


Rea.d tho followmg ]etter from tho Actmg Advocate' Genera.} to‘ﬂl
,Clnef C‘uccretary to Government Eort “Saint. Georgé dat.ed Madms, 30&1_51
o July 1866.- 7 - oy e e R S S
BERES | h-ve the honor to forwurd n vopy of, the Judgment of the H]gh Court in thc -
two eases of Kolundasawmy Taver, o’ the Governn;ent and others (Ongmnl S
71 of 1866), ‘and Rance Sathoo Cardsoo Natchmr, . tfle Govemment and . others :
(Onglnal Sait 6‘2 of 1866).‘ In each case the ‘same sub_]ect matter Was cla;med viz,,
- asum of Rupees 12,851-2-6, lymg in the hands of Govemment, theiirocééds of the'
property of the late ﬁootoo Ramﬂ.lmga Sathoopathy» This sum ha.n been’ the mb_]ect '
:of prevmul htlgatlon in tbe ngh Com't, ‘which i is fu]ly reported upon‘by my prgde—

o

The mode in 'which the plamhﬁs in these two ca.ses shaped thelrj clmms

\nll be readdy scen frem the following pedigree. ol
' _Mootoo Bamahnﬂ'a Sathoopathy

.

Ramasawmy:: |
(her lst husb:md).

L o T R

~

I R (plamtiﬁ'm 62, 1868). -+ . ‘ :
Tt 3 It is ewdant then that Kolnnda.sawmy had only to prove that NII‘BJ, was "
e the legmmate sou of- Mootoo Ramn.lmga, in order to establish his title aga.mst‘ every

L

~“one.- If he made out. that._ Nu-aj wos the son;. but. falled to show that he” was thei

TS e

k . legltmmte son, then the heir toHootoo Ramalxnga‘at "his death wad tmqueatmnably »
' Bevagami, who was admitted to be ﬂie legltlmate «jaughter.‘“Buf in order to entitle :

‘Sathoo (amsqo to ¢ “succeed, it was necgfxgary for her togoon to Bhowvtwo thmg‘ i
-first, that chagamx 8 prbporty cou'd: go :_tftér-her “death’ -td heg se- L

condly, that V"inagopaloo was her. husband. "1ftho title .once’

" Ranee SathooCif'asoo was admlttedly his he;r: On the other hand, it Sathoppgpsoo s

clmm could he got rid of, then Kolundaﬁawmy wouldbb reheved from thﬁ ngcemty
‘of showmg that I\u-aj was legmmnte for, even if i

afterSevaqnmi.".,,‘Hw;bm; FL AT e

v 4;7.The High Co‘urt“&m ded;’ ﬁr-t,—-;ﬁt\m.] was not legx
szmgopaldii was not shown to have beon legaJJy“*'; ied to; ‘
timo of such alleged 1 martm.go was admtted to have another huslm.hd, Ra.masawmy, f_:f
hvmg, though said to have been duorced ;1and, thirdly, that, if married o all, the

“..,‘

. marriago was not ono wlnch Wonld luwe made’ him the heu:to his Wlf,ei ”'Whe'f.her

" Bevagami had any interest i in the property beyond a'lifo cstats wasa pomt T T
'+ before the Court, but which it ‘bacame unnecessaiyto deotdc;, The' result was 't
’nextheeragOpnloo nor hmdaughter had any title’; end, therefore, upon the’ pedxgree
. This wou]«_i_ have mmle Kolundasayvm completely
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¢partmen :

lf tho €439 of Kolundasn'my hmi rostod npon tho ewdenco adduood by Inm don@, ' 'ahou'ld

o)

od . difficulty in saying. tlut it had been tatmfactorﬂy uhom that Iun father Ni-
e{wh Of them b’adleﬂ & wn, 111086 sons had as good Ty pcrhapq have had some difficulty in sayin

i

P - .
AN ,’,*»ﬁ.‘. tv‘.f"f\i"v""'.“'l“"u‘.tv.'—(‘ L X adint gl PSS

ﬁ A - R
. a8 R SRR : | S Ramalings, but” after hcarmg the eﬁdenda 011 thopa.rt of the Defend*
The result, thercfore, Was thaf K Otu'nam“'ﬁiyon1a Fh}:}f‘s KOImdasavay _Ta\)'er'. i . e % L ::]2 l'u:‘:a?;o:o;mﬁ:[ ﬁ?"m eﬂ'ect ug:as not dm'putedv that I\Jmnjl was ono of the aons of Mooto-f-
L ' A3es Were awardedLgo Gove{nfgt 8 decxzco for zon?'}“,},ﬁr’d” ) ,= ' % ’h;-f fhmn]mga by Kuraji Authall, wbo wu one of the “Bhoga.streea” of Bamﬂ:‘ng&. le\an w:a he’ i;
SNt ol Sm‘tﬁﬁgﬂf .ﬁble.;l_“ %Dnj Sunt-} J»f . : Iegmmate m 1 Now KolmmWy s o'n caae is thab Kuraqx was om o;’lzch Bhogut{f:?‘ le‘l t:.,g
coPT its costs in th £ fo + bY the plaintif persop- g | [l whimere Lept Ly Tomaliga ¢ leno,d, und that Buaahiﬂaamwm aiebink i bis 1t Putt -
case, the piamtlﬂ' lm.s probably 110 memls of f Pﬂymg ﬂlem rmer case In tho latter 1.- *1 - ~ e 'bnh-;::not 1 lLf.‘ly th“ xﬂ] thmh women rere mﬂ-!'rled wives, no ‘evidence gmm Ly

R

ommend that the claunbe wan'etl a8 wad dome i

PRI EHIT t]ud: Kuraji ivaa treatcd m any way (Lﬂ'erently
t“:ally, the costs ‘recoverable m;‘Ol’iginﬂlmeg e wwill fOI'metlI-1 Ilflgatlon Pruc ti- Kolundmwmy of any écremony- of mamﬂgo nor uraji_
Vo i - N

i “r r from tho other Bhogastrees, or dlﬂ'crent]y from tho &&dntmnd 7 or8 womecn whom B.amalmg; 'tk;pt
Cofi | 1 7 whilat he was at Madras, and some of whom ‘appear to haw; béen- dgncms wom;ﬂ Deyond i,
a5 - o 'hﬂs N B " ofK ] dasawm) regtaouly on wry nnnatxsfuctory 00&0 evidonoce given by wi esses,t
;ma.de any order a8 to the remammg fwe thu-da,, Ntc,) dnorbmdeed‘ uch 'it . h'ai'é',';‘ . ; S :I: ?;twmcmbi: or mn;mﬂ, of tho family, of statements said tohuewlg?e; ma,x;elzayl N:ir:in and‘!
- 0 ) I e : iy
Emlmm ﬂ-l;lcl Putnbj' Ihmasawmy will befurev ubt themrepresentatlves of 1 S ¢ T b two brothers ; anditiss mngular fact that the 7th Dcfeudant, the mother of Kolun A

. long orefe f C e 1ade by bim 'that_his father roccived »
1o Turthe; r thoir claima - b “Ths" statement - made by him’tha
» fhny dolﬂcr ‘mo Lher steg;aefd be taken. 0n<beh P 101r cla[m& ‘ g hu not been oolledb)' hiid as.s mgl:;ﬂo ke ht:s rocol\'ed 8 pcnmon “mineo :bout 4 yem aﬂ-er Lis

S T A

nlf of Gover ,
ent.»- from Govemmcnt, und th _
g i pex;\mon de cath, we “ean gnve no vclght to, ;3 endunco 1 BHPPOrt of the clsum ‘of legana.cy nnd uf
v fathers re granted, ‘we, Lave no information, With refcrem:e w j

g '. B tanced under which the pexwm were

. 1 f\ T '.the ﬁm: - ho part of Def““ dants, wo need pnly obaorve th:.t, nlth(mgh not nf much wmght, HS
- ﬁ"; l:l:’a::a it goes, ‘against the Togisimacy of Niraagi.  On the whole, o think tho evidence
: v LR '8

B “father, nnd ccmsequently the 1

" r is maufﬁclcnt to provo the 19‘.’:.’1*-““"51 of holundawwmy . , 8

4{' = mlﬂ}fl claim, a3 the ngthata heir of Ramalings fails, and it becomes ;mwlmm::s c:hnjlgi;;:ﬂ

7 claim of Sath  Carasoo in “the 2nd Suit’ 1Tercase xa L) very amgular one. ¢ ﬂ
o 00 d. l’ownhdundm but thoir’ m:.n-x is- disputed,’ and 1t 15 ramarhble tha
ter o v u;ﬁ!)pﬂz;s pow called to prowe the fact was c&lled in' the former amt, md ot one o{»
::t ?n;:;r wf;;m bas becn called on this otcasion.’ -  Assuming, hovevor thu mu-m;ghé 1:10“3:1 §
q:th;o C:ra,aoo § clafm chpondl on thetitle of Vi mngopdoo to mlcceed to the property of his alleg

A 1 the Gourt;mustbe satu‘iocl thut thers was a Valldmar-g
SR wife Sevagam:, ‘2ud to make out his title, £ thit: (b marringe wu,a.coordmg b ong, of e

‘,"‘4”4_
-

TR

areem € L rwr

. ‘I\utchmr Tesiding i Ramhad aforeamd, Mungﬂ oty of lhd\m, Baneo Pararath th'f;;

[ ‘ i N aﬁ%my Taver and. : . :
, ,gn&ow ofMtaby&mmmymmde B—'ﬂlﬂ Natchm tho sen angdd . 7{,;,1 : * ° Visiagopaloo gndbevagrmn ‘an
" feo0 Natchiar; nlsd réudmg at: Maduira ;forcwf’:n;eandmg & Ramnad aforesaid, and Sathoo Ca:a.l‘ _ - o ring 63:;';:‘;3 ;:cﬁon 1 Stunge oL L 43 and 2560. -—Mltwﬂh Ch, 2, Soctxon 11. Clausth;OalL)
hmﬁe N‘uimx'l' ve md mOthﬁr f *‘m&mﬂlm Authall o{nm : o | S appro { fod 3 and as. tothﬁforni of thq mamngo the’ caso was- ‘left witbout any |
i h ] ﬂﬁtPlunt;E;bow ra, widow of the; ] Sy ; Here both points are doni from - the  Court, the’ pluntlﬂ"n Counlel roculled
‘ 7 1 Mﬂ-dnra "r"m‘ o xjk'f S andence, until,’i in, consequanca of unobueﬂ‘&ﬁw om ;- khe j

ot stated ﬂmt the oh,)ectxomble + Auqur form m dnyu

T e  thres mmewlﬁh;mﬁ;l:ﬁc;? r(jhtar aceords mth ‘the ‘observation m the: ht volume fof bug

R ‘dOpted ‘g the :‘II Lo p 43, & it a qnoat:onubla whether in $ont11ern Indu tny gther form’ than !

By -3 ﬁoi::u:?eg;ow oba.erfcd..” Hut u" to the pmhoe ‘of mamagainother dwiﬂonl of ‘the Sudrlﬁ
cE Custe, the threo witnesacs profmd to ]m.ve httlo mforma.tlon, and ‘only one ‘said that -.monglt the

: Georga hrrjmg"‘ b

SR T
‘ 5Tnve1‘ Pcnmonar remdm t Ramnad
ge n m"‘hﬁz*llﬂho{'l{adm

LT RIS NP SV S T
o

“réaidi Rance a1t o obta thecaonsantofthe gu'lupnrrents. " So that,"
m m&é ali)':emdd, Mugmmy “Tavor and Rande N e Marmvene it W”fmt u:‘dtfet;::gﬁ p;cyxitn xzi&g‘?p&]oo and Sevagaimi, %e aré ' unable toeome’
g 4 ~dow of o feﬂdmg ) nad - - - :’ rt?pgx::lf::o:rt?a: it was not one of the 7 Anmrt" form. W]-ﬂd”' said to'bo a.ppro ’nated to

‘ J > to the ~

Hudura, a.foresmd, ‘widow oi thehtm '

:i?&i‘eﬁald | tho two inforior chsacﬁ"*-Sll‘aﬂgﬁ s l1. L ‘H B ”%‘VE \ '-.,«»,-s, o

1 1t is admitted that, ¢
there any valid mu:nzge be‘iween thoso persons

hme l:::h?:?:;d :ume;go, I{ummwmy. to whom Savagmx had been mamed, was .,ny, n.nd. in"
ordner to et over this obstacle. qunder: the goncrll " Hindos I»aw.lspecml “custor’ in dnngn“]

: Theg oases hiv; By eonnenl bam heard | ther .
ifnghf of the Plaintiff as heir “of Mogtoo - ‘036 f nd e

question for dec

oF

: SRR by vnfe ofherhusband, undlmrre-;
ision i “eiich : - Ry hic ;tuAUegel sauctions the " divores :
o hands of the Govcmmenh In the Hrat ,mh ;ng;, Moopat}:y‘ to the éum of 12 851-;6 :: :ﬁe e ] e ";:f Caate is oot ";'i'e:o “.l:; no doubt demdedcuﬂe& ulxowmg thut a custom in some ca.a.tos, allowmg s nfe‘
o Q‘r’ﬁnmi Tuver the sou of- themimm %Rmm;*h‘)éo“ndﬂﬂ“my Taver, elaimg’; ﬂ-itho ao; R B | RO ﬁr::f:; hor hu.uband, hos - boen mjgmzed but we' luvo not formd, hor: wag” it ﬁlf&d that
_ ’Q the. plunhﬁ; Suﬁw Caraago” Nttolm.r clzumn_, thed:makw died I'1809; In the actond. mq CoL L frf,..;_f ‘, : thero b been, any ju«hcl'ﬂ docision rccognumg aueh s eustom i’ this an Casto and m;i

_ %“M Soruga.mx Natehiar: ths daughte: of the afid Mostss tcrof\mmgopn}oo the Bocond hﬂlband o Jl : IO SRR order to” establish -it, there ou,,htto be, a4 gtated .tﬁxthe recent )udgmcnt ofﬂm Court in the’

is whethat‘fuanqr Taver ¥asthe kamm Dofﬂwmnﬂmlmmhnga. “The'first queatxou, theufm. . i § ; ~‘-"';Ap pallste Si 4o in Siza Raran) e Parmall ,gcﬂw,-ogam. . Mooloo. Banwlwga wkq’rayur‘ald *

L ‘“%”‘m‘zh the d’-usbfer Sevazamr canfot arise. - Misgn, Tor, if 10, tho ﬂmm of ba.thoo ' I Aotlur: (not yct réported), i ntufnctory proof of ussge, 'dloﬂtmd nvariably acted apon in practice
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777 "As'to the' costs, first in* Kolundasawmy's suit ': he has failed to prove his claim as put 3
" forward in the plaint, and we do not think we can order any of tho defendants to'pay his costs. | %
" The taxed costs of the Government must, o' think, under the cirtnmstances of this case -
- bo deducted from the plaintiffs ‘ono-third of the fand ordered to’ b paid to him. " If the plaintiff
' - had suceceded in establishing his claim as alleged, the dcfendanfrcawtmg lﬁmmuﬂtlimvo;e-pmd .
" 'him those coats ; but as he hay failed’ fo-do so, 'and has “only partially suoceeded, wgcannotin
. justice make that order against therfam.tmg défendant. s AJ L T U

A g L
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- coromony of anykind being neocwsary. . Itis t}nfﬁ: pusband, and tako snother at her plearard,

“ficted with & disordorod inielect and wanderad away, aud ey s 2 EBSNIY bocane ot} -
1 aooerts ihat, seording fo the custom, ' Be sould have beog iy divorca ; by

oy - N EREN
B : Lo —

U Neitsl L Ous amkeos, ek Angus 160, Nooo2! 0 1
otia " [i.7." - Tho foregoing letter, with copy of the Decree accompanying it, will be - com- .
Hdivoroe—Tons of intelleet and Juas o rone - Toroed husband. - Mo alsy mention gt o O | " .7 .. municated to the Collector of Madura.: = -« ©u Wl Wwiminin 2b S v s
X I R o f Tty 5 '—’ . . .mﬁ[lt . - y A t e S e [ : E S e T Caq t - = S e : o N p e PN I
i Bt O virility—g e 0 causes for - F » 3 7= 2. "'The Governor, in" Council ‘consents to waive the claim fo costs in Original -

TR Suit No, 620£1866, © 7 LT T L e
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' i g «Injth&;'obmmfﬁ ‘ i "'.‘; A e . Sa
. father this property ny ¢t sie e r0/8SUmed that Sevagami ' peer v 00 (T
B Py 5 m’”smflhunum”h It some leloay . that L took: by ' inheritence. from . hay
e e e St

Jin her dosntod uther'yeiaty o e g pon e T Gonbonded,th tgpeor T2

twidow, and also of 8 mother, wadording b ek s ot 00T the law Prevailing hone oo Sughter

o 1 2 tho recent decision o th Appers o 22 2 that of &
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 roporied a page 403 of 201 Madran
Fw 2t TOMADS fo bo considered whether Kop.
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" . %, To the Collector of Madura. .
...,  Revenue Department.
‘.74 Government Solicitor, - -
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t e ARt I‘U"EI)_]} hﬂd i R R g Of lm]][ T‘mr_b (R - y
Y] “one’ of N .“n",t,l.l‘{;prop,ertyfrf'jgk s e e w09 18 entitled to gt
g n o, h 0 of Sathoo, '8 Witnomsey 1o 1 Ot disputed that he'fo ph oy
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4 SR iornos sl he cannot pugeced s v ar 0T 3t°°°ﬂﬂ<fertbh Nt fop i N ee ;
(Then, was Nirunfi atited b the wholy pesegey 0" 30 Niraadi had, it wopen 2T rAi wag’ :
 [etatement, i appoars that there arg to: o7 T Oy % ortion of s 1 e 0.0ther child. ] .
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*Epute; and thoust b 11, 8 being wo, the p1ain ia
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