Muzraj Superintendent argues th
have been merged in the ingy, Settlement dee. ' S
Muzrai Superintendent does not
Government, dated 10th 1)
mindful of the charities, [y

ble of reduction ; therefore the

.

the liquidation of
temples ; and g, says i whose affaj

subject to the supervision of thg Muzraj department,» Again I wag referred o an
office-note of the D.iwan’f, dated 10tn September 1896, dragn up after a o:)nfersation
with Mr. Bradley, In which he Says that as thege villages were £,y the temples.ang
bridges the Muzrag Secretary shoy]q do the needfy] regarding the complaints as to

S, chanpelg and
aid restoration
Sirkar before Spi

question wil] pegt

at its terms
Interference the

ea bout Rs. 20.00 n’
s that he 10,008 ves about Rg ,000

rs should always be
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' .

v i ible
1 tment defends itself from a possi

j ices. The Muzrai depar

~want of repairs and services.

looking after the temples by are y he fact that
cha rge of not lookine a p y ference to these orders, by t t
896 t W : ence in regard to the resumptlon (0]
the whole of 1 lwa.s taken up ith correspond 1 =

1 f

Y 8 v i y by t of
i i session and finally by the Cour

i jaghirdar refusing to give poss

“the villages, by the jag

to
Al e e tate that from a paper shown
W ing i o, liMe 3% AU, e the failare to spend
ardi Ste%pltnhge lﬁiwﬁtc?)ﬁiscﬁred that thouf%'}}1 it wztt: ;;1;3 ;};ﬁi ib:,leth :1 Toali offlcoce
o the agent’s ailure ply. g
the money ProPerl{ waést(tlllgzg;oon theigr Lpye b adlmtte;lr :hiﬁlnt tllilfi{ish terri{ —
i (ta?ngnatlzf the villages and that the temples w

revenue manag

It was also pointed vut to me—

in i the negleet of the manage-
nd again in 1875, t P
(1) that, as fsu-t Ew:n323v§2nz hail bebn brought to it}llle nott):l}(:;a1 ?;;f;kte ;' y
metglz:ftiesefor action whieh does not seem ta'have :
au

: ‘ ernment to
2) that the loan of 1889 was an attempt on belalf of the Gov
iz remedy affairs ;

2 it
-if it had been asked for i
’ 1d have advanced money: i Iei0gk 88004 Sabd
(%) ‘th{:;ttllllz {m):;?%g:’ 8(.)1111(1 that it did advance Rs. 3,539-18-0 in

i ings to. motice that the claims
: " zrai Superintendent brings : s
(4)' eyl tha'tv:)kil:e liyfxutytf: 1ezr;p(la)uditure 1s not an ez;cept;:)::aioggxy outg:he
i }é%ves:mudram temples, but merely an en ﬁa;eli i
9 lval practice of the province wherebytaa£ gl
f:: z?bject to the general conduct of the estate.

: : 1 account
ive their claims, an annua 1
i Darbar were asked to waive Sty tkh fist Hime
e i D N N | they might
LR Hore is the prospect of an honest an s taial the power o
for 70 years there is the prospe inion on this but certainly the tion or
St - I can give no opin ladministration
_be Seicd 1o osno[ to be rigntly exercisable when th;alre ;:lvr:;: in paragraph 3 of
1nterference seemf asys tated by the Mysore Goven'unent t elrirzzable at all to institutions
ahpl"osp?ft tgzzg?l 22nd J anuary 1897, and perhaps is not app
their order, L !
i . nsidered with
i MY;‘;'Q- uestion of the management of these wlla%::e 11:1;3;:’:&‘;‘; that if there
(%) eaq ement of the jaghir villages. ‘The Su_[()ielt'i 158 8iid Wi e invaging
e L gall the necessary expenditure is provide GBI S on wantal
i;a st}:‘}?lusr:ﬁ::d to the Muzrai surplus fund and is always av.
them it is ¢

i hat was discussed was the
i Villages.—The next point t 3 o et
3. Mysoref ﬁghgx iagliqire villages in Mysore tetxl'lr rly‘:;se:;hzl s
e hat he was certainly of opinion that th o Dy
officer stated t ‘?l and her brother should cease, as his ltl'quuetorily. e
I{lrxgigalaivignrg:ite ineapable of managing the villages satisfa
that they

i ducting the duties

= anager was quite capable of con the ¢ ’
6“;1'Jmf1§ issizi)iffé?ﬁﬁ’;n P'{"?ilss nst,;unll)-di'c?isimal l(;tﬂc;l; }::;scie;l :l}:?epfiﬁ:;l:: ?é]::ut(;?{ et:
e L t of Wards, but declare i
s st iy (f}Otllllr Mysore G’ovemment, the cost thereof wou Rt 0
i ey S ticz{l yGovernment villages, wanting no separ:. thes :Ost i
as they would become px]'lac +h aypoﬁce station that used to be kepj; up a g [y .
ment. He added that t l;) ug abolished, the management was still far ?ﬁo 00 : y 3
the estate has recently been : ,mana i bl i
R e msl:xlxt:;ier Ifh: ulgl;it?sh rulg (as was asserted), there s;e?os:l ;;3 ;)aes illm
clicaper than the c;lnesub-divisional officer considered that revenue a:crge'a iy amyi |
S ekt '1131 : rdinary Mysore processes if the estate was utlh g:urt Ofg“}ards ‘
be recovered by tﬂe Oits to realize if the management was under the e yards
would require civil su ision for the Mysore Government having porwer il
Sl augh iy pr"ov1 as manager to collect rent upderqthe Re\'enuet 9 eAwent gf
g i tb : (l:i[:ril courts. If this authorization is no_t‘glv;nth 0 l;gnage e
T o rec??’ird‘; there can be no question as to the advisability of the gem
the Court o
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a;f Government villages by Mysore. The great thing is to have the alternative
effected as speedily as possible, The Sub-Divisional Officer assures me that he 18
about to apply to have the ward’s mother and Raju Mudaliar removed and the
management taken over by the Government, ] understand that the ground on whieh
the transfer of management will be asked is merely that Raju Mud.a.%l: has become
incapable through old age. 1t is obvious that such a reason] ill be v Ao
t.o{!E stul‘;lfy hthe Darbar in regard to its form e
eliected, the grounds therefor should be a matter indi
wog}t‘l be worse than useless to point out inconsi ;f$§;ﬁeit$32£ th is 1
desire to meet our views. These remarks apply also B Sl
that the \Mysore Darbar has interfered in the temple management
have not done so, but it would be useless to \

i ¢ point this out if they
management and be given a nominal control to save their
accounts annually being sent to them. As the

the endowed villages be wanaged.

4. Minor's Education.— This subject has been reported on separately in this office
letter, dated 16th August 1899. Raju Mudaliar pretended there would be difficulties
about caste and language it the ward went to Newington. On these points I corrected
him, He wanted the ward to be educated in Mysore junder his superintendence
and he also wanted to manage the estate, but was quite willing to give that up to the
Court of Wards or Mysore if he was allowed Rs. 10,000 per annum for the purpose
He said he was only spending Rs. 500 a month or so now as household expehdlture'
but thought if he had to educate the ward at Mysare, Rs. 10,000 a year at least wa;
necessary. -

b. Temple jewels.—(a) On the 31st July 1899, the First Assi tant i
was directed to write to me on the subject. He ,forwarded . msenig ra?d?; Rl_e:ilgent
list of eight jewels'set with precious. stoncs— one gold jewel and thirteen silvegr 'ewgelz
—altogether valued at Rs. 4,394 claimed, respectively, by the Temple auth’orit‘]- >
by Unnamalai Ammal. P 168 an(

He says “ after prolonged enquiry it he A !
Ble to discover any proof of the validit ¥ qu(l}i'gi;]tshas been found -impossi-

_ y of the temple oF :

stances the ogly possible course would seem to be%o leave the 21;(’1(:11 t.hesi Clrellﬂ,l ;
possession until the temple management can establish its clajm ! i BES R
(b) As far as I made out Unnamalai Am .
) - out, ¢ mal says :
private property of the J ﬂghll‘dii'l' and were used someti,);.e:htita(til;isetﬂev;?ls MEEs the
temples were never endowed with them, T cannot ascertain th :l he f.rOd’, but 'the:
h;ve anything more solid to rest on and gathered that if ghe hada tt e fLIQY 8 claims
t embulihto the Mysore authorities when demanded, the woul.dnlo ,re used to give
over by them to the tempb. Ou the other hang the ) o Y1 _ _have been har_lded
summarised as follows :— mples claims may be briefly
(i) They are entered in the

dar’s elerk Kiishna A

As a fact they
’ will ‘aecept our
save their dignity by copies of the
‘jJaghir villages are managed so may

list of temple‘jewels
19 44 prepared by the late Jaghir--
lyangar about g year before the Jaghirdar’s (%eath

Ratnasabhapati M lali pl? j i
. November lp885, B neillor to the Maharaja of
(i) Mr, Ratnasabhapati Mudaliar, who i now alive, b

Muzrai Seeretary to the Mysore Darbar that the

b as deposed before the
Im from the gpe mentioned in ¢layge (i)
)

list [was prepared by
and his evidence is now

(¢) If the Mysore fautheriti .

temples can put £ orifies consider after thej :
Unnlzxmalai glrlnm(:l?h no ill);oof ?f the ngh? to the je?:alf r;)rll(x):tg eg] elt]q?ﬁry tt}tll?rfktlz)ef,
Superintendent knows of Rux} ess there jg Something more ip _tutsh ily; Muzrai
+haju’Mudaliay admitted to me that I:ersox?zx:lly 1;39 knows

Lt it b St

A

,_'-f~'.

o SRR

=

-

A

= Mysore and promises to send for the occasl

" temples are properly repaired and esta
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 the it i i malai
POSSESS.OD 18 nine poiuts of the 1ﬂ.W, it 18 Sa.ld, apd Unna
on

: ave under the lock of herself,
Ammal has a sort of quasi-posses=0%, T i they'I‘hey seem to be safe enough

P issioner of VySOTR temples all

and the seal of the De ;12; (t)oommlqmt(LDe Court of wa.rds-ls tl‘oltste:rfgr the i:;sve iy

we sh?)ulcgl%o Is}tlould be to see that the bemple claim 18 1 Abt and rate until the'
’ S

atter as he likes. o
minor when he comes of age to Sertie t}tl:l}isxaﬁent and services put on a proper basis,

legal proceedings about these’

nothing of the jewels.

I think it would be wise not ‘to mix oursleves up 1 ot bugeits
g tain other jewels which Unnamalai Ammal admits s
{d) There are certain

jew to be kept at
. These jewels used
| | e o adi. four miles off, they were
supplied. This demand seems 1 oo et e
. Jaghirdar remo Dela e
lsig?%ﬁ:gr:ﬁldaﬁw‘g?:::dyagwhen wanted. Now it seems ony

7 key of the
the joint lock and :
: : ; at Kollegal under arv. Raju Mudaliar
]ﬁwels Sh(:;lg }l)-m?f(;alrn :gebgif[&r% givasamudrum when necessary ]
anager )

3 i Ammal refuses
sest that if Unnamalal o
i i« was reasonable. 1 sugge ked fo bring pressure 0
allze:ﬁ;ntlﬁzii?:\?to;hl&;: ity Mysorfi'olx)nar\t:i;tbﬁasazassed that they Yi‘ll tzl;‘;
: % | presume . “her an allowa
ey stoppntglta 1})? 1113;)1: a]};c:iii;s viﬁ)ages on themselves and make
e managem g

. , ition. o the 25th October

BRI W) hezzp(fal.eumz' Iyer.—The District Court o‘iggeiﬁ cash held by this
O ey  etition No. 297 of 1898) that e o ehould be served on him. In

3-(18&?18 gcwll(} “b:h.given up and that the necessary order Ramasami Iyer has,
shou

. ken. e
aetion- will be ta ainin
accordance with this order the RESSETRY K:ad over some accounts but the rem g

: lication, hand : -or was called in at the
during the pendenc)’hoig}: 8;3,1: been received. l{amasanzlcgl}u‘i:s or any cash belong-
records and 3h§ catsl: nuously denied he had auy of these @ 7 his office at
interview and he stre

e ily furnished.
ing to the estate 1n his hand. - ity

: be e
: ing accounts can % 1the eatiate
i and if he examines them the remsi’ " he British part 0
g??taveﬁi wﬁiibc;;fa into his hands while manaeb;:gbf)uend e B the same and
he

atisfactory account- : : all the cash exceptlng
he has not renderedla_ny ::g:i?lingywim him. His plea Ulsnt:;z lai Ammal’s direction
fo surrender uny b 4700 i time according to UI ins to the British or
Rs. 50 was handed over from time to ti : (L. 50) app ortaing

3 1 : 2
and that he is mnot sure whether this “m(’iﬁausted the subjects that were discusse

| <8, BafapTIn, :does) and 1 trust that the
i s 'thr?:?ltizt;ute about the repaus to tl;z tll)lx;&gd B v Dushos i
(fm'?“.natelX thew . as to the reasons which have it ek homing
certain of _lnformatlc()iuas to the opinion of their officers B T e eiomanta ing
certain of its acts an to the Court of Wards as a he pn i e s .have
the estato may be of 18 FLC 0 cir agent to take upon B L Ty s Proceedings,
action that they fnay xrectters are now before Govemmex; s g Ieedreslpeen 5
b . . s matiers 2 Sy oot Tl o Pt L
i , development of aflalr

snggest that the latest develop o

ilcl)ﬂg;dergeg in disposing of the Sivasamudra

questions. i-official from the

: ;ting the above 1 have received thi zl;cvlgsfedf ;g:gtllto in my report.

P.S.—Since Ylnttl;n\gith the Diwad's memorandum e T formation, the memo-

Muzrai Sugermten en sent shows a desire _to give us of ?h e Diwan’s view, and the
The fact of L;iesebf)e:;ggi‘}ing an authoritative opinion

randum is valuable

aragraph.
™1 demi-official in reference to its last paragrap

—

| Collector and Agent
NSEY, Esq., LCS8., ‘ i
. from C. T i Secretary to the Court of Wards,
d—the following L5 - nbatore, to the Se is. No. 439-Rev. of
B S o e Comttr LT bl
Madras, ‘

1599 :—

In forwarding, herewith, a copy

Mysore to me asking if 1 see any objection to

the First Assistant Resident in
O incts flreﬁyineg the whole expense of the



+ 'temple jewels,

.management and the endowment villages of Purigal and Kagli

4, dated 5th October 1899-

Qafion of Court’s Proceedings, No. 739,
ma

'i'i contin
Onamulai A, . o amudram
the Coupt of Wal_d;f’qllestmg that the Sivas

\
READ—Proceedings of the

Wbl Court of Wards, Mis. . 1459, dated 10th October 1899-
Proceedings, i, No. 6329 With remark, Govern

< ’

: 2, dated 20, Sept. Temt, in continnation of Court of Wards

atore reporting on the petition fro, ghep ;l;lﬁxeerr tzg“zﬁiett?: fmmdthe CU“'R e zfg ?31:;;
aSamadram minor rega

s

the Court of
oOvember 1899 . Wa?ds

ReAD—the following Proceedings of Mis. No. 16792. dated 20th
» M18. No. 1672, date

At
The Hon’ble Mr. F. A, NmHoLst

—

Read—the following letter from . 1. MOUNSREY B

tore, to the Seeretary to the Court 50, Aoting (ollo for of Liateabi

't of W g rctor of Coimbs
189.9, R.O.C. N 2) C.W. anq 2‘(7)%’:21‘%2) 1\]21):;1;‘&?, dated 3rd, November

In continuation of tlt1(i)s Ofl?c(? R. Dis, No. 517-Rev " .d e <o !

8  date !

petition ;eceived from Unpamai b for the Perusal of o =9th September
praying that the management £t et : v
‘of by the Court of Wards ag e:?rl e Mysore POrtion of the o asamudram  ward,

: tate b
f Y 88 possible, She «. may be taken charce
‘the estate are now Wwithout any manalge" in cg;fzsgusg:tes t;mt the Mysore villages %f
? ce o

Alyar, who was Manager till the 16th ultimo, This ig the the death of Ramasami
o v

. Manager of Sivasamudram and against whom i °TY Iman who wag latel
and cash belonging to the Sivasamudram estat: smzl:: e for restitution o A
R.0.C. No. 242-Supr., dated 30th October 1899 With te;l]close :
endorsement thereon, R.0.C. No. 518-C.W , date .
The cireumstances detailed in the Manager’s rey, .
Mysore portion of the estate after the deabth of Rla(:nrt il regard to th

M !
fully endorse the opinion of the Deputy Collector, Sl Alyar ar 5
2. The death of Ramasami Aiyar, coupled with the i1l : :
left the Mysore portion of the estafe in confusion. groal g% Mudaliar, hag
3. As the mother of the minor Jaghiredar who i8 now i
expresses her inability to look after it, I think th
take possession of the property.
property to British territory, we cannot interfere.

eremn Managers? report,

€ state of the
te true, anq |

Reéad—petition from the mother of the Sivasamud
1899, No. 48,

Read—also, endorsement of (', IT, MOUNSEY, Esq., Actine Collector of Coimbat
dated 15th November 1899, R.0.0. No. 124.0° W.of 1899, e

Read—the following letter from M.R.Ry. V. CHAPPAN MR
Kollegal, to the Collector of Coimbatore, dated 11th N

ovember 1899 :—
I have the honour to report that Sir K. Seshadri Iyer, x.os1,
Mysore, visited Sivasamudrani in connection with the Electrio Installation

the __101h and 11th instant.

2. He had a conferencé with me jn eonnection with the Sivasamudram temple

puram, and he has
urplus reyvenues of

ram ward, dated 5th November

Diwan of
project on

autheriged me to say that he is ready to hand over at once the g

Mother . of " tho ourt, copy of another

NON, Deputy Collector, ‘

f aceounts

ollegal Deputy Coljaopar
ed Isg N ovember 1899,P ony;heosuel()}jtgét.s i

. / h
) “Proposal that the endowment villages formed the p

e o ddensa
e o e A 2
No. %69, Rsvesur, 26Td DiCEMBER 1899. %

' a e
i sore treasury in view to their being

the endowment villazes which are now in the \{g’ rities at Sivasamudram which are
8pent in the improve?nent of the temples and cha
B0W in a deplorable condition. ] 1o by th

3. He informed mo that the attemp 6 m:;‘t‘i’ preve
the endowment villages as their private property

: r to treat
achirdar’s mother t
iti?lg a:1y favourabl: _Ot:mi“};l;

: is admitted to be 7r
son heing accorded to the maftor, and that it t]l;?c}[:rgggiywas ‘no doubt hltherto):
By (‘% ich it has all along been and as £0 W0 ess condition for our .managl?
Lo w‘asJWm.uc’tl hand over the villages on. this expr had seriously entertained d e
ment, T tollndghi(;n that so far as I was aware 10O Oniivate property Off :];Z {?Es;lra :‘;
| t of the terms o n’o

1 iven for the fulfilmens o% T, as so, there was
:vnd g v11!_a.gps saw ?fen gg:a nthen answered tlh 1at I:it:hol: V::he s1,1bj90t through
.er:rtheref(f)m @rl_lst-%t;;)gie jrr)'mtter and that he wou i{ ;Vsa.id ho.was unable to show
the Ifz,;fgozt ;2121000!:1 as he returmjd to B%jgaﬁr]eéangal A

me the file of papers as they were in his office

Endt. R.0.C. No. 124-C.W. -

f Wards.
Forwarded to the Secretary to the Courto

| : . MOUNSEY
Snfained seems very satisfactory. (Signed)  C. H. lf&cting Collector.

The information herein

. 13th November 1899. )
T the Secretary to the Court of Wards, Madras.

; . g vember 1899." : '
Resolution—Mis. No. 1672, dated 20th N‘; Jyicsy the mother of the Sivasamudram
rea

: -ami Aiyar by name,
; | flicial, Ramaswami liar, her
etired Mysore 0 i of Raju Mudaliar,

Ward reports the deﬁ:t};e:fp:;l;e;fy in Mysore, an;l %:rhl;nﬁ:y assufne charge of her

Who was IOO‘HHgn&;ft:;ld requests that 'ﬂ}e Cou(;'; Y 7 :

rGthL:r and a%e as well as that in British India. . of Coimbatore brings to notice
eI & hird communication, the Collector

2, In the thir

SAID d charities at
: nce the surplus reve the temples and e
rle; il tg hanin?:li.llz;:s in view to its being SP‘?‘if‘)Ifn The Diwan has also added
the two endowm \

; ndit 3
Sivasamudram which are now in égddfpll;);a;t;l:stcgroperty, he would hand them over to
5 0

s ' ¥ d
. ¥, be admit nderstanding. He has promised to sen

that, if the two villages n that express understa ident on his return to

i ’Madlr e (‘Ouflili)(fag?lrd:no the subject through the Resi

a formal comi '

‘ nent i tinuation of the
Bangalore. 4 itted to Government in con
will be submi
3. These papers

. tober 1899

nding with Court’s Proceedings, N °d iﬁi%ed;i:gei?th e :
correspondenm? eues‘c that carly orders may be passe rary arrangements to
and with the req f Coimbatore is requested to make tempo gner g
> Th(; Coll_i(:)t:@,z ;ropert}’ in Mysore. .The Sivasamudram manag .
look after the mi

i i (and given the
; ry steps in this behalf (an
e G takfilt;h(ingeggzﬁt‘é arrgngement is made with the Mysore

: y) un ; e ty in that state.
sl p<])1“ 5 (g:ea:'tf)?:l?g thministratmn of the minor’s property
- SDuyrbar in the ma :

In the first two communications

L

(True Eiitraet.)
(Signed)

TR

W. FRANCIS,
Acting Secretary.

Ry 'I p t
~ To the Secretary to Governmen with three lctiers

: ent
Revenue Departlznﬁ their enclosures.

5 - Collector of Coimbatore.
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OrprEr—No. 869, Revenue, dated 26th December 1899,

The papers read above relate to the
management of - the Sivasamudram
estate, a portion of which lies in
Mysore territory, The part of the estate in this Presidency is under the manageinent
of the Court of Wards, After a full .consideratioq of the subject, His Excellency the

I Miscellaneous,

2. As regards the residence and education of the minor, His Excellency the
Governor in Council considers that it would be greatly to his advantage if he were
educated under the Court’s care at Madras. Asg the revenues of the British portion of
the estate are reported to be sufficient to bear the cost of the minor’s education at
Madras, the Government sees no objection to the gost being defrayed from such
revenues. But should these revenues prove inadequate, the Mysore Durbar may be
requested to make good the deficiency.

3. The Government understands that the property of the estate in this Presfdency
comprises : (1) the two shrotriem villages of Mulloor ‘and Agniam granted to Ramg.
swami Mudaliar for his publie services ; (2) the village of Sattigal granted as g jaghir
to Ramaswami Mudaliar for having constructed the western bridge at Sivasamudram
(3) the island of Sivasamudram and an adjoining tract of land granted to the same
person partly in view of his having constructed the bridges and partly in considera.
tion of his maintaining the bridges in repair ; and (4) the right to levy tolls on the
bridges, the proceeds of which should be devoted to keeping them in repair.

4. From paragraph 8 of the Court’s Proceedings, No. 739, dated 6th Juné 1899,
it would appear that the Court holds that the village of Sattigal was also granted for
keeping the bridges in repair. The terms of the cowle submitted by the Board of
Revenue in 1836 and approved in E.M.C. No. 311, dateq 15th March 1836, do not,
however, seem to support this view. The Court ig requested to verify the mattep
further. The Court is also requested to consider and report whether any practical
difficulty is likely to arise in realizing or apportioning the tolls on the two bridges,

5. The following letter will be addressed. to the Resident in Mysore,
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,

Secretary to Government,

To the Court of Wards.

Exd. T. K. Narayana Aiyangar.

85 Copies.
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1899,

From
The Government of Fort St. George.
Reed. Enclosures
1899.
Regd. Spare copres

DECEMBER.

AppressiNG the Resident in Mysore regarding the management of the Sivasamudram

estate and the education of the minor:
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REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

From
G. 8. FORBES, Esq., I.CS,,
Secretary to the Government of Madras,
To
Tee RESIDENT 1x MYSORE.
Dated Fort St. George, 26th December 1899.
SIR,

I am directed to reply to your letter, No. 4995/238-95, dated 24th September
1898, on the subject of the management
of the Sivasamudram estate.

2. After a full consideration of the
matter, His Excellency the Governor in Counecil is of opinion that the Madras Court
of Wards should not attempt the management of any part of the estate in Mysore
territory, nor concern itself with the management of temples endowed by the Mysore
State, ;

3. As regards the residence and education of the minor, His Excellency the
Governor in Council considers that it would be greatly to his advantage if he were
educated under the Court’s control in Madras. Should the Durbar be willing to
entrust the boy to the Court’s care, the cost of his living and education will be
defrayed from the revenues of the portion of the estate in this Presidency, so far as .

they may be adequate. In the event of a deficiency I am to request that it may be
met from the revenue of the portion of the estate sitnated within the Mys_ore

Miscellaneous.

territory. : ‘
I have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
) (Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government,

Exl. T. K. Narayana Aiyangar,

20 Copies.




REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., Nos. 869-70, REVENUE, DATED
26t DECEMBER 1899.

[ SusiEcT,— Regarding management of the Sivasamudram estate. |

—_———

Proceedings of the Court of Wards, Madras, Mis. No. 139, dated 6th June 1899,
To Seeretary—

In the paper read above the Court of Wards offers its remarks on the letter
from the Resident in Mysore, dated 24th
G.0., No. 4672, dated 28th November 1898, September 1898, regarding the future
Attached to this Government order will be p ¢ fﬂ,] Si q :
found a full note on this jagir. management ol the Sivasamudram estate,
" NEM. The various subjects dealt with by the
4-7-99. Court of Wards will be noticed below,

2. The Jagirdar’s obligation to maintain the bridges over the Cauvery.—The
Sivasamudram bridges were long neglected. An estimate of Rs. 25,750 for putting
them in order has recently been transferred to the Public Works Department for exe-
cution on behalf of the Court of Wards. The Resident in Mysore stated that the
Jagirdar’s obligation to maintain the bridge over the western branch of theﬁ Cauvery
Rangasetu eould be enforced only to the extent of the tolls realized by him. The
Court of Wards agrees with the Resident. It, however, observes as follows : —

“ A serutiny of the past accounts will be necessary ‘in order to ascertain by
‘“ what amount the net receipts from tolls exceed the expenditure incurred in keeping
‘““ the bridge in proper order; the excess should be made available for such further
‘“outlay as may be necessary, and for the future, as the Coimbatore Collector has
¢ pointed out, the toll revenue must be treated as a separate fund, the only charges
“ debitable to which are the cost of colleetion and the outlay on the maintenance and
¢ pepair of the bridge. Should it prove to be the case that proper accounts have not
“been maintained in the past, the estate will be liable to make good the estimated
“ difference between receipts and expenditure, and it will l?e for the Court of Wards
“and the Darbar to make their best endeavours to ascertain the amount due and to
¢ make arrangements for the expenditure of such portion as may be necessary and the
¢ safe investment of the balance as a reserve fund to meet future requirements,*

Submitted that the Court’s views
N.E.M. may be concurred in and the Resident
4-7-99. informed accordingly.

The Court of Wards also observes that the Mysore tolls do not form the sole
source from which the requisite expenditure can be met and that under the sanad
issued in 1836 the revenue of the British village of Sategal and the tolls levied from
passengers passing over both bridges—the Rangasetu or Mysore bridge and the
Ramasetu or British bridge—are to be utilized for keeping the- bridges in perpetual
repair. Attention is however invited to pages 15 to 20 of précis stitched with G.0.,
No. 4672, dated 28th November 1898, from which it would appear that the village of
Sategal was granted to the original grantee as the contribution of Government to the
second bridge which was built ata cost of about a lakh of rupees and the tolls
which he was permitted to collect on both the bridges were intended solely for the
repairs of the bridges The ward’s mother appears to have recognized her responsi-
bility in the matter and promised a contribution of Rs. 10,000 towards the repairs of
the bridges apparently from the funds of the Mysore portion of the estate,
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3. The management of i, 8z inam villages * i uy 80re. —These Vil s
* 1. Belakavadi.

4, Kenchagahall;, §ranted as the C‘Ont.l‘ibution of the Mysore

2. Desanadoddi. anchipura  op A fo the bridge constructed " gyep
8. Hosahalli. Malligattanhallj, & Western braych of the Cauve,-y by the
evapatna, original grantee. The Resident stated

: . that pno change need
present arrangement under which these villages are in the Possession
Jagirdar’s mother but are managed by a retipeq Mysore official. The
question the capacity and integrity of the

made in the
of the minor
Court calls in

i e h‘ iyar, It was hig
agement of the 7 i
G.0, No. 5278, 'dated 19th December 1896, British tegrritorv that leed It)(l)‘ot%eert;}ntl}[rl'vetzﬁe
. ‘ ; tion of the Court of Wards in 1894
‘Aftor recapntulatmg the past hxstpry of the estate and itg . J6.
of Wards urges very strongly that the existing arrangen

prc;sent condition the Court
y str : ients can
satisfactory and that it is essential to replace by a e erded g

Ramaswami Aiy
can be thoroughly relieq upon to get R bl

] ¥ Y & managey wh
: n : md,ependently of the INor's mothep cr:md he?
brother and to bring the administration of the estafq into Proper order, 74 obsery

“the loca] gitas:
Without & map I am ot clear what ;i % form: al Situation of the esty

te villages

e e “the ; s e they 20 & compaet bl()(,‘]'(3 il:

The Mysore villages are, [ Suppose, on the . ‘1€ immedigte uelghbourhood of Kolle-
Mysore side of tle Cauvery ¢ gal :

i at they ¢
H.W. “be ﬂdmlmstered and tiles‘ls(:gg
Manager wih o, estab]js;
“ for employment throughout the estate, If g Y
¢ Darbar will consent to the administratio

; t . i 9
“ supervision by a responsible local officer Will be req, lily ao it own Vowk
“ Deputy Collector of the Kollegal divigiq

This is not clear. How can the Court of « is ng ] . 34 tunderstands, there
Wards under g Madras Regulation have « AW I ¥ i
hagement in g Native

ue
ILw, “sary to file

; malfe ;
“tration and the perpetration of fray g | oance by g guardian
“than in British territory. The ourt

“ Collector that the supervision exercised hy the ;
; gl ; yi ar .
“little more thap Dominal.” Tt g doubtfy] Whether ti}l;a u;);:%'aar v:gusllclleh mattt‘;rslxs
agree to the
fran§fer of the management of tgbe Myvsore
ere seems no obJection‘to Placing the Court’s POrtion of th te T

every act of
» Maladminjs.
Cult to prevent in M

e
him to indunce the Darbar t, accede to the Téquested t,
ourt’s representations, If they

o epresen ot still prove  place the Mys
stubborn then they may be asked to rap) und 3
the present manager, P g Coug Otfhgvg(’;nagemcnt f.‘f tl;; Ma(‘lras
Lz Manager by 5 ot port S
4. The management of the ty, endowed ], ;

/ / 29¢ of Kaglipy y
These villages Were granted in 1899 by the Mysore Darbu{ {O:af}zlea:dk Pung’fd';l—
temples anq charities in Slvgsamudmm. In 1859, loan of Rs. 35 000 I\)v ) t(;'tec(;
from the Darbar for the repair of certain irrigation Work ang the ma’, b -
the villages was taken over by the Darpg :
the revenyes, It would appear that the |

the termg of the mortgage deed the villages shoylq b nd that according to

jagirdar on

The R 2t to the -
0t and requesting ards, 1 : : urt of

e W i T T

- J,("_."

-L )
ehe)

A
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th ayment of the amount advanced with interest. DBut the Resident states that
e repay .

these villages should be under attachment

during the minority of the jagirdar asa

i nded in the manner intended, that
: that the revenue shall be expen he' 1
i Lns:;iggbe averse to the management by the Madras Court of Wards;x;d
:Eetji)ﬁ;bil)l‘arv{)ar agree to remit to the Deputy Collector of Kollegal all sums necess: y
4] 5

les and charities.
the upkeep of the temp tie
fﬁ;‘s arrax?gcment. It observes as follows :—

The Court of Wards does not agree to

“ vention is considered necessary. = From th

e wording of Colonel Robertson’s letter jt

“ be inferred that the management by the State of these Vﬂ'la%? s C(;,llllsnlgfl;(:ie l:lede:s.-

“ el in order to ensure that the revenue shall be e_xpended in :nznof il Kollegal

G ;? ;‘vy;f the institutions themselves are ungleg the ;ilre?:hnéﬁgag}e)glmval of tho Mycoee

¢ : tor—an arrangement which meets with 'PPE it

:‘ ng g;;‘j ggl(iefh(; Court canngt understand what objection there is to permitting the
rbar—

¢ same officer to supervise the administration

of the endowment villages, more especially

g 3
““as this course will tend to economy if the Darbar will consent to the Court’s proposal

““ to place the administration of the rest of

the Jagirdar’s estate under the control of

' trectly supervised by the Deputy
¢ ted by the Court of Wards and direct Y supervi )
:t ?)]illzzg'er a’i‘)Engiurtyfreelv admits that ther}e are v;ahd obf]eflt::r;sﬂf:":sr?;x;z;ls gf
= : 1 rtgage o g
; agement followed prior to the mortg g : |
:‘ :j};?n?l;te"tlh:ft r{l]e:xlzlzfmalai Ammal and her agent Riju Mudaliar have proved
3 3

« thy of the trust, and the pensione
¢ :-1;1?;?1? ui)on to act independently of the

] X EabaRt: o
d Amildar Ramaswami Aiyar canno :
ir control. These objestions apply with

ini i ore villages ; but as the
“ equal force, however, to the case of the remaining su.cuMo);sq )r;,) ‘lr)liligi:ist”actory, o
¢ %qar‘bar considers the arrangements relating to those \}'11 ll?l éonsid Gt iy e
“ Court is at a loss to understand why the same body sf 2{1 i obv'ect gy
& (; in the endowment villages under attachment. _I ‘ ‘V l i -‘i]a.t S fuonpn
gk gfl;:lre that the revenue is expendel in the mnner intende. : !

‘ to require the minager of the endowment

villages to submit proper accounts of the

. - . 1 T es
“ receipts and expenditare accompanied by vouchers e\ndendcms:3 f'l?rt;stt?gail:]izz:mn';]he
“ g(-leelpb“en properly expendel on the SRR ol e ex}ll Ow'wiu-;l grautor of the
e \fv?or; Darbar, as the repressntative in interast c;f‘ t(}e Ol‘f'lge”a hardly say that
G énﬁ?)w:nent, is clearly interoste 1 in t:l(; m;g: eﬂ'i) :xl-luds a.'i o tLl)ll;rDlr{mr duly suthenti-
. lways be ready to trunsmi or | sdowilen
G tztatv:n;u(}gp?e:o}f’ all material accounts relating to the management of the e

“ villages and the outlay on the endowed

institutions. I, however, the Darbar is

g - e erv tl‘)ﬂ Of

¢ under the Mysore Regulations, the Court

must still demur to the proposal merely

les
““ to remit to the Deputy Collector all sums necessary for the upkeep of the temp

“and charities. It considers that in such

a case the whole net income should be

institations.
‘ handed over to the Deputy Collector as the manager of the endowed institation

extracts are what the Viceroy in

Thheisse Iﬁzﬁte so strongly deprecates, ,'l‘hey

resuppose that the Court of Wards’ Pro-

geedings will not be referred to by the
Members of Government. i

16-12-99.

A.E H.
21-12-99.

““ entire income will, for some years to come

Yes.

** It advocates this course on two grounds:
¥ IIit'stly, that the interest of the Mysore
¢ Darbar is confined to one point, viz,,
‘“ the proper expenditure of the income
“ available for outlay. All that is neces-
“ sary to ensure this is, as already stated,
“the regular transmission of proper
““accounts. The second ground referred
“to is. that the present state of the
“ endowed institutions is such”tha.t. the
» be required for outlay thereon.

of Rs. 23,175 has already been spent fr?m the revenutes ;)lf" tthg1 i:s:it:
2 SU;’];I iutena’nce of the requisite charities. The Court sta esf 1'-th e
- or e “113 immediately and that it will be necessary to incur udd ext.hat thz
by reipa order to place the existing buildings in proper order. I<ti i;h sC ipe
;§Egg(shn:x:§thir herself has expressly petitioned both the Darbar and the Co

T T e e WL el o
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. T ards law in Mysore be urged as
3. How can the fact that there is no Court of Wards law in My Pidilfsain vt o
. Ho

g of Wards?
for putting Mysore villages under our Court
0801
he endowment yijj, i<l dings.
ges by the d’s Procee .
To the Honourable Member— ICSOI::i) Of Wards. e Resident ay, it BoarI don’t understand the argl'l_r.nent. ith Secretary and will sce him to-morrow
Submitted thay this may be T a; ax?zittt}?d: be addresgeq to move the hould like to discuss this matter with Se b
N i3t l it er to ransfer the management I sho t Stonehouse Iill. H. ‘y&'iqu‘xlanoﬂ‘I}Ar)’l]-‘
1-7-99 PWmen villages the Court of afternoon a 0-7-99,
, ards or g ,, mit to the K, egal Deput
flegsﬁg f;h le net ticome subject to
Mon  propogeq by the Court retary—
}f)l:i‘,b:gbnnsmon of Proper accounts the’ e g

5. The lemple Jewellery.— From

: : Paragraph 6 of th :
September 1898, it appears that the temple ngeHery haes Residenys let
for and is lodged in 3 safe under the direet lock ang key of

and the jagirdar's wother, Tt j
transferred to the Kollegal 1 Jeputy Collector a

een satisfactoril
the

8 they
taluk

. : eourt for redpegg
e | It is submitteq that the Ourt’s proposals
it may be approveq and the esident

appear that the Resident and Diwan have singe
the matter, The Court i

3 taken for the boy’s
actory arrangements have not beey made hithertq i, regard

to hig educatiop, The Resident may, it
N.E.M. /is snbmitted, be adqd i

i ressed to move the
arbar in the mattey.

: ; L : Paramount
To the Honourable Member— ;IOI:‘I(;(I)II;I?SH (ii ttl(l)e lill(l)ggszlgoarte hhe Past
It does not look, T submit, as if the Darbar manner, The Resid ¢ oug Possible
would comply but they might be askeq. : 1den may be agkeq to
. NEM request the Dayhgy to obtain and furnjgh
4-7-99. a detaileq statement of receipts upq

charges,

C.R.
1-7-99,

To the Honowrable Member—.

N.E. MARJORIBANKS.

4-7-99,
The position seems to me 5 very difficult one. T qon’t quite see on what e can -
base a request that the management of g number of villages in Mysore should he
made over to our Court of Wards,

2. “The estate villages form g compact block ;

n the immediate vicinity of
Kollegal.” Without 5 map I can’t understang this. T

Suppose the Mysore villages
are on the Mysore side of the Cauvery ?

ter, dateq 24th
! Y accounteq
S urged that tpe Custody of theuzxau Supenntendent

i jiewellery shoulq pe.
= .
in the temples at Sivasamudram and can be seeured iy t},, Cduently required for yg,

T ey 5

rp 28th November 1898, which
9 0., No. 4672, dated 28t ‘ : ' -
e se(ta ltlﬁtiae C‘;Iutxl'lt (ngWards a lett;r from the Resident in Mysore on
communicated to

- sertv of the Siyasamudram mi?or
b S e B s jtallg(;rg;(;'r which lies in Mysore. The
subje .

na-
dings, Mis. No. 739, dated 6th | ffu0. note above, pages 1 to 4, sum
<t = C()l]rt’s Procee 1 )

rises the Court’s * reply.
June 1899.

g t last that the general decisiqn
. instructed me in Augus ds to the property in
& oo tho operations and shives deiie o e o g edpucation,
was to confine tbi;:ge as regards the minor, to take charge
British terrltf’:yl;im to Madras and not otherwise. At Koot 100 't
i i s T it?no to the Court of Wards
34 'Ellvt[agere officials at Sivasamudram and was wr S
had met the Myso

ati 7 oferred.
iminote 48 actlo'l,ﬂs ::;oft(; will be found in the subsequent papérsf
g Mo‘u Dsequo 1322, dated 20th September 189'9 ;
L No. 1459, dated 10th October 1899(,9
(2) C.P. No. 1672, dated 20th November 1899, Vilmm e A
crth .C urt’s Proceedings reporting that the nz;nog P Ko s e
g at];rxioabeoplaced under the Madras Court of Wards (C.P.
Mysore proper

s it will be.
s 189}? ); modifications in the position are made by these papers
To show wha

; : e Mysore roperty :—

X deal separately and briefly with each item (?f th ths;: th(-ze it
convenient to dea the Mysore side.—The Darbar admlttedh : fa (e Oty P

(1) Tolls ‘;;ne of the bridge over the western bi-lar‘l;r: Stk e
devoted to the up :naed a serutiny of past accounts to sl Ot Bl o et
LTt HERETELs T eceipts and expenditure ; and, if recelig the estate and keep it as a
difference be:gi:kz good the amount from other funds o
expenditure

irs. - ision of Govern-
reserve for }T ?Pal;.zrther has been reported on this point. Under the decision o
Nothing

. *and devote the
look into the matter an
i Mysore Government to loo Government also to
ment, it will :): it’;(])nlc.a ﬂll'zpaiZs of the bridge and 1 w;ﬂa dbe for that Go
tc)ll_pr,omwd’;1 r any serutiny of past accounts is .Wa . Bl viiie kit
decide whethe ement of the iz inam villages in Mysore—
a : . ilt it.
i ; ﬂ?&é] western bridge for having built it . MR T
the builder o esent correspondence began, these.vxgagfuswfe offidial.  The Const
i til»f pﬁaut were being managed by a Tet“’% Byut(:) the R esident reported
the min(;) r’soﬁlt(;n;;d that they were being mmmi?)avget};at the Darbar is dissatisfied
of Wards ¢ ‘ h . It appears i trol. The
desired no change ill under its own control. '
that the Darbar d proposes to take the villages & N bat
Goirt, Hifretes, dapnsostis e o i s M S s
Court, ho ity ecessary powers un
d be given the n
agent ghoul

with the ;nagag-ezin:;) Toswertha Mgeam Wity o Mysor_g to look after will solve this
The decis J

; U
difficulty. Management of the two villages granted by Mysore as an endowment for cerlain
(3) andg ;

y n jewels now in possession of
: ership of certain jewe "
vasamudram ; and question of own he management of the Darbar. The
temples at Swamn'll‘h se'two villages were under the manag
minor’s mother.—The
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Court contended that they should be under its own manage ’ Dermissi

Darbar). The Darbar at first, while adbering to its OWIgl rrrnlnilrlltag(;zl‘ngg u;];ﬂx?(gszfit'hte
willingness to consider applications from the Court of Wards for funds fér e)g endit 5
on the temples. The Court will not consent to any detailed control by thIé B 1 l;we
It now appears that the Darbar is willing to hand over the villages to the manag:rlr‘leilré

of the Court of Wards if they are admitted to be trust property.

Submitted that this change need not alter the decisi s 3
business of the Darbar, I submit, to see to the pmg:f ls:ggrStat.ed.abm e. TItisthe
endowment. It seems undesirable for the Court of Wards to enter into the troubl
some business of managing a big temple or temples. The question of t}Le P T-
said to be temple jewels but claimed by the minor’s mother ag her own th : 1 Jeﬁve.s
willing to allow them to be used in the temple will also be one f. (ﬁlgl she is
Government to settle. : ne for the Mysore

_(4) The minor jagirdar and s education.— At fips
unwilling to send the boy to Madras. Now they would
the cost of his education  and living in Madras is defr

s, ; wy
the British part of the estate. This portion of the estatgeiegrl;f; (;'Eclihznf)flng(}f (t)(f

Why ! if British estate funds suffice ? be able to hear the charge. The Court
g however, would hol : [ :
G.S.F. b old that the Mysore

portion should contribute,

Submitted that it would be to the boy’s advantage if he were sent to New ingt
Newington

and that therefore his educati
) 10n may b
G.S.F. undertakep by the Court with the findg

3 at its comma .o :
of the estate. This seems to be Mr. Mounsey’s view. nd from the Pritish portion

There seems therefore to be nothing newl r . - :
decision of last August. The minor’g mothir’se p\i)';‘ltl?gg‘g};slshtoml]%ht e
property managed by the Court of Wards is no doubt due to th fave the Mysor:e
now aware that the Mysore Government intend to assume manage . ?etf that she is
property and she hopes doubtless to be able to play off the Court;g ;ns; of the Mysore
Mysore Darbar, of Wards against the
The portion of the property in this Presidency eonsists of —

(1) The villages of Mulloor and Ugniam grant
shrotriem for his public services (unconnbeted withg thlcla eb(i'i(;g'el;amas

(2) The village of Sattigal granted to him as a jagir for the building of the

Please see copy of cowle (or sannad) sent up :rldges, ¢ grant, however, does not
by Board and approved by Government in PP€3r to be saddled with any condition
E.M.C. No. 311, dated 15th March 1836. 3% regards repairing the bridges. Here

: . e Board seems to be wrong
(3) The island of Sivasamndram and a piece of land adjoining grant d af
construetion of the southern (British side) bridge and for keepin?;gboth ebr?d:;arsﬂilz

repair. '
(4) Right of levying tolls at certain specified rates
devoted for the repairs of the bridges. , i

About these tolls, there may be a difficulty. Tt is g
are levied both at the British and at the Myzore side O(I)‘t i]i(tm:)zg ;l};iteh esr ol flolls
between. If the former there will be no trouble : the Court of Wards must 2?(3:? elll-e
realization of the tolls at the British end and devote them to the repairse f9 :he
bridges in British territory ; and the M ysore management must see to the tollsofxt the
Mysore end. The Court may, however, be asked to report on this matter Sepan;tely R

Please see draft Government Order and letter to the Resident below.

N.E.M.
28-11-99,

ami Mudali as a

whieh tolls are to be

To the Honourable Member—
Please sec drafts below for approval.

G. S. Forpgs,
9-12-99,

B a1

-
i

I approve the drafts, but I think they should be seen by His Excellency and

Hon’ble Mr. Arundel before issue. ey
Part of the property of a minor under the Court of Wards lies in Mysore, and

has (it is believed) been the subject of extensive malversation.

The Government Order proposes to rule that the matter is one in which the

Court of Wards should not interfere as the property is out of jurisdiction.

HW.
13-12-99.
To the Hon'ble Mr. Arundel.
., His Excellency the Governor. pof
14-12-99,

or he general position. I do not see how the Court could manage the
‘.iuagI(,:oize ]&)yZore? The (Il)ollector might have to file suits in the M}:sore courts,
condnct jammabundy eutside the Presidency, ete. But see two additions I have
roposed to draft Government Order and letter.
B A. T. A[RUNDEL].
18-12-99.

Paragraph 2 of G.0.

the residence and education of the minor, His Excellency the Governor
in CoAuzgﬁgﬁzg:iders that it would be greatly to his advantage if he were educated
under the Court’s care at Madras. As the revenues of the Pntxsh portion of the
estate are reported to be suﬁicle.nt to bear the cost gf the minor’s education at Madras,
the Government sees no objection to the cost being defrayed from such revenues.
But should ihese revenues prove inadequate, the Mysore Darbar may be requested to make

good the deficiency.
Paragraph 3 of Letter.

gards the residence and education of the minor, His Excellency the Governor
in Coﬁz;i‘ioetﬂsidgrs that it would be greatly to his advantage if he were educated under
the Court’s control in Madras. Should the D.arbar.be willing to entrust the boy to the
Court’s care, the cost of his living and education will be defrayed from the revenues of
the portion of the estate in this presidency so far as they may be adequate. In the
event of a deficiency I am to request that it may be met from the revenue of the portion of

the estate situated within the Mysore territory.
I accept the views of Honourable Members.
: A. E. H[AvELOCK .
21-12-99.

No. 869, Revenue, dated 26th December 1899, and letter to the

G.0.
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Revenue (189 /"*) Department.

CURRENT No.

Order e

From

The Secretary to the Court of

Wards ,Madras.

¢ l)(lted 6th June 1899.

4

Received // =~ friice
Registered /-~~~
Enclosures

Spare copies

SUBJECT.

submitting Court's remarks on

the letter from the Resident in Mysore

regarding the administration of the

g vasamudram properties in that pro-

vin

ce and the education of the pinor.

R —
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FURTHER PAPERS,

@.0.
R L THaS

No. ‘ Department.

Date.

16-6-%9.

Proceedings of the
TR ( Hyh
N0.7%9 Misc,dated 6th June 1899.

Read the following tm
(1) Government Order, Revenue Department ,NO.4672 Mis,dated 28th

November 1898.
(2)Letter from J.A.Cumming Esquire,Acting Collector of Coimba-
fore,dated 12th December 1898,Ref on Cur N0.3(a.d)/C.W of 1897

and Refersnce tﬂeréon NO. 121‘dated 27th December 1898.

(3) Letter from C H.Mounsev Esquire,Acting Collector of Coimba-

tore,dated: Tth February 1899,R.Dis.N0.80/Rev of 1899.

(4) Letter from C.H.Mounsey Esquire,Acting Collector of Coimba- 
tore,dated 24th February 1899,R o C NO. 11(n)/C.W of 1898.

(5) Also letter from C.H.Mounsey Esquire,Acting Collector of

001mbatore,dated 29th April 1899,R 0 C NO.ll(s)/C.W of 1898.

-

Resolution.

In repij to Government order NO.4672 Revenue,dated 28th

TNovember 1898,the Court of Wards submits the following remarks
o Col.Robertsons letter datod 24th September 1898 regarding oo
the future management of the Sivasamudran estate. '

2. With reference to the first ‘subject dealt with thereih,

nameiy,the jaﬁhirdar's obliggtion to maintain the briggp over:

the western branch of the Cauve ,the Court is at one with Col.

. Robertson in considering that so far as the My$ora grant is
concerned such obligation depends solely on the exarcise of the
righlto collect ‘tolls which was conferred in the sanad of 1829,

" and can be enforced only to the extent of the {ncome so realized.

Tolls have in fact been collected,and as the Durbar and the

Court’
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the requisite expenditure can be met,for the Kollegal Deputy Collector

reports that under the sanad issued by the Court of Directors in 1836

— e *1ﬁ%%;{}
Court of Wards are in agreement as toithe expedience of enforcing the % ﬂfﬁgi”,
Jagirdar's liability to the full expent,there should be no difficul*y

in making satisfactory arrangements for the repair and maintenance of the
bridge.A scritiny of the past accounts will be necessaﬁy in order to
ascertain by what amount the net receipts from tolls erceed the expenditﬁ?b
incurred in keeping the bridge in proper order;the excess should be made
available for such further outlay as may be necessary,and for the future j
as the Coimbatore Collector has pointed out,the toll-revenue must be ? ’
treated as a separate fund,the only charged debitable to which are the ‘
cost of collection and the outlay dn the maintenance and repair of the P 3
bridge .Should it prove to be the case that proper accounte have not been
maintained in the pest the eetate will be 1iab1e to make good the esti-
mated difference between receipts and expenditure,and it will be for the
Court of Wards and the Durbar to make their beat endeavoure to aecertain
the amount due and to make arrangemente for the expenditure or such
portion as may be necessary and the safe 1nvestment of the balance as a

reserve fund to meet future requiremente.Ae the Jagirdar is a minor these

arrangements can be amicably carried out.were he a major end averse from %['
discharging his obligatiens,he could be coerced by the inatitution of a

suit in the Mysore Courts and by the revocation of the permiseion to

collect tolls.
3. Ae to the present etate of the Sivasamudram bridges,the Court observes

that an estimate for Rs 25,750/~ ror putting them in proper order hae

recently b o 'W“/V
y been sanctioned by Government and transrerred to the Public 45431,4u2,
Works Department for execution The eetimate is not now before the Court . e

and the exact,proportion of the total outlay which appertains to the
"Rangasetu” bridge across the western branch of the Cauver; is thus not

known .The Mysore tolls do not form however the sole source from which

_,.{?

the revenue of the Britieh vilLage of Sategal and the tolls levied from

passengers passing over both bridgee viz.,the Rangaeetu or Mysore bridge § |

and the Ramasetu or British bridge-are to biutilized for keeping the

bridges " in perpetual repair As the toll collectione are said to

average Re.looq/- per annum and the land revenue alone or the Satesal

village excedds Rs 500q/Lthere is no excuse rer reilure to keep both
bridges in proper ’!ﬁﬂifc?hﬁﬁi‘” t ap been g

even by the Ward's motﬁer,Unnamulai ammal,for she has recently'

promised the Court of Wards a contribution of Rs. 10,000 towards
the expenditure now being incurred by the Public Works Depart-
Ament That the Jagirdar's obligations were either not appreciated
or deliberately disregarded by the responsible managers of the
estate during the Ward's minority is made clear by the disgrace-
ful and dangerous condition of the bridges a year ago,and by

the Kollegal Deputy Collector's local enquiries which fix the
probable outify on the bridges during the past twelve years at
about Re 260 per annum. l

4. The next question alluded to in the Resident's letter is

the management of the marginally-noted

Belakavadi.

Dasanadoddi six Mysore vil} ges.Col.Robertson is
Hosahalli o, v o T _
- Kenchagahalli. averse from disturbing existing arrange-

Hanchipura(or Maligathan Halli)

1y
Devapatna. ments as no change is desired either

by the Durbar or by the Minor's mother
and the present manager is "said to be quitelcapable of conduct-
ing the duties of his office satisfectorily".The Court itself
‘woule shere these views;were there no question as to the capa-
city and integrity of the manager,but this is by no means the
case and the Court can only suppose that both the Resident and
the Durbar have been hisled by incorrect representations emana-
ting from the minor's mother,her brother and late agent Raju
Mudeliyar or the manager,Ramaewehi Aiyar}
5. The Collector of Coimbatore and his DeputyAat Kollegal
have made repeated enquiries regarding the management of the
eetate,and their reporte go to show that Ramaswami AMyar is a -
here tool in the hands of Raju Mudaliyar of whom it was reported
in 1895 ‘that he had carried on " a wholeeale eystem of spoli-
ation x during the preceding tenpeers when heﬁwas in practical
ontrol of the whole estate Numeroue speciric charges of fraud
and maladminietration were made againet thie man
:g: 232§2i3r2%§a36 by the Myeore Amildar’Krishna Singh,whose ser=-
vices were temporerily placed at the dieposal'of'
the minor's mother‘aud guardf@& in‘June_1894.Theee were accepted
'as substantially accurate by the Cdllector,and in coneequence €
the Board of Revenue made the specific recommendation that the

Civil
i




Civil Courts should be moved to interfere under the provisions of the ".; ;
Guardiéns' and Wards' Act V111l of 1890,and the heSWteht in Mysore was
at the same time addressed o¢n the subject by the Madras Governnent .The
Durbar to which a reference was made admitted that there had been mis-
management on the part of the guardian's agent Raju ‘udaliyar,but consider.
ed that it was not so excessive as to call for institution of proceedings
in the Civil Courts,and undertook to induce the guardian to carry out the )
necessary reforms in the management of the minor's property .It was at the
same time intimated that the statements made by the-AMildar,Krishna Singh
to the Collector of Coimbatore were"not quite accurate"-though in what
respects his allegations were inaccurate was not indicated-and that it
might become necessary to remove him from his post in consequence of f
differences of‘0pinion which had arisen between him and the guardian,
Unnamdllai ammal,resulting in an application for his removal by. the latter.
7 The Resident forwarded these remarks to the Madras Government without
' comment,save an expression of surprise at the wasteful destruction of

z trees which had recently attracted his attention when on a visit to the

: Mysore portion of the estate.In the circumstances stated, the Madras Govern-

| e G0 w4,
a ment considered that no interference was necessary and resolved to ledv 6 soms by
{ et
the British villages in the management of the Mysore agent ,Krishna Singh. ,;;_

6. In the following March,howeverythe Collector of Coimbatore reported
: that he had received intimation from the District Court that Unnamdlai

ammal had applied to be appointed as guardian of the minor under Section ﬂ

B s N e

11(2) of Act V11l of 1890.Regarding this as a measure preliminary to the {
removal of the Mysore agent,Mr .Bradley apprehended that,if the lady were i
appointed guardian,her brother Raju Mudaliyar would without doubt regain '
the full control of the property situated.in the Kollegal Taluk.He accord-

ingly recommended that steps should he taken to prevent this and to carry

v T T i T R —_—

out the wishes of the Madras Government by making a formal application !

.

to the District Court for the appointment of the Mysore agent as guardian.

1 The Board of Revenue approved this proPosal and authorized the Collector

i to oppose Unnarlai ammal's application on the ground that she has had
abused her trust and was incapable of performing the duties of a guardian
of property.The Wistrict Court passed orders accordingly and the post of

guardian in respect of the Kollegal villages vested-by law in "the officer

A e ——

"who might be appoiyted by the Mysore State to manage the minor's property

"in Mysore". | ﬁ
\ 2 Almost immediately afterwards,however,Unnardlai ammal in open defiance/ ‘

\ B i

of the Court's order registered a power of attorney appointing
her brother Raju Mudaliyar to Mmanage the whmm whole estate for
her,and the last obstacle preventing this individual from re-
galning control over the property,which there was reason to
suppose he had grossly mismanaged in the period 1884-95,was re-
moved by the promotion of the Mysore agent ,Krishna Singh,to a
more important charge and the appointment by the Durbar of the
pensionedJ&mildar,Ramaswami Alyar,as manager of the
Jagir.This peF¥sonage,it should be noted,was selected by the
guardian's mother herself,and the Diwan of Mysore with whom
Mr.Bradley had conversation on the subject described him as an
"elderly,somewhat effete,man of thg 0ld school with practically
no knowledge of English" and-"not at all the sort of man to be
"entrusted with the management of the property on the Kollegél
"side of the river". In the circnmstances,ﬂr.Bradley considered
that it  ou1d be most impolitie to allow Ramaswami Aiyvar to
occupy the POSv of guardian in respect of the British property
and strongly advocated that immediate steps should be taken to
remove the management 6f that portion of the éstate from the
control of Raju Mudaliyar .He pointed out that the ryots concern-
od had themselves obposed Unnam:iai ammal's application to the
Distriet Cou™t to be appointed guardian and entertained strong
objections to being Placed at the mercy of her brother of whom
they evidently stood in great fear.As glaring instances of that
individual's maladministration,Mr.Bradley reported that the
forests on the Sivasamudram Island wefe being fapidly destroyed
under cover of passes granted by Raju Mudaliyar,that the temples
and other publie puildings were neglected and in some cases
almost falling to Pieces,that the bridge itself had been serious—
ly damaged and want&d overhauling by a competept Engineer,while
it was with the utmost difficu1ty thdt the Jagirdar's agent

could be made to understand that he was in any way responsible
for the duty of repairing it .These matters,it should be observed

were within Mr .Bradley's personal knowledge .
8. On receipt of this report the Board of Revenue concluded
that the arrangement of entrusting the management of the Bri-

u
tish villages to the Mysore Government agant had conspicuously

failed

LETlon ana tnat in consequence of its thus being necessary to

Sivaodmudram

p— )
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failed and resolved that it was necessary,in the interests of the minor, i Ak
| . Ean b o

for the Court of Wards to intervene and take charge of the estate.A re-
commendation to this effect was accordingly made to Governmment and accepé= that a warning should be sent to Ramaswami A4 T
, - Alyar .The warnin
g

administered having proved fruitless,the Collector subseq tl
uently

l
¢éd in Government Order NO0,.5273 Revenue,dated 19th Septembe s ') r

2 When detailed proposals for the management were received from the ; made a formal application to the District Court under secti
. : ctions
Collector further evidence of the necessity of this intervention came to } o rmberte s R v reoln ot
. | | per
| delivery of property and acc *

| ounts.As the Courtlof Wards under

rovyy ¥4

light.As an indication oflfhe attitude assumed by the Mysore agent,Rama-
swami Aiyar,it may be ﬁentionedlthat the Députy.Collector received no stands the District Judge had not yet passed Ghani ofders o
response from this person to a civil request for information as to the that application and the want of the old accouﬁ;s withheld :
correct figures of the incomg derived from the Mysore villagés and could/ Ramaswami Aiyar or Unnamﬁiai ammal has consequently given ;1y
not prevail on hdm to hand over the accounts relating ﬁo the British it Safriculty in realizing the arrears of rent owing t:e

R R e R R N ot tha the want of detailed particulars of the outstandings

’ i | |
agent of the Court of Wards had right.It appeared further that Ramaswami 11. Having regard,therefore,to the past history of the estat
: e

Aiyar had recently given on contract to the nephew of Raju Mudaliyar the o S, A CRELITW. e Sourt- SpoWarderrs compelled in

right to collect the toll-rocvenue and that the circumstances relating to “he'dnterssta of ite. vartite urge most strongly that the exist

this transaction were such as to require careful scrutiny.He was also ing arrangements cannot be regarded as satisfactory,and that

reported to have made improper payments aggregating Rs.2500 to Unnammlai 1t 1s essentlal to replace Ramaswami Aiyar by a manager who

RSSO penbs T S g e R can be thoroughly relied upon fo. act independently of Raju

-~ . M / u’
maintenance of the minor and his house-hold.These payments were regarded udaliyar and Unnamglai ammal and to bring the administration

by the Collector with suspicion as having been made almost immediately O the estate into proper order.The local situation of the

before the Court of Wards actuallyy,took possession of the Kollegal vil- gits villages,forming as they do a compact block in the im

/ ’
lages,the recipient being,it was understood,Raju Mudaliyar himself. mediate meighbéurhood of Kollegal,renders it desirable that ]
| ; i
As to the general condition of the estate it was reported that there they should be. administered by one and ‘the same manager with |

.

was much confusion in the accounts,that the Collection of revenue had an establishment available for employment throughout the estate ¥

! i 5 -
»as the Court would desire,the Mysore Durbar will consént to

been so neglected that the arrears due to the estate by the ryots of the
British villages alone amounted to no less than Rs.9500 and dated back the administration being left in 1ts ewn hands,adequate super ’
vision by a responsible local officer will be readily availabl

e

from fasli 1290(1881),while complaints were general on the ground that
the exchange of pattas and muchilikas had been neglected,and the various b e o TR e M
] sion,
: | .

5 he present dual system of administration is clearly the re

religious and chariteble institutions at Sivasamudram were in a mosy u -
| | ve
satisfactory condition. rse of economical,and should,if possible,be put, end to:but
]
in the interests of its ward the Court cannot consent to allow

10. A further report received in May 1897 showed that notwithstanding ‘ b
£ ing Unnamblai ammal and Raju Mudaliyar to. control the mana
58~

a formal call for the delivery of property and records relating to the
- ment of the British villages.The experience of 14 years has

British portion of this estate on penalty of the institution of coercive
shown that such a course is clearly inimical to the well bein
i g

proceedings under the Guardians' and Wards' Act the Mysore agent,Ramaswami
of the minor and his estate.An additional reason in favour of

Aiyar,had produced practically no property and no accounts or vouchers
following,in regard to this estate,the plan accepted by H.H

of expenditure,his allegation being that almost everything was in the 4306/

hands of the minor's mother,Unnam@lai ammal.Mr.Bradley reported that he the Wizam in regard to the Munagala property situated within

had spoken to the Mysore Diwan on this subject and had received a promise | His Highness' dominions is that,as the Court understands,there
i “,4§§a§w < ’ is no law in Mysore corresponding to the Court of Wards Regu-

lation and that in consequence of its thus being necessary

‘g"ﬁL‘.'...Hs_--.!l!a&m
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file a Civik suit for every act of malfeasance by a guardian,maladminiS‘
tration and the perpetration of frauds are much more diffficult to prevent
in Mysore than in British territory.The Court may also observe that it
understands from the Collector that the supervision exer€ised by the
Durbar in regard to such matters is little more than nominalLThis indeed
would appear$ to be the case from the fact that in the original order
recognizing Unnam:iaivammal as guardian and Raju Mudaliyar as her agent
the Mysore Durbar has imposed no stipulagion other than the requirement
that accounts of the management should be annually submitted.In what form
such accounts are prepared the Court is not aware,but to this subject

it will recur later on.

32. The Court has next to discuss the question of th Agpgggpgp;‘pf_ggg’
two_endowment_villages Kaglipuram snd Purigal.lt motes,and concurs in,
the Mysore Resident's comment that the Durbar is itself in part responsi-
ble for the state of negleect into which the religious and charitable
institutions at Sivasamudram have pbeen allowed to fall.lt cannot ;however,
accept Col.Robertson's view that these two villages should as & matter of
course remain under attachment during the minority of the Court's ward .The
condition of the original loan advanced by the Mysore Durbar was that on

repayment of the amount advanced with interest the villages should be sur-

rendered to the Jagirdar.During the period 1885-89,80 far as the Court is

aware,the Durbar raised no objection to the management of these villages

by Unnamiiai ammal and her agents.It was in the latter year that the loan

was- advanced and now that it has been repaild the Court can see no reason

why the management of the villages should not be allowed again to vest in

the. legal representative of the minor.It is clear that the Durbar cannot

base-its position on the terms of the mortgage deed and the Court is not

aware whether‘ihere is anything in the Mysore Regulations which justifies

such intervention nor does it understand the reason why such jntervention

is considered necessary.From the wording.of Col.Robertsen's letter i{/may

be inferred that the management bY the State of these villages is consider=~

ed necessary in order to ensure that the revenue shall be expended in the

marmer intended.Now the jnstitutions themselves are under the direct

management of the Kollegal Deputy Collector,an arrangement which meets

with the approval of the Mysore Durbar ,and the Court cannot understand

whaét objection there is to permitting the same officer to supervise the

e v Ty

24 B i g ,‘A_‘ . v ‘ 4 '

administration of the endowment villages more especially as this course ' ,
v !

when he lef

will tend to economy if the Durbar will ponsent to the Court's

posal to place the administration of the rest of the Jagir-

a
dar's estate under the control of the manager appointpa ~ the

pro

court of Wards and directly supervised by the Deputy Collector.
The Court freely admits that there are valid objections to a

revival of the system of management followed prior to the mort-

gage of the villages in 1889,namely, that Unna1¢1a1 ammal ,and
her agent,Raju udaliyar ,have proved unworthy of the trust and
the pensioned.Amildar,Ramaswaml Aiyar,cannbt be relied upon to
act 1ndependently of their control .These objections apply with
equal force however,to the case of. the remaining six Mysore
villages,but as the Durbar considers the arrangements relating
to those villages to be satisfactory,the Court is at a loss to
understand why the same body should consider it necessary to
retain the endowment villages under attachment .If the sole
object in view is to ensure that the revenue is expended in the

manner intended,all. that is necessary 1s to require the manager

of the endowment villages to submit proper accounts of the re-

ceipts and expenditure accompanied by vouchers eviden61ng that

the net income has been properly expended on the upkeep of the

&
J
¢

endowed institutions.The Mysore Durbar,as the representative in |

interest of the original grantor of the endowment ,is clearly

interested in the matter,and the court need hardly say that it

would always be ready %0 transmit for the perusal of the Durbar

duly authenticated copies of all material accounts relating to

the managemeht of the endowment villages and the outlay on the

endowed institutions.

13. If,however,the Durbar is not willing to consent to such 2
arrangement but considers the intervention of the Muzrail Dépa
ment to be essential and such intervention can be legally en
forced under the Mysore Regulations,the Court must still der
to the proposal merely to remit to the Deputy Collector al’
necessary for the upkeep of the temples and charities.lt co.
siders that in gsuch a case the whole net income should be Y
ed over to the Deputy Collector as the manager of the endo’

institutions.lt advocates this course on two grounds,firs’

w--+ .+ the interest of the Mysore Durbar is confined to oné




viz.,%he. proper expemd?ture of the income available for outlay
is necessary to ensurse this is

+All that
»88 already s

tated,the regular transmission

| I
]

! |

5

!

i

|

. of proper accounts.The second ground
|
!

referred to is that the present state
Of the endowed institutions is such that the entire income

will for some
years 1o come be required for outlay thereon

,,__w‘,..wv—-'

-As requestad by Government in
Government Order NO0.1088 Revenue,

dated 4th Marech 1898,the Court has -
ascertained that during the period when,to qQuote Col.Robertson's words,
i3 (.. the institutions were,being "starvegn in or-der ¢o Provide for the repay-

ance in large inst
estate proper were drawn uj

ment of the mortgage ady almentsQ&he revenues of the
‘on to the extent of Rs

+23175 in order to pro-
vide for the maintenance of the requisit

te chaxtﬁties -The estate is enti-
tled to the 1

R T

mmediate repayment of t

D

his Sum; and it will be necess

ary to
nﬁrder to pl

incur further heavy expenditure i ace the existing buildi
'j { Proper order.The Collector writes that they have been mueh damaged by
ij the late heavy rains ang that in the absence Of funds he ha
s 3

ngs in

s found it i

;
| necessary to postpone the necessary repairs » "Pending the rendition of
{ﬁ the endowment villapges" The Court may adq that as the Resident and the
i
i \Purbar appear to attach considerab

- B
le importance to e wished of the 8
) ninor's mother,UnnaM$lai ammal,it

1as herself expressly ;
jake arrangements for t

ourt and its officials.

The Government will observe that in the circumstances set out above

®re is no necessity for the Muzrai Superintendent and
t

8 letter,

Para 6 of Col.Robertson's letter refers to the_}ggg;e Jewellery.

bulk of this has now been satisfactorily accounte

d for and is lodged P

E safe in the Jagirdar's house at Belak

T

avadi under the direet loek and ?

awf the Muzrai Superintendent and the Jagirdar's mother.It appears all |
s1

to have been in the custo

y
dy of Unnamglai ammal notwithstanding her I

be :
" rject ;th

el

nterrogated on
de to be attri- -
8 to the evil advice of Raju Mudali

e Collector considers her disingenuous attity

yar.He has since reported that
7 ma
; 5 stody of the Jewellery should be transferred to the Kollegal Deputy
P mal
or as they are frequently required for use in the temples at Siva-
wit

i and can be secured in the taluk treasury at Kollegal .He sﬁgtes
whé 1y a8 this

' mﬁlai ammal .

ve denial that this was the case when she was first i

- v[
Rt T

2
that theimysore authorities have signified their assent to this *
urse but complains that the actual surrender of the ornaments
::s been deferred in consequence of a dispute as to the ownir-
of certain individual items which are claimed by Unnamglai
Shipl as forming her private property.Mr.Mounsey presses for
jj:aimmediate surrendér of all the jewellery and proposes to

j >
1 ?

4 ‘ i Xi StS 'The
tO

rable to s !
t concurs with Mr .Mounsey in" considering it desi
Cour

sfer the custody of 'these ornaments to the Deputy Collector
tr:nrecommends that this should be done at once,the 001ISCt2f
::ing instructed himself to decide upon claims which Unn?malai
ammal puts forward to individual items.Should she be una:;er:o
adduce satisfactory evidence of ownership,the Court conside
that she should then be referred to the Civil Courts for re-ak‘
dress.The Deputy Collector will merely play the part of a stake-

riv § icia 1ls and Unna-
’

: the. education
15 The Resident's letter closes by referring to

romises to make
of the minor Jagirdar.He states that the biwan p

does

proper arrangements in regard to this matter and ihi: ::dras e
not himself propose to press for the boy's remova litical,
though unfortunately dull and backward,he is of not:o G
importance .Col .Robert son jhowever,has desirédvthat e : '
be sent for'inspection by him occasionally in order that he
might satistﬁy himself that his education is not being neg:zzz;
ed .The Court understands that the Resident and "Diwan haveitself
Been reason to change their mind in the matter,and woul%
strongly urge that immediate steps be taken for the boy sftzzzs_
fax fer to the Newington establishment .The past history o
education and the correspondence relating thereto appears to be
= r°1i:ts;;rn in 1884 and up to August 1894 was being educated

:fsor; in Mari Mallappa's School,the Royal School,and the
:Zs;Zyan Mi;sion High School.From the Royal School he was com=-
ily removed,because he was found to be hindering the

pulsor

‘P“ i )
1 was practically at the bot,h_
he left the Mission School he
when h o f he |

. : » __ ¥ . \”“. gy
f“ ii'i ~h ‘,E e T ey - W e
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of the lowest class but one.His education was then entrusted to two : %-\L"
Aésistant teachers in the Maharajah's School,Mysore,in receipt of monthly '

salaries of Rs.30 and 20 respectively .The senior of these two was a gradu-
‘ ported to have done

ate named Adolphus,under whose care the ward was re

better notwithstanding Eh® irregularities in attendance due to his

mother's indulgence which onpne occasion resulted in a break of 4% months

Mr .Adolphus threw up his appointment as

in his work.On another occasion

tutor owing,it is stated,to the indifference shown by the boy's relations

#ato his education.The lad was subsequently sent to Mari Mallappa's School

again and was a pupil of that institution in May 1897 when the Collector

reported that his progress had becn extremely unsatisfactory.The Mysore
the Royal School [

Diwan had suggested that the boy should be readmitted to

but the Maharajah's guardian,)r.Fraser,declined to receive him on any

conditions,and the Collector accordingly recommended the boy's VROV R

s
1
!
Newiniton.In the following month (June 1897),he received a protest from . ,’

w
Unnamglai ammal on the ground that the remoyal of the ward to Madras at ‘

that time would be attended with much inconvenience and discomfort,the

nature of which,however,she did not detail.Vith her petition sie sent a | !
f

report procured from \r .Adolphus describing the. boy's progress and SR

ing the opinion that the earliest date at Which it would be possidle to

send him to Madras to stuc

1dy there with advantage to himself would be : ‘
from '!

January 1899:this recommendation was devoid of any value,for,apart

e .Adolphus' capacity to form an opinion on the matter and his personal
still

jnterest in the question involved,his S?le reason was that the boy B

required private tuition and was unfit to be left to his own devices in 1

a regular class. The Court need hardly observe that private tuition 1s
exactly what he would get at Newington and of a quality much superior

to that wbicqhe has hi
of the establishment the Court's

shstant tutors appointed as occasion requires with reference s
i‘

ssing orders on the Collector's I

therto received,for besides the Buropean tutor

in charge Wards enjoy the services of

special As
dividual pupils.In pa

the Court in its Proceedings 10.1022,dated 29th June 1897 autho-:

to the needs of ‘in

report
\rized him to make immediate arrangements for the transfer of the minor
to Newington and instructed him to seek the co-cperation of the Mysore
ithorities in the event of any objections being raised by the minor's

addressed the Diwan or Regident on mor
ntil July 1898 that he " {

vlatives .The Collectar, e than one

ccasion in regard to the matter,but it wgs not U

i
' received

Tooug
PvE an 5
W chayan .

< clatpon -2 4 0T
{. :
received intimation that Col IKObel tSOII pro Y m e
: ' i o b 1) 3 -

E O0s8ed shoz tE to ak

Pel"sonal en i & | |
qui]le.s legar‘ding the mino 's education but ould not
Y i wou

re i 3
be P par eQAtO urge the desir'ability. of sending th b
> &S e oy to

Newington,if the arrangements which the I
‘ e liysore Diwan proposed

f
or his education proved to be fairly satisfact
ory.,

16. h id
| ; (¥ e dO'U.bt
: 4 -

regard to the boy's educ i res ronge
‘ ' ation and desi t t
(5] ge hat

< S ate’

'r lads

of similar standin
_ g and position and enj
, Joy the advanta
1tages of

[ 1IL‘ > 1
J H h(

that private it
ve tuition and special training which are especiall
necessary in o
4 the case of dull and backward lads who have b
een

spoilt by thei :
r relatives and allowed to grow up without due
regard to disciplinary requirements,

i by The onl t i r ver
¥y other subject to which the Court need advert i1
_ , : s

one left unnoticed by ¢ r i T
: ¥ Col.Robertson and that is the necessit
e y 0

securing a thorough scrutiny

of the accounts relating to the

- past management
ger Of the whole estate.As already stated the condi

val of her ap;
ppointment of Raju Mudaliyar as her agent was th
submission of & :
, an annual statement showing the jagir income a
ne an

expenditure
and duly signed by the lady and countersigned b
L By

her agent .Th
g @ specific allegations made in the appendix of th
ese

. 23 X aj 11

o e&

vouring to obtain de
’ tailed accounts from the Mysore agent ,Rama-

proceedings instituted forkhis purpose befofe the District €
at Coimbatore.There is a large sum deposited to the credit o:urt
Unnamulai ammal with the Mysore branch of the Bank of Madras
.amounting on the 4th of January 1897 to 31,832-4~9,4in regard to
which there is in the absence of proper accounts no evidence to
show whether or not it constitutes property belonging to the e

estate,thoug
) igh there is no moral doubt that it includes the wholﬁ- 

i_ . o
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or a portion of the cash balance of 24,250-14-4 which was 'in hand on “he

late Jagirdar's death,less a deduction of Rs.1510-10-1,which appears to

have been made without due authority by Raju Mudaliyar.Since the advent

b3
|
|
1

of Ramaswami Aiyar,another questionable transaction is stated to have
taken place in .the shape of the sale of certain tank-bed lands at Belaka-

vadl for Rs.8525 the whole of which as the Collector understood had pro-

bably reached the hands of Raju Mudaliyar.The Court has alr ady alluded B '

in para 4 above to the suspicious payment to the same individual of Rs.
250q/—immediately before the intervention of the Kollegal Deputy Collector,
and it is clearly necessary to make a thorough serutiny of those cases , f‘
in which Raju Mudaliyar has heen permitted to make advances for business Qi
purposes or on promissory notes running in his own name .,The Court was so ‘
coenvinced of the necessity of taking preventive measures and conducting a ;
searching investigation in regard to these matters that inpts Proceedings J;
NO0.6 Press,of the 20th March 1897 the Collector of Coimbatore was request- |
ed to address the Mysore authorities with a view to preventing any pay- ; !
ments being made to Unnamulai ammal or her brother from the income of the g
Mysore property except of course so much as was reasonably required for k
the maintenance of the minor's household.The Collector reported in May ?
1897 however that no action had been taken with reference to his request
and that all the ordinary revenue of the Mysore portion of the estate and i
\ the various extraordinary receipts such as those arising from the sale of
l the tank-bed lands were going into the pockets of Unnamulai ammal and Raju
Mudaliyar. : 1
Communications addressed to the Mysore authorities on more than one :i
occasion have fadled to elicit any detailed statement of the income and ;ﬁ
expenditure of the Mysore villages.The only figures given in fact by the =*
% Sub-Divisional Officer,French Rocks,were the gross totals of receipts and (
l Bxpenditure of the several villages during the five years ending 1896-97 w
as showmbn the margin.The Court  4

Endowment villages. !
B is not aware whether these figures |

Receipts-------=~ Rs .49,777-11-5
Expenditure----- Rs .43,591- 9-11
Other villages.

< Receipts--- Rs.43,393-135-0 _  no doubt include expenditure in

Expenditure---Rs. 1170,43-13-4

have been duly verified,but they

connection with the British vil- a

ges and also items of rejpayment on account of the mortgage debt.The

puty Collector was instructed to ask. for more detailed information,but

[ -

8 has yet reached the Court of Wards.
Government on the subject in its Proceedir

e TR IO e

At e

. ¥hen last addressi

.M‘N.

AATALY .

AvRendix gt e mr T e
1 S dhd charges,but‘ag?already observed (ol

| _ -Robert.
son is silent on this Subject .There is so ,

much prima facie

the estate haq *
frittered away or misapplied during the pPast 14 |

evidence for the belief that the income of

4

it years and fgle
| 0T money involved is 80 large that the Court ¢q i&
nsiders

i

the most thorou P
gh possible manner .During the minority of the

S ménagement
s 0 be that with the exception of the wor

ed with the aid

ks constryct-
0
T the loan advanced by the Mysore Durbar there

e.

The forest
§ are reporteq to have been wilfully destroyed irri
’ -

sidered n
ecessary_to but them in anything like proper order;
’

while a furth ; 0
OF 'Sum-of Ra.88,000/-dn dues the estate proper frop

the income of the endowegg villages.wi

maintained.

/True Extract/
/ . ¢
«W
Acting Secretary

To the Secretary to Government,Revenue Department

wit : :
h one enc%grand with2griginal enclog retd.

-Copy to the Collector of Cot Ha'
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e

or a portion of the cash balance of 24,250-14-4 widoh Wit db Kank o b Appendix to the Proceedings of the Court of Wards

late Jagirdar's death,less a deduction of Rs.1510-10-1,which appéars to
UL m“? . s R — ";-n\
T— : >y -

{
Vie At .‘ - Re : Sivasamudram state.
!
l
l
a
)
|
|

NO. 739 Misc, dated June ‘1899 .

The Amildar's investigatiéhé went to show that the agent had
drawn during the preceding ten years a sum of some 71,000 rupees
! from the estate revenues of which only 36,000 rupees had in any
| i way been accounted for,the latter sum being the amoung believed:
Wy ‘jl‘- to have been spent on the minor's household at the rate of Rs.
ULl | . BOQ/L ﬁer menser.As instances of misconduct alleged against the
| - agent the following may be cited :-

- (1) Having appointed relations to manage the toll-gate on

S ———

| ol the Sivasamudram bridge,he permitted them to exact unauthorized
. | i - tolls with /he result that complaints were from time to time
| i preferred to the Kollegal Deputy Collector.
(2) e detailed account of the expenditure shown under
rep irs aggregating a sum of over Rs.18,000 had been maintained
7! , and there was reason to question whether the expenditure had
j really been properly incurred.
; (3) During his tenure of management the agent had succeed-
f ed in obtaining possession of all the best lands in the Sivasa-
t mudram Island and hak regularly remitted hiﬁ own assessment.
i{ (4) The agent had been in the habit of making large advan-
ces on promissory-notes running in his own name for the most

L¢Q part to his relations but in one case to a Bangalore merchant

i : 4 i . _I' : for business purposes.

f " (5) Under the heading of household expenditure for the
b year 1893-94 was included a sum of Rs.900 for printing forest
passes,the payment being due to a Madras printer who is the

agenﬂ! father-in-law.On scrutiny by the Amildar the proper
charge was found to be Rs .300.
] ‘f‘ : (6) The agent had sold all the sandalvood trees growing on
i} | e |8 : the Jagir to a Kollegal trader for Rs.1000/-,their real value |
i being estimated at not less than Rs.10,000/-.
(7) The agent had entirely neglected the exchange of pat-

tas and muchilikas with the estate tenanfs whisch hos %agp usual

in the late Jagirdar's tir




proprietor the most effectual means of recovering the rents due to him ’3
without the exchange of such documents no Proceedings can be taken dhder
Madras Act V111 of 1865.

The Collector also reported that a sum of Rs.3O,OOQ/L being the
estate balance,was said to have been deposited in the Madras Bank in the

agent's name and expressed apprehensions &8s to whether the agent might not

withdraw and misappropriate that amount ,

Acting Secretary
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I8 longer any strained situation.

R T T Y o N

1

fhe Sub-Divisional Officers ¥rench

Bocks is officially proposing this

to the Darbar.
#inor's fKducation.~ They wish

that all to be peaid for, if he goes

te Newinston, out of funds of Britisl

Revenue. b quite agreed. [f [ did no#,
|
|

we can'i get funds from Mysore. l
|
|

Jewels ih.ﬂisDute.; Practically

fhey admit they only have the minor's
mother's wordgthat the jewels are herfs
against the oral and documentary evi-
dence on behalf of.the temple.:

| I have drafted -2 report -at
lensth to the Court of Wards to-day,:
2nd ‘if orders have not been passed @N
Gourt'ss Proceedings 793 d/8th June -

perhaps it would be well to wait for

my report. [ don't think there is any |

|
|

|
Yours sincerely,:

8d/ C.H.Mounsey.:
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managing his affairs,it is absurd to suppose qL »

rigorously devote the income accruing from particular village

to the education of his children or to any other apscific

object .No prudent man would plaee any, such restriction 6n the
expenditure of his Ancome, and the Court of Wards would not be
Justified in consenting to an arrangement which would render
impossible to carry out improvements in the British partion gf
the estate without the aid of a contribution rrom the aurpln
revenues of the Mysore villages,which might or mightﬁnot be
granted.For with heavy outlay to be 1ncurred on the Sivasamudram>,

bridpes and a large annual expenditure on the minor's educati E

there woi

which to effect any improvement in their agricultural condit

The ne¢ surplus of the whola estate should bo devoted to its

L

improvement as g whole,and the first charge upon tha’Eurpﬂ

the mainten*nce and education or the-minor proprietor the

-y

W alance shouln be e Sonded on 1 roving those portions which
are in most need of improvement,whether or not the 1ncoma

e therefrom e sufricients to. effect such :1mprobemsnt,and S

whether or not they ara sitn> € -n‘Mysore‘or’British terr

¢

y (True Extract)
e S s augS
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“OHiatore - Collector® sCoLLecTor’s Orrics,

17th August, 1g9gl89 .
; (Camp) Sivasamudrum,

Froyu Wb

).
Ca H‘ MOUNSEY. ,EBQ.’ I‘ Co s"’

Ag CoLricror gp~& Agent to
the Court of WardsU

et %0/ COTMBATORE, o

To

0O T
Tur SECkETARY 10 THE &meglgmn oo WARD S,

Madrgs,

8z, X ; ’

I have the honour to state that on the 26th July la,st.

A T PRy L I

the FlI'S’Eq, ASM"Bt’&nt to the Resident in Mysore wrote +o me

saylng he Wa‘: dlBeched to state that the’ Muzrai Superinten-
dent under the Mysore Durbar would meet the Deputy Collector .
HolleAgal to discuss matters connected with the Templex mane.
agement & other charities at Sivasamudrum, if T could fix 5

convenient date. I suggested~tHs" Iét,}a,,Instant, as I knew T
would be in Slvasa.mudrum then & on ‘bhat date the Muzrai Su-__
rerintendent, the SuD—D].ViSiOT*ﬁl‘ Officer, I:“rench Rocks, the o
Deputy Collector, Kolleggl, & myself hao. a long & rriendly

discussion on the various points connected with the estat.e. ‘
Yesterday T also saw Raju Muoallar the Minor’s uncle & hearq

his views & had a furhher interchange of v:Lews wmth

sore officials. I embody below the re: of the inter-

view. Vndexj the circumstances under Whioh interview

(a) The Court is aware that it claims that as the My -
sore Durbar raises no objection to the m@éﬂe’méift"of the tem

ples & charities in Sivasamudfumwbeing under the “Deputy Col-

loan for which the villages were taken as




Purigal

Kaglipurain

funas must have come from the genersl revenues though whé%hef
quite as much as fs. 23175-T-6 came frem them is g matter of
doubt, the Superﬁntendent says, con31der1ng the condltlon
Mr. Bradley reported the temples tgbgi is s 8 The Tepp1e~peo—‘
ple told me that by deductions herex/ﬁére the Manager savea
about 8. 100 a month from phe Pstablishment charges., T
have no proof of this. ’ghe balance was about 5. 6000,

which added to surplus revenues since collecteq (& 13000

on 30-6-99 & B. 1000 collected after that date) leaves about
Bs. 20000 in hand. The Muzrai Superintendeht progoses that
Bs. 10,000 of this should be spent for recoupment of the ad-

vance, 8. 4000 kept for expendittfle till the, %t collection

season & Bs. 6000 for xgpa¥§§ repalrs to the Temple Buildings
for Wthh estimates should be prepared. He assured me that

if 'the Mysore Durbar were addressed for the funds ﬁhey would -

hend”them over at once. He accepted the present expenditure-
on establishment which he cohsiderea should be revised when
all the repairs were executed. As a ueginning the proposal

seems acceptaole. e ; d .

b YW CARTILN D A uv T ey -—— 2 e

(f) At the same time he was fully of opinion that as the
Mysore Durbar was the.grantor of the’ Inams, even if the Kbl
legal Deputy Collector should ve given the net suyrplus to ex il
pend uponthem, the Mysore Govennmentxln 1ts 1nherent rlght
to see that the charities were, properly adanlstered/should
be given a voice in b ‘
I.  the scale df estaﬁliehment,
11, the expenditure on
(a) dail& ceremonies
(b) extraordinary.ceremonies-
Tl on repatirs except petty ones.
How far the' Durbar can be juStlflea in demanding their share
of control can be determlned by the terms of the original

sunnatd & by the fact that from 1830 to 1896 the Durbar do

not ever seem to have interfered in the management of the Ja

.
ghirdar.

An extract from t sunnad is given below.

® e have granted you vamenyam these two villages
for tae perpetual main ce of the charities made by

w




your grandfather Ramasami Mudaliar X y o X

sons & grana sons in{hereditdry succession arc to realize from
this Virodhi year all proprietory rights (which are enumerated
in detail) appertaining to these villages & to feelize whatever

- ijncreased income you can in whatsoever item & by making tanks

> - channels & ands & to use ( the szid realizetions) so as to main-

tain perpetually the said Restoration charities & cause prayers

to be’offerea for -the prosperity of the sirkar pefore Sri Ranga-

nathaswami.

The title to minerals & natural products within the lands in

questiod.will rest in you, as also the right of alienation DY

sale, mortgage gift &c."™ |

(g) In reference t0 the sanad the Muzarail Superintendent argues that

Tn refe-

its terms have been megged in the inam settlement deed.
rence to non-interference the Muzrai Superintendent does not admit

1t. He referred me to an order of the Mysore Government dated 10th
Decemoe; 1894 to prove that the Durbar had really been mindfil of the
charities. Tn this it is stated that the tasdik allowancedwere

ncapab!
apable of fbddctlou; therefore tne ttu@les must . be kept up on ta,

S

isting basis & the liquidation of the ﬂovernment aebt must be DPOSK

poned +0 the requirements of the temples; & also says in regard to

+ . ~ " Aot s s - -
the teinples whose affairs shoula always be subject to the supervi-

‘sion of the Muzrai Department.® Again T was refepered to an office-

note of the Dewan’s deted 10th September, 1896, drawn up after a con-

versation with Mr. Bradley in which he says that as these villages

were for the temples & briages the Muzrai Secretary ghouyld do the

needful regarding the complaints as$ to want of repairs & services.
¥
The Muzrai Departinent defends itself from a possible charge of not

the temples by a reference to0: these orders, by the fact
.o

1o00king after
taken up with correspondence in regard

that the whole of 1896 was
to the resumption of the villages, by the grandfather- Jaghirdar re-
fusing to give possession & finally by the Court of Waerds stepping
: that -from & paper shown

as true that the

ime it 1is fair tO gtate

to me I found the Dewan considered that though it w

in. At the same t

£ailure to spend the noney properly was dus o the agent’s fallure
8 spply for it: the local officers were also{to blang, though on

RIS A < e s ST |
S i — L 34

® v~

et U S ‘

-
’ )

\f'

their behzalf i
t Was admitted that they had o
o D e nly the revenue

G { o

g s

tl

T that zs far bz a a it
>, ack as 1857 & ne
& ¥ gain in 1875 the
glect of the management of the endowment nad been
4t ee

brought to i
the notice of the Mysore authorities fo
es for at-,

-

ti h! .
ﬁ :

the Government to remedy affairs
b

e

ITT.  That t g
he Durbar would have advanced money if s
2 B e iy 7

had been “
asked for it by the Manager & that it-diad i
’ vance . 3539-13-0 in 1890, & e

IV. Final
ly that tne Muzrai buperlngenaent brings t
0

notic I
e that the claqms to have a v01ce in the expendi
ture is o,
not an exceﬂtlonal claim @regard to Sivasamu .
drum T .
emples but menely an endeavour to carry out the °

general practice of fthe Province whereby all religious

endowments are subjegt to the general conduct of the es

tate. . AT =
e

;sﬁerhaps if the Durbar were asked to waive thelr claims. an

anpual account being forwarded to them,-—lﬂhder the spéci

circumstances, that now for the first time for 70 years the"

is the prospect of an honest & capable management. they T

T can glve no oplnion dn thiﬁ ’g’

might be inclined to do so.
ce seem only -to ‘be

e

put certainly the power of interferen

n there is malaomlnistration or a

rightly exercisable whe

prospect thereof- &8 stated by the Mysore covernment them- Al
gelves 1in para 3 of their oraer dated 32—1—189?— & perhaps
is not appllcaole st all to Institutions outside Myspref
(h) The question of the management of these villages may be

red with that of th Jaghir villaged

r all

e management of the

dent says that if there is a surplus afte
hey are manag-—

conside

The Superinten
the necessar& expenditure is prOV1aed for & b

creditea to the Muzrail surplus fund & is.al-

ing them it 18

ways awailable when wanted.

od was the mapagement
¥ aaitsi

The Pext 001nt that wuasdiscuss

¢

-~
ge———t-rr - e
i =1 < . . :
e e P



L}

g! of the 6 Jaghir vmllages in Mysore Territory. The Sub-Divisional @¢ffi BN
-

';cer stated that he was certaiﬁly of'opinion thet the present manage- °

t'ment by Unnamalai ammsl & her brother should cease as his enquiries
N inade-him believe that the; were quite incapable of manzging the vil- ¢

& lages satisfactorily. This is a great advance, Vide the statement ’

L (para 4 Court’s Proceedings ozted 6th June 1899 No. 739 Mis) that
-;'th? ®present manager was quite capable of conducting the duties of

s ; iy .
his office satisfactorily.®  The Sub-Divisional officer rzised no

E Tl e

personal objection to the ma.agement by the Court of WaPds but declar-

{ \!.~

ed that if the villages were taken under the management of the My--

sore Government the cost thereof would be nothing, as they would be-

1

‘§ come practically Government viI]Ages, wanting no separate estaplish-

~ment. He added that though a Police station that.usea to be kepbt

up =t the cost of the Jggate has recently been abolished the manage-
N‘

ment was still far too costly x®m in proportion to the results. 1

such'a mansgement can be secured as efficient & cheaper*thzn the one

T T

0.8 ﬁt?§§§§%€1sh rule (as was a8serted) there seems to be no ob

.. P ) . -“
it. | The Sub-Divisional officer considered that revenuc 2 -

ccovered by ghe ordinary Mysore processes ® T
i .

.~'.

‘ ltscharge, & would require Ciyil suits to
‘Z?pas under the Court ofﬂ!hfds, although

NS L
fo:i\tﬂe Mysore Government having power tp autho-

there is provision
o collect rent under the

X rise & person appoiﬁtéd‘by us as manager t
tode without having recourse Lo ciwil Courts. If this au-

Revenueg,
‘the Court of Wards there

thorization is not given to an agent of
can pe no question as to the advisability of the management as Go-

vernment villages by Mysore.

speedily as possible. The/Divisional Cfficer

ternative effected as

=

spout to apply to have the Ward’s mother & ,",

assures me that he is
en over by the Government.

Raju Muadaliar removed & the managemenzrtak
1€

T upderstand that the ground on which A transfer of managemen
aléli‘e‘l-‘s nerely that Raju Mudaliar has become ‘

ﬁg_\_L‘ stultify the Durbar in regard t

 TATh A
- e

t will guw
' . It L
beAput forward not to o its former .jg obvious

&s & change 1

£
perfect indiffeghce to us.
stency when evidently there

opinionss put as long
should pe a matter of Tt would be =
point out inconsi

worse than useless to
These remarks dpply also to the

is now a desire to meet our views.

i
[~ - Teasons given for showing that_the Mysore D

b, ( f > 4 :
: JLdlie R e s
.. Bt % h Al e i Yad
o ¥ ‘ . : -‘ﬁ“f-ﬂ' iy IR sl " : '
1 - P SR e L TP vy e ; i
ﬁi:gm..__

urbar has interfered in the
. J

r R R

e L

The great thing is to have the al- o8

TFenE™v

. 7 e

sthat such [l 48
s effected the grounds therefor. . reason gi f-
swill be .3

-tl uI‘

As the Jaghi® vi
ag f§ Villages are wanaged so may the
enaowed vilg

lages be managed.

4. MINOR®S EDUCATION

. . F

te

W (o] Ou’b C&Ste & an i
e gwge i -

y o

:lm. . He wanted the Ward to be educated in Mysore unde i
uperlétenaence & he also wanted to manage the Estate i
7 ;as qult;.willing to give that up to the Court of War;;bUt
HJSU?? ir he was allowed s, 10,000 per annum for the -
é-iﬁld he was only Speénding B. 500 a month or so nowpurpose
as

1 .
(a) OD. : the l 3 y '\; s ().
oy e
E,esl(]e[ll, was a w (®] e s eCl. I'Ie

forwarded a anc
memorandum giving a list of 8 jewels set with

el

valu%a.at Bs. 4394~Q-o claimed fespéctively by the Temple au
thor?tleé & by Unnamalai ammal. He says ®after prolongesL’
enqulry it has been found impossible to discover any proof
of tﬁe validity of the templex claims. Under these circum
stances.the.only rodsible course wéuld seem to be to leavw :
the jewels in thg Ward’s possession until the temple m: :
ment can estaolish its élaim.“ iR
- (b) As far as I made out Unnamalai ammal says that
Jewels were.the private pfoperty of the Jaghirdar & w e
‘ L ere
usea sometimes to adorn the god, but the temples were never
endowed with them. I cannot ascertain that the lady®s f
claims have anything more solid to rest on & gethered that |
if she had not refused to give them up to the Mysore autho-

ities wheh : i
Qemanuea, they woula have been handed over by

-

Pt

l“. . J o
i oy T S




them to the Temples. On the other hand the Templefs claims may b

briefly summarised as follows:-

(i) They are entered in the list of temple jewels

prepared
by the late Jzghirdzr®s clerk ¥rishna alyangar about a year before
the Jaghirdar®’s death in July, 1885.

(ii) Phey are ebtered in a list of templexjewels prepared by

J Rai Bahadur Ratnasabapathi Mudaliar Coucillor to the Maharajah of
é Mysore in November, 1885. oLk
A
(iii) Mr. Ratnasabapathi Mudaliar who is now alive has deposea
before the Muzrai Secretary to the Mysore Durbar that the lis% was
prepared by him from the one mentioned in c¢lause i, & his evidence
. is now available.
(iv) They have been used in the temple & have been seen by
temple servants whose evidemce is also available.
§ (v) It is asserted “hat some of them are such.as are only pre
-
; pared in the form they are prepared for use in temples & never so

prepared for privale use.

4 e IT the Mysore authorities consider after their prolonged

Baguiry that the temples can put forth no proof off the right to thS
. '721?7 : 7 -4 1 al - - 3
Sewels whet wmust they think of ‘Unnamalai ammal®s claim unless there
4 is something more in it than the Muzrai
that

Reju Mudaliar admittea to mefrersonslly he

superuntendent knowg of s
knows nothing of the %

jewels. Po:session is nine poinds of the law, it is szid, & Unn:zma-

lai ammal has a sort of quasi-pesséssion over them as they are under
the lock of herself & the seal of the Deputy Commissioner of Mysore.
They secem to be -safe enough & personally I think even though the Court
should be to

trustee for the teiuples all we should do ,

5

of Wabds is

D

see thazt the temple claimx is not barred & leave the Minor when

C

he comes of age to settle the metter &8 he likes. At any rate un-

: 2 1 2 A o i o 3 services
| +il the temples are properly repalred & estaxlishment & services
I\ .
| put on a proper basis I think it would be wise not to mix ourselves
up in legal proceedings about these jewels. g
. - e + 1 o , S . T naines § oo ' * o2 ovivin & sl
(d) There are certain other jewels which Unnamzlzi ammal ad-
:
mits should be in use in the temples on certain festivals. These
| she proposes to keep with her in Mysore & promises to send for the
occasions that they are wanted, if a guard ve supplied. ThisHRoe-
v mand seems to be unteﬁ@ble. These Jjewels used to ve kept at Siva-
B b \ . “P‘, 3ard Y o
'\ L8 %.‘ » 3 : ‘

“—

i

T S———

‘f
:
I
R
3!

necessary action will pe taken.

Samuarum & w:ien the Jaghirovar removed to Belakavadi 4 miles

off they were kept there & always ready when wanted. Now it

seems only natural that these jewels should be kept in the
Treasury at Kollegal under the Joint lock & Key of the Manag

er & Tashildar, to be sent to Sivasamudrum when necessary

Raju Mudaliar fully admitted thet this was reasonaole.' I

sugegest that if Unnamalai ammal refuses to accept this view

of this matter the Mysore Durbar be asked to brimg bPressure

on her by stopping allxz &llowances as I presume from what

has passed that they will take the management of the Jaghir

villages onfthemselves & make her an allowance consistent
= ,

with her position.
6. MANAGER RAVMASAMT TYER

The District Court ordered on the 25th October 1893’Ci-
vil Mis , Petn Nos 297 of 98) that the accounts & cash held

by this man should be given up & thst the necessaeyyorder

should be served on him. In accordance with this order the

Ramasami Iyer has during
the pendency of the application, handed over some accounts
but the remaining fecordﬁ & the cash have not been receiveas
Ramasami Iyer was called in at the interview & he strenuocus-
ly denied he haa any of these agcounts or any cash belongipg
to the estate in his hand. Most of the accounts zre, I éeﬁr
f
lieve, in his office at Belakavadi & if he examines them the

-

remaining accounts can be easily furnished. Of the cash
which came into his hands while managing the British part of
the estatqy’he has not rendered any satisfactory account. He
is bound to reinder the same & to surrender any balance re-
maining ®ith him. His piemExXX plea is that all the cash ex
cepting Bs. BO was handed over from time to time accoraing to
Unnamalai ammal®s direction & that he is nobasure whether
this amount(is. 50) appertains to the British or Mysore por-
tion of the Estate. I have now exhausted the subjects that
were discussed (fortunztely there is no dispute about the re
pairs to the Bridges) & I trust that the adaitionalinforma—‘
tion as *o the reasons which have actuated the Mysore Durbar

in certafn of its acts & as to the opinion of their officers




- \ \ W - SR :Jr‘

on certain guestions concerning tie BEstate may pbe of use to the.Co@t'
of Wards as a help to the final decision as to0 the action that ‘the.y'

may direct me as their agent. to take upon the various points that

. have been in issues These Jratbers are nowdbefore Government(Vide
t A Wourte Praccddings dated Gth June 1899 No. 739, Mis), & if orders
,r“””" have not et been passed I resfectfullpuggest that the latest de-

velopment. of affalrs as represented in this report be also consbaerea-

in absposing of the Sivasemudrum gquestions.

1

>

I have the honour to ve,
oir,

Your mo st,_robe_dient servant,

/,' ./f, .[V'LL p e ‘.,_-&'_.{_,7
ACTING COLLECTOR.

k. ' | , :
ﬁ L \.':‘
Bopy. to . the Deputy Collector, zollegal.!
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The humble petition of Unnamal 3 .ud.l mother OF*‘t,he ermr Jag&u:—w

“dar of Sivasamuariime el i 331 0 sivad s das il

& o £ ‘_:.

&y W " 2. % 'The ‘petitioner begs to state ‘that the jewels now 1111(1..61‘ the

l’
jmrrb Key &.-seal of the. pemmpner & that, of rc,he (Deputy Gomms’s?:o;‘:l

$ "

I ssade: i ylyso;:'e -are the jpr-opprmﬁ acg_pireu by, the orlgl?;l Jﬁ;:?d‘“ g
“Some of ‘the apove .JeWels have been glven for use o Qhe Te&)les ’

at SLV;sa.mucrum & taken back & placea in the petl‘bﬁoner s custoay-

{ L ah B TR i - &4 Ma L abih

&hls practice has been in ex1stenoe for se.veral years past.
. - " " 1 ‘*t‘
3. JeThes agye Jewels ‘h—,VP _been mao.e bV the, Orlleﬁa%iaglrﬁf‘&“
were not, given by the Mysorewf'overnment. - p
e =g § ¥ ‘\”‘I‘l‘ﬂ S T LA
Aa#d Petitioner has no obgt’ctlon to hand over the Jewels kerdina.ri
. & _~..j\ L R % 43 74.»
ly used for the temples at blvasamuarum to the possession of the

™

sl Q*;T‘!‘\fd‘—.(v A Ve Y A -3
Maaras Court of Wa.ro.s '

‘.'- "t\“ . l\. % : # ‘
5. Pptn tloner- requests that the'(“bue-ﬁ of slaras will be plea,sed.

e ﬁ‘ "

move the Mysore Governmeﬁ‘é to hhve elr seal rem ,ed. &:

place the Jeweis in " the" sole’ posSesmbn of t the petlﬁloner Vel

—.‘.._ e e e R N NS, et e
- e ———

. o 'Peumonem is"'now Propsred s Ao ¢S e shdty Wenp 1
jewels to the Mao.ras o‘tir%‘ '6f"Wai‘ﬁ‘sT\if dh ‘61“?1?!&‘ 1§ gent to lﬂyb

sore to take bossession of them. -
l-\l“ 4 & “
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(True Copy)

to
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Acting Collector.
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COPY x of

letter from the FIRST ASSISTANT to the RESTDENT in MYSCRE
-

No. 32517—-25895, di.ted 26th July, 1899, to the Collector of
Coimbatore. =

Reverting to this office letter No. 3138 uated the 28th
June 1898, & your letter No. 1483 of +he 23rd May 1899 to the
aadress of the Tutor & Cuardian, Court of Werosm Mezaras,
T am directea to state that shortly before his acparture on
leave Colonel Robertson had &n opportunity of seeing the Mi-
nor Jagirdsr, & then ERLE to the conclusion thet the Ward
might with much zovantage be sent to Madras for his eauc -
tion. “In this view the Dufbar egrees, though they are of
opinion that the Court of Wards should meet his eaucation
out of the re@enues ofx the Jagir cstate in British India.
They hzave now been asked td take very early steps to have
the Ward sent to‘Maaras & placed unaer tie charée of Mr. Mor
rison, & have been told that the question of the apportion-
ment of the expense will be settled és soon &8s possiple. I
am to ask whether you see any objection to %ﬁl‘whole expense
of the Ward’s education in Madras being borne by that por-
tion of the estite which is in British territory & paia oy

the Court of Wards.

P :
(Signed) J. DOBBS. . i
-1st Asst Resident. :
(True Copy) }
G |
(‘Wil» ,@7 »
ACTING COLLECTOR. }
>
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: frooeedtmspf the Government of Mysore, Muzrai, dated 17¢h lOctpber 1896,

.

Reap :— "

Corres ondence ending with the Muzrai Superintendent’s Memo, dated 1st October 1896 -
‘regarding the Muzrai temples and other charities a\t Sivanasa.mndra.m.'

No. C. 10-12, parep, Caxe Mysors, 17tu Ocronzr 1896, g 18
R ' OrpER THEREON.—The villages of Purigal and Kaglipura in the Malvalli & ki , ..'. ;
taluk were granted in 1829 to the Jahgirdar of Sivanasamudram for the main. ©
‘tenance _of the temples and other charities established by him at Sivanasarmudram, o3

These villages have also been subsequently confirmed during the inam settlement
. -asdevadaya grants. :

R 2. But from reports received, the Government find that these institutions are 53
e - allnow ina much neglected condition, the temple buildings being out of repail o i1 a0
.~ andthe services therein not performed r'égtx]arly; while the other charities haye g 5?’1 )
- .altogether ceased to be maintained.y . T
-~ 3. The revenues from the two inam villages in question are not'applied for
‘the purposes of the institutions to which they have been granted ; and it hasfprbhez g A%
~ been brought 'to the notice of Government that certain culturable waste lands of §
these villages have been given away to certain private individuals by Raju Mudaliar,
the Jabgirdar’s agent, without malki sale, while such sale would have fetchgd
R about 3 or 4 thousand rupecs to the temples. grt ; oA
2 - 4 Shortly after the demise of the late Jahgirdar in 1885 and at the time
el the Jahgir estates, inclusive. of the two inam villages above referred to, passed
into the hands of his widoy Unnamalai Ammal, as mother and guardian of the preset
Jahgirdar, who is a minor, a detailed inventory of the movable properties le
L g dar, inclusive of the jewels belonging to the temples, was prepar-
. ed and signed by the guardian and also by her brother Raju Mudaliar who was;then;.j;“_ S
~ appointed as the Jahgirdar's agent. According to this inve Y, acopy of which =
s in the records, the temples should possess Jewels to the value of Bilﬁ,&%n&-‘ﬂ i
. asdetailed below :— S S . i , s Yo S

| e ST e s A »
Jowels sot with précious stenas _ VT ' B 5 R
- Gold jewels y : i e o LSS A Eras NETAT
« Bilver jewels ) 2T . ok, 5 NG Gy

- But these jewels are "ot now forthcoming in the temple. | The agent
Mudaliar states that all the val

. S LTS -
ey g

1

> o rEir g, v" B&j‘u o
aluable, properties left by the late Jahgirdar are secur.
but that he could not s Is belonging

Sloiiing 35 g

1° i B ’
; i
+ ¢

ireumn
~guardianand agent, and aceording
. attached thereto be taken over {
L K1 pro

o A .
g . ke ,:' o e
e e ! i . by = »,‘."
AT, SREENIVASSACHARLY,
e e v A E L ol o Lol
i b R A g

. Muzrai Scoretary.
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ih October 1885
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Directing that the villages endowed
lram and the inam vi o direct man-

Rt d}‘ht ken over under the -
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Proceedings of the Government of Mysore, Muzrai, dateg 22nd January 1897,
REeup :~- :

Petition of Unnamalai Ammg)
10th November 1896, Praying for
irecti the management, of the Sivanasamudray, temples ang
villages forming the endowment, therefor be 88sumed by the Government jn the Muzraj Depart.

t.

+ mother of the minor Jahgirdar of Sinnaa.mndram, dated
& revie

W of the ordeps of Government No. C, 10—12, dateq
of inam

e ———

No. 802-3—Muz, B 28-96, DATED, BANGALORE, 228D Janvagy 1897,

OrpEr THEREON,—The

management by the Government
at under ¢

lst, t

In question,

he termg of the Sannad
the Jahgirdar ig entitled to thoge villages ag his

absolute Property ;
and 2ndly, that there has been no mismanagement of the temples op

of the villages b

therefore po

overnment,

2. Upon
Sannad of 24th D

of the grant wag the Perpetual mainteng, g, of the Temp]es,

Sri Ranganathaswami’
the intention of Hig

ahsplute inalienable proper

ment, ;lso declares the ina

O} 1
directing the assumption by the

nam villages was tq make them

a Trustee a5 regards Trygg p
The Inam Title-Deed

the first of these

8 presence .
Highaess Krishnaraj Wodeyar 111 in
and their revenues from whatever source the

Y the Jahgirdar ang
8rounds exist for any interf

Petitioner’s contention against the assumption of ¢},q

is based chiefly upon tywo grounds, hamely :.—
granting the jngm villageg

his répresentatives apq that
erence on the part of the

by Ramaswami Mudaliar, the ancestor of the

to any possible improved futupe revenue of the

descendants, the

ty of the temples and charities jn question and that p,

residuary right of any kind wag ntended to be regerved

these institutiong and of the i)

- Unnamalaj Amma]’
October 1896, i accordingly rejected: ay, the
to give due effect to these orde

e

Exd.—g,;,

reservation of any kind in fayor
I Cumstances, the
POwer to deal with the inam villages subject to the one paramount condition, thqy

the end contains the usual claugeg regarding

alienation anq rights of Property in favor of the grantee, but these clayseg cannot,

that the grant wag
of himself. and hjs

Jahgirdar hag every

AR SREENIVASSACHARLU, |
* Muzrai Secretary.

i Arandarays Mudaliar, minoy Jabgirdar of
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" Rejecting the petition of Unnamalai
Ammal, mether of the minor Jahgirdar of
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=
| : ‘ , Sivanasamudram, praying for a review of ; ‘_5
: the Orders of Government No. C. 10—12, jl g
dated 17th October 1896, directing tuat the .
management of the Sivanasamudram temples | i‘
and of inam villages forming the endow- H :
ment therefor be assumed by the Govern- :
ment in the Muzrai Department. /' -k £
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MEMORANDUM.
SIVANSAMUDRAM JAGHIR.

I have carefully studied the questions connected with the Sivansamudram
Jaghir raised in the Resident’s Note dated Ootacamund, 5th June 1898, copy of
which was forwarded to me with his D. O. of the same date. In studying these
questions, I have derived much help from the papers marked A to K appended
as enclosures to this Memo.

2. The original sannads have now been sent for and examined. There is
no doubt regarding their genuineness, and enclosures A and B are true copies in
Kanarese of the original sannads. The abstract English translations of these
sannads previously forwarded to the Resident may now be marked A! and Bt

to distinguish them from the Kanarese copies (enclosures A and B). The former .

copies from which abstracts A' and B! were prepared, correspond with the erigi-
nal sannads barring a few unimportant ¢lerical errors.

3. In regard to the Mysore Bridge gannad (copy A and abstract A'), T
agre~ th the Resident that the grant contains no condition for the mainten-
a . the bridge. The intention may have been different, but the Mysore
santiad, granted when the bridge #%s under construction, failed to express that
intention, and we cannot therefore'.ow enforce the condition of maintenance as a
part of the tenure of the Mysore villages (Belakawadi and others). The
Jaghirdar’s obligation to maintain can therefore be enforced by the Mysore Go-
vernment only with reference to the Tolls which that Government has authorized
him to collect. rerards the villages of Sivansamudram and Satty
granted by the M: Government under sannad dated 15th March 1836 (vide
enclosure D), 1 believe the perpetual mamtenance of the two bridges seems
enforceable as a condition of the tenure on which the Jaghirdar holds these vil-
lages from the Madras Government.

4. Turning next te the terms épon." which the villages of Purigul and
Kaglipur were granted by the Mysoré State (vide sannad B), I have no doubt
that the obligation to maintain the Sivansarudram Temple and other charities
attaches to the Jaghirdar as the express condition upon which he holds those
villages. The sannad, no doubt, is loosely worded, but the grant was intended for
the benefit of the.charities, and this intention is expressed in very distinct ternrs in
the sannad. The sannad first recites the grantee’s prayer for a Jaghir as follows:—

“ Your grandfather having petitioned the Huzur that, in lien of Belakawadi

&., other villages may now be granted for the purpose of perpetually main-
taining the said charities.” Then follows the grant in the following terms:—
«We have granted you as Sarvamanyam these two villages for the perpetual
maintenance of the charities made by your grandfather Ramaswami Moodeliar.”
Then comes the following direction in very clear terms :—* You and your sons and
grandsons in heredita.r}); sueceession are to realize from this Virodhi year all pro-
prietary rights ” (which are enumerated in detail) “ appertaining to these villages,
and to realize whatever increased income you can, in whatsoever item, and by
making tanks, channels and anes and to use (the said realizations) so asto main-
tain perpetually the said Restoration Charities and cause prayers to be offered for
the prosperity of the Sirkar before Sri Ranganathaswami.” I append for con-
venience of reference a revised abstract B! pf the sannad.

5. Under such circumstances, the obligation to maintain the charities must
be regarded as the paramount condition of the grant, and all powers conferred on
the grantee must be construed as subordinate to 1t and as governed by it. Powers
of alienation have been expressly conferred, upon the grantee, bu! it would be un-
reasonable ta contend that the Jaghirdar can exercise these powers 1. - his personal
benefit. Occasions for the exercise of thesp powers for the benefit of " 2 charities
can be conceived as capable of arising, and it is only on such eccasions .hat the



-of mismanagement of the charities. 'J

(2)

~grantee can be permitted to cxprciso t.lesm. _'Ihe gramt of alienation powers -and
full rights of ownership, including the cight rights known as Ashta Bhoga Samyns,
only indicates that the State reserved for itself no residue of right, but conveyed
the whole corpus of the right to the grantee for the benefit of the charities.

6. The charitable nature of the grant not only flows from the ordinary
construction of the terms of the sannad, but is abundantly elear from the subse-
quent conduct of the grantee am_l of the Govgrnment. When the British Govern-
ment assumed the administration of the State in 1830 on grounds of mis-
management, one charge of mismanagement advanced against His Highness
Krishnaraja Wadayar 11T was the granting away of villages in Sarvamanyam to
favorites for unworthy objecﬁts. Pending investigation of this charge, Inams
granted by Krishnaraja Wadayar I1I were placed under attachment. The Inam
villages in question were excluded from such attachment in consideration of
their charitable character. The correspondence relating to this matter must be
among the State records transferred to the tesidency upon the Rendition in 1881,
but some information regarding it is to be found in enclosures H and G. H is
apparently a memo submitted by Ramaswami Moodelliar pleading exemption
from attachment for the villages in question, on the ground that the grant was
not for his “ personal enjoyment,” but. for the purpose of “the particularly
remarkable charity,” and on this memo there is a penci#l note (probably in Sir
Mark Cubbon’s own hand). G is the draft of the Mysore Commissioner’s letter
to Secretary to the Governor General dated 27th May 183 4.

7. Again, what can be more conclusive than the terms of the title-deed

+ (enclosure I) granted for the villages at the Inam Settlement ? This title-deed,
dated 1st July 1880, was granted in favor of “ Ranganathaswami and Agrahar &e.,

at Sivasamudram,” Mr. T. Anandaraya Moodeliar (the Jaghirdar) being register- ;

ed as merely “ manager for the time being.” The Jaghirdar cannot now be

allowed to get behind the settlement made eighteen years ago, or to claim any per-

sonal benefit to himself from the villages which the Inam Settlement confirmed to

the charities, recognising the Jaghii dar -as a mere manager, and therefore as a
-d'rustee.

' 8. The Government has always the power to resume absolutely, or to assnme
temporsry management of, a “ Devadaya’ Inam if the object of the grant is not
duly maintained. - Purigul and Kaglipur are clearly “ Devadaya” Inams, both
under the terms of the original sannad and the Inam Settlement of 1880. Thepe
undoubtedly was gross neglect of thie charities on the part of the Jaghirdar, and
owing to such neglect the Mysore Gavernment felt compelled to exercise its right

of assuming temperary management lof the village by its Order of 17th October
1896.

9. The original assumption of management in February 1890 was for a
totally different purpose, namely, the recoupment of the cost of restoring the

channel irrigating the lands of Purigul. The circumstances which led to this work

being undertaken and carried out by the Darbar are fully explained in the orders
of Government issued from time to time, and in the Memo dated 9th May 1898
forwarded to the Resident with my'D. O. of same date. The assumption of
management in February 1890 in the Revenue Department for the recovery of the-

-cost of channel restoration and the assumption of management in October 1896 in

the Muzrai Department were two totally distinet aets, and the Government manage-

- ment which commenced under the firgt came to be continued under the second

: 10. 'When I decided in 1889-90 to advance the cost of channel restoration
-and to recover it from the revenues of the village in a series of years, and whcr;
afterwards for the purpose of carrying out this decision the management of the
village was taken over by the Governiment, I had not the faintest notion that it
would be found necessary at some latger time to attach the village on the ground
. : I'he charities were then undér the n;::.mag&
ment of the Jaghirdar’s mother througrh her brother and agent, and the Govern-
ment had no mtention of disturbing this arrangemeént, but offered to ap ]A
the annual revenues of the wvillage jfirst to pay the expenditure on ?hi
charities as incurred by Jaghirdai, and secondly to pay the balance, if
any, towards the Government loan. |This plan of application of the revenues
of the village has not heen carried oull (except as regards Rs. 3,538-13-10.paid
for temple expenditure in  1892-93 and 1893-94), because the z;gcut for Slc))me

" 4

k9 )

reason of his ewn preferred not to apply to the Government for the funds re-

fed Tor tempte expenditure., His allegation is that he fcypdothe ‘money re-
quiréd from the J aghirdar’s personal estate and spent the full amount according
to the sanctioned scale upon the temple and eonnected charities. How far
this allegation is true, and what actual amount he really spent upon the
temple, are matters which can only be satisfactorily investigated by the authori-
ties in Coimbatore where the temple is situated. But the point on which I wish
to lay particular stress for the purpose of the present enquiry is, that the non-pay-
ment of the village revenue for temple expenditure to the extent sanctioned by
(Glovernment was not due to any unwillingness on the part of the Durbar or its
officers to make such payments or to any desire on their part for the speedy
repayment of the Government loan. It was solely due to the Agent's failure to
apply to the Government for the funds wanted for temple expenditure. If he

.2 had ‘applied for funds (in the same way as managers of similar institutions), the

required payments would have forthwith been made to him from the Taluk
Treasury, within the limits both of the Tusdik (sanctioned scale) and of the amount

“of the village revenue already realized and in the Treasury. But he was ap-

y

parently anxious that the Government management should cease and the village
ghould ecome back to his own management as speedily as possible, and as this
could happen only after liquidation of the Government loan, he chose mnot
to ask for any part of the village revenue for temple expenditure: It may
be asked why the local Revenue authorities did mot notice this omission
on the Agent’s part, and why they did not enquire whether the temple and con-
neeted charities were being maintained and how any expenditure was being met.
No doul t for this non-action they are to blame, as indicating the absence of zeal
on their part in a matter in which the public are interested, but at the same time
some allowance must be made for the fact that the proceedings so far were only
in the Revenue Department, and the duties of this Department were confined to
the revenue management of the village, to recovering its revenue and paying
therefrom towards temple expenditure, reduction of Government loan, &c., in ac-
cordance with the recorded sanctions. It must also be remembered that the
Jaghirdar and his Agent had always been sole managers of the temple and had
not, been subject to any supervision by the Mysere Government officers. The
temple moreover was outside Mysore limits. | e

11. The non-payment of the village revenue for the purpose of temple
expenditure cannot be pleaded by the Agent as an excuse for any neglect of
charities. He himself does not advance any such plea. He rather says he 5pent
the full amount according to the sanctioned jcale, but obtained the money mob
from the village revenue which was available for the purpose but. from. the
Jaghirdar’s private estaté. The sanctioned |scale of annua:] expenditure on th’e
tomple and connected charities is Rs. 3,430-13-10. According to the Jaghirdar’s
Muzrai Accounts, the actual expenditure incurred during the 7 years from 1883-90
to 1895-96 (both inclusive) is Rs. 24,303-2-2, which gives an average annual ex-
penditure of Rs. 3,471-14-0, showing a slig‘gt increase over the sanetioned scalc?.
During the Sth year up to 31st January 1897 the expenditure by the Agent is
given as Rs. 2,410-13-2.  The total expendifure by the Agent up to 31st January
1897 i8 thus Rs. 26,713-15-4. Towards this pxpenditure a sum of Rs. 33538-13-10
was paid out of the village revenues under (Jovernment management in 1892-93
and 1893-94, and the balance Rs. 23,175-1- is the amount claimed as due to the

. Jaghirdar's personal estate. This claim omlits to give credit for Rs. 11,017-6-6

which the Jaghirdar’s mother is shown to hjwve collected and to have had in hand

- on the transfer of management to Governmgnt in February 1890. What became
" of this amount will be enquired into in settling the Jaghirdar’s account with the

temple.

12. - The charities have been neglected during a long series of years, and no
part of the neglect for which the villages weire placed under attacbment can be at-
tributed to the Agent getting the funds for, tomple expenditure from the Jaghir-
dar's personal estate instead of from the village revenue. A lack of sufficient
attention to the affairs of the charity on thd part of the Jaghirdar was observable
ever sinco 1857.  So far back as 1875, Colojnel Hay found the village in a miser

able state, the Agrahar honses deserted and/in ruins, the streets overgrown m't'.?s:
vegetation, the temples all much neglected, | and not'more than Rs. 100 per month
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gazey except(uncgefi }fhe thmple jewels, the MYI;OI?; :p&c oF
concerned. The bossass; € ordinary eriminal law uth
: ession of the 1 W or on behalf
and whe : the jewels neces Kt
v e ;1;(10;1 ?Izrex{lons occasion the motheresosfa T‘,}ly el
P i renagg;r; % showed' an unwillingness to prmie oy
5 1 ol . 0 apprehend that they had b 208 them
o )}, S}?me St b Gov‘n ad been lost or mig,
which, according to theip vie 3
1(;)}ne had aright to in ter’?ere OIT View, was quite a private eq
1ere were no t i : ! :
family jewels ‘32;];1(;3; Wetl's as separate from the family jewe]
entints befwon fan M time to timg used in the tem IJe g Hao
¥ and temple jewels, ~This em}fte,ﬁd she could p
118 much the

the one that the T i m
! ‘he Inam villages are ne as
Jaghirdar had been maintgixfinrretg;r:ggallp?)perty o ko Tamil ang ﬂm e
g the ple from the ineom b
e of thege v; 3
56 villageg

and from other personal

o o al property. Until alegal demand
to their })ossessiorg (1)){3 temple Jewels, v'ﬁ':he could not ag gl?ec(;);ﬂd l a0 e e
i o g B Sl}:r:i)c&eeded against, and unti] she ¢ filti e opr i Sles
e e tor teml IC 1 demand epuld be made, In th ety lsgally divestod
action until she was d_p ¢ affairs generally, it was im ‘?lm&ttel‘ ko s Jewels
ment dated 17th Octoll)‘;isfngg ¢ t}(lle management ; ﬂngotsﬁ;)g?‘dtg ‘ta]f{e ’
: , endeavoure e ot
f;; Cc;i; 311;; management to the State I\I(I)IIZ';‘;] Igo Ao b i)
quite another way, namely by: th GP«R}‘ mllent‘
5 1e Madr

y the tra
But her divestupe V:}:;

as authorities assuming, on
3

- 8 ot

*As per the First Assic requisition* in ¢}
Ros: o St Assistant / { I the mattey "
Fgljﬁ;?y . E?()S 0. dated 23rd 31‘“11'138 authorities aftep (Zﬁetif-ms le jewels from the
" emple management ' * assumption of
1 < : ',S 2, ~ N the
dent and the Distri ,M,Ysore ufﬂc&s and tlheng“’enbd the position of tl
o e ;’.:trnct }Maglstrate) af:cordju’gly e‘(t ey (the Muzrai Superinterl,e
.9 S m » 5 2 Xpere H -
Officiating De“’au’slet?ttelpe; t}gpl.‘Oduce{'vthe jewels f(n}- i:,l;m?(? no difficulty in jy.
‘examination of the jewels %‘Nt‘:_ldem;, No. 50 D, dated IQJ: c,&{:;’"] aisrggortcd in the
report of this examination . ince been made, and-the A cc: ch 1898. A furthe
3 0 U2 ation. No 999 ) y &N ﬂle Ag 3 gy er
Resident separately. » No 2292, da'ted 5th May 1898 wflll\’tlfi Comn&;.-s:sxoner,8
) : * lorwarded to the

Till , i 5 ’
ill October 1896, that - 5 : T the contro] of |

he GoVem- .

14 ,.;wm

during ;
ur will contint® B T ey requir
Ea‘id mjnonhyﬂ?a a\;y th,:%epffﬁy

the M‘"""'
0 the e o
(b the nepair and T
o to their being en

:th the intentio

_aceordance th
wf;dted 7th—10th
the Tnspector General of K
that the minor’s training is not neglected.

15. Mr. Bhabha,
«do what he can to ensure

BANGALOR

Mo it t the ] arbar glady dram by
1898, 1 beg to sta%0 T tituti jvansamudra; .
i h,rittbh psbibutios Inam villages 0 )
t.emple ﬁ.;.;:;moﬂt’ o(t; the a&:ﬁ‘;‘:ﬁ: an[l‘;h‘agovemment management during the
under kee
ul jog the 17 of pMysore to the Deputy Col-

el isitions
m ot Bel ulé?lnpcrr?g:;ndenb to meet the
itle a definite programme or—
reqnired-for the service of the temple and the upkeep
charities ; and _
wal works.
trusted
ad to : Menr
e%:izlzg’f::stsbe from the temple will, if
State itself
" Wh,w‘ﬂ:rw e the reasons
ebg b n of the Government as

g, S8 AUGUST 1898.

(3 ) Sk
| Resident’s Note dated 5th June
. theacc:;(’ha to the management of the

the British authorities

f Purigul and Kagli-
of the temple and chari-

(Commissioner
he lather. 1 shall be very glad to
2 ifbvne at%eputy Collector of Kollegal

.

- . . . - t

with the settlement of the Jaghirdar’s accoun

i this Memo, and any amount found

gy g desired, be paid by the

m the surplus income of the
le and charities n

the temp

for such payment fro
contained in Government

ble requirements of

December 1894. :
Education, will be instructed to

K. SHESHADRI IYER,
Dewan of Mysore.
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The Secretary to the Court of Wards,

Madras.

. N'O, 1404 Misc.
Dated 5th October 1899
Received —% —<—
Registered < ot y
Enclosures |
Spare copies ]
= < : :
: SUBJECT. |
Submitting to Government in continua
tior; of Court's Proceedings 739, dated ‘
6th June 1892 petition.from Unnamulai
Ammal requesting that the Sivasamudran
. villages in Mysore may be managed by
A o v the Court of Wards.
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minor Jag

& e £ 4
part ol

‘\.leC

rh_

vil _‘.i',;‘j'rgs
is glad

But

belonging

ancestor

ment of

villages

that the

assume th

the estate 1

Jaghirdar of

Since

of Mysore

Peti

Collector

petitione

along wit

1l .Belakavadi .2 .Hassalli .u.D“SadeUH-.

Proceedings of the Court of Wards

N0.1404 Misc,dated 5th Octobar 1899

1

M. Hearn 1l 3 | B RPGEEECUS -
The Hon.Mr.J.Sturrock

=
LU

Court resolves to su
N

mit to Government in conti-

nuation of its Proceedings 170.739,dated 6th June last the follows

on from Unnamulai Ammal the mother of the

(_\i‘ ".‘. L)‘\‘ ;! ‘l,-_
hirdar of S8ivasamudram in which she prays the Court to
e management of the; eight Mysore villages which form

3

n addition to the three villages in the

Taluk.

/4:syazzza/ﬂﬁ@,41Za4%azz;ﬁfg

“‘.-.Lo petition of Unnamulai Ammaal mothsr

@
o
ct+
Seigh.
@
S
&3
.
-
&)
—
.

[+ & QUNRREECIRER & (IS S
vlvasanmudaran.

the the management of the 3 British

o ooyt 4 5
assumpiion

of the estate by the Madras Court of Wards petitioner

to find that matters have been improving.

there are eight more villages in the Mysore Province
to the same estate.These were granted jgo the petitioners
in accordance with a sannad of 1829 by the Mahara Jjah

and have been in uninterrupted possession and enjoy-

the petitioner's family gver since their grant.

tioner learns from her brother Raiu Mudalivar that th

c

and.the Deputy Collector,Kollegal Division visited

Belakavadi on the 16th ultimo and questioned him as to the

rl

e

wishes regarding the management of the Mysore

and that he informed them that the Madras Court of

Wards should manage the above villages in the Mysore Province

h the British villages.Petitioner accordingly desires
marginally noted 6 villages and fhe endowment villages

may be taken over for management

4 .Dava‘u.t*u; .9 .Kun C}‘ILL halli .6 . Mulli- bl’ the CC‘UY'T; of ’v"'ﬂrds 2

kathanahalli .7 .Poorigal .0 .Kaglipur.

If.all the villages comprising

T

NLoret - g \
; 7 TEndesn.

=~




its being greatly advantageous to ‘t':te minor Jaghirdar in various ways~ ﬁ

When the Mysore Government passed their Proceedings proposing

Ll L8 it gk ik bR L Sl EE to take up the management of the temples and charities at 3iva-
An estimate for Rs.?ﬁ,OOQ/- was framed under the orders of the Mysore & : samudran the petitioner protosted against it by presenting -
Govermment for }perVinﬂ the irriguation of the Ramaswami Channel and for r f objection petitions and the matter was under corréSpondence'with

e G O £ the Mysore Government until the Madras Court of Vards assumed
with the petitioner's request took up the endowment villages on condition % % the management of the temples and charities at Sivasamudran.
e tray will be surrendexed whon the debt was fully“discharged.But Qe f i A perusal of the correspondence will convince that the pro-
nave not been done so as yet though the debt was fully satisfied about 2 ;» codure adopted by the Mysore Durbar with respect to the above
i voers S50 = g & i two villages is in contravention of the original sannad and
b i i B R TE L e e N | E Justice.?or they have not raised any objection or claimed inter-
Wards should be requested to assume the management of the endcwment | ; £ . ference until after the debt was discharged and until the peti-
viliapes of Poorigal and Keglipuramishe therefore now requests that the 17{ ;‘ tioner asked them for the surrendor of the villages in terms of
+ 5
Gotirt of Wards will be pleased to take up all the villages above named -4 the condition.Petitioner has absolute right over the villages
and manage them in the same way as the 3 British villages are being - i 4 viz.,for salelmortgage or gift etc.
managed . | } E Petitioner therefore prays that the Madres Court of Wards
Petitioner leerns that the Mysore Governmenti is anxious to keep the i, acting &s trustee to the minor Jaghirdar be pleased to take the

-management of the apovo 2 villages in thejdmanagement contrary to the management of all the villages belonging to thﬂestate in the

in: he wan of Mysor & 22nd January 1897.Petition : ‘
Proceedin:s of the Dewan of Mysore dated ! anuary 1897.Petitioner is * Mysore Province and condescend to do all acts necessary for

not willing to give up the management to the Mysore Government as she is n the interest and future well-

L

assuming the management thereof 1

not satisfied with their interference in the matter,Further they now seem being of the minor ward.

to act against their own orders passed proviously.Petitioner therefore

(True Copy and Extract)

Acting Secretary

requests that tha Madras Court of Wards may talze the whole estate under
their own control in the same way &as they have befn managing the Munagala
gstate in the ﬁizam's Territory.Moreover the temples are situated in the
British portion of the estatéiana ever since the grant of the villages
they have been in the gninterrupted possession and enjoyment of the
Jaghirdar.The lysore Government have nothing to do either in the manage-
ment of the villages or in the matter of expenses connected with the 0. Lhe SRS N B tune o DY e
temples at Sivasamudram and there is no reason why the present interveé .
tion is necessary on their part while.they have not at all interfered in
the management for the past 70 years.
Besides the rules.®f the Muzrai Department will apply only to the
temples in the Mysore Territory and not to those situated in the British
- portion of the estate.

The two villages of Poorigal and Kaglipuram were granted to the original

e A \.J’\" . TG e 2 Al h oy

| Jaghirdar Ramaswami Mudaliyar by the Mysore Governuent as Sarvamanyam in

oy ; T e Rt D N i n Sl = -
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Proceedings of the Court of Wards
No.1459 Misec,, dated 10th October
1899,

Read letter from G, H.Mounsey Esquire,
of Coimbatorﬂ,R.Dis.No.517-Rev.,
1899,

Collector

?99, dated 29th September

Resolutiog

Submitted for the orders of Govarnment

in continuation of Court?s Proceedings No0.1%22 of the 20th

ultimo,

The Court would pPrefer the adoption of Mzr, Moun—

i.a,that embodied sey’s Tirst suggestion which
in the second sen~

is in accordance with the

tence of para 2 of
his letter, course already recommended in

clause (3) or the, Court’s Proceedings quoted above,

(True Extract)

ﬂ(m Muu-»))q

Ag Secretary. V//
To .

The Secretary to Government s Revenue Departm

‘

ent.

The Collectg¥of Coimbatore. ;

TCawy




e

>
R. Dis. » NO. 51'7-R8V- * ) 99.

3 Coimbat.ore CorrrcTor’s OrFicn,

189

2¢ h Septemver, 99.

Frou
C.H.Iviolmseyo » ESQ.’ I.Ca Sn,
CoLLecToR oF
Coimbatore.
! & S‘ /% %‘
To
Court,
Tue SECRETARY T0 THE CoaaussiongR. or  Waras
Lhdma‘
BIr,

In continuatio.: of my letter dateda 17th SephembepAl-
gust 1899 R.Dis. No. 438-Rev of 99, I have the honour to sup
mit for the information of the Court a copy of the petition
from Unnamalai Ammal, mother of the minor Jagiraar of the 8i
vVasamuarum Estete_re Jewels uraer the joint lock & seal of
herself & the Mysore Government,

2. Her promise of aelivery of the Jewels in orainary use
in the temples at, Sivesamuarum is in my opinion not suffici-
ent. She might, pe informed, if the Court epproves, that g
all such jewelsg which she may aaduce broper evidence before

e as belonging to her as her personal property, will be

henoed over to herm, the others being placed in safe custoay

in the Waluk Treasury Kollegal unaer the joint lock & seal

of the reasury officer & the mensger of the Estate, As

doubtedly belonging to the Temple it might be wiséer to ac-

cept her offer simply)without Prejuaice to the Temple claims

on other jewels ghe also claims.,

I heve the honiour to be,
SPATOAT™ M Sir,
DE»...P“TV-_N Your most, Obeaient, servent,
2=007.1899 ' »
\ [ ﬂ‘L,,,ﬂ,‘ :
3 "v""’1>d'-2¢~,
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I have the honoar to report that Sir K. seshadri Iyer,
K. €. 8. T, Dewen of Mysore, wvisited Sivasamuarum in connec-—
tion with the Electric Instzllation project on the 10th &
L1th' Instant.
2. Be haa a comference with me in connection with the Si-
Vasaluarum temple mensge

gement & the Endowment villages ‘of" Pu—

rigal & Kaglipuram & he has =uthorisea me +0 say tnat he is

=
oLy

surplus revenues of the Enaow

-

resay to hand over &t once -the

nent villages which are now Al

2 |

the RaERm=E Mysore EEXRXERXYXXR

treasury in vieew to their oeing spent in the improvement, of

the temples ana charities at Siveasamuorum which are riow 1Yo

| aéplorable conaition.

o He "informed me sthat the attempt maae by the Jaghirasr?s

perty preventea any favourable congsiaer=tion being acco
to the metter & thnet if the property is admitted to
property (whic

was no aoubt hitherto ) he

mother to trezt the Enaownent, villages as

their private Pro-—
rasa
oe trust
ch it has &£11 along been & as to which there

Yes Willing to hana over the vil-

lages on this express candaition for our menssemen

him that so far as T was
tertainea the propasal that the Bnaowinent villa

the private property of jthe Jaghirasr & that the viii
L

hed been given for the fulfilments of +
has

&

t

gement, I tola

a¥PacWare no one haa seriously en-

oo

ages formea
ages

1€ terms of ‘the trust

were therefore trust~nroperty. He tiaen answeread. that, if

his was so there was no aifference of opinion on the matter

TR RNy Ly o S b el 1
vhat he woula write o the sunject through the Resiaent zs

oon &8 he returne

:0. to Bangalore.mqesasdHe Was unable to show

has PRS- o
the file of pepers as they were in his offie
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