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. the several papers which a

© 2, From them I collect the
am referred to, were granted by the British Government to Chinthapah the Poligar

Fort Saint George,

e 1 iy

Revenue Consultatio of 19th April 1859.
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No. 17. Read the following Tetter from CLEMEN'EﬁAl’Qﬁ, Esq.; Government Pleader
“ Sudr Udalut; to J. D BOURDILLON, Esq., Secretary to Government dated
Madras 15th March 1839, No. 40. : : s

SIR,
Para. 1. With reference to

tl}e Extract from tl.ue Minutes of ‘Consul.tation noted in the
~margin, 1 do myself the herior of reporting for - -

Mins. Cons. 4t Teb. 1857, No. 135, Rev. Dept. the information gf the Right Honorable

J’atnéedary En

Foujdar in 1805. 4. That Chinthapali was a member of an und
r2lative. 3d. Thaton the death of Chinthapah the Jaghire, &c., descended
4th. That on his death the Jaghire descended to his only son Chintha-

Ramapah, but no other
to his only son Shinapah-

ccompanied those Minutes.

the Governor in C cil, that I have perused

following as the factsof the case, lst that the Jajhi’re ﬁl(i

o

led family, having one brother

E]

pah. 5th. That ke has lately died without any issug natural or adopted. Gth. That he has left -
2 widows. 7 th. That since the grant in 1806 no separat_ion in the family has ta_keﬁ ﬁlac(e. 8th. g

That Ramapal

one son only n
o'

and Ramapzh

I should wish to be informe

ik The question referred to m

and I have the honor to report to

that assuming the facts to he as men

them, any right to succeed.

~ 5. Although the question. is not e
Hindu Law (on the assumption that the facts mentioned in para. 2

1ggapah is entitled to succeed.

in my opinion according to
are correetly stated) Bt

Nos, 6and 8 in the Pedigree thereto appended. IfIb
d of the Degree of relationship they bear to the last possessor.

) the bgother of the original grantee is deceaéeﬁ, and 3 9“th.;That he Ramapah had

amed Ruggapah, who is still alive. ; = W%

a. [ conclude that the “2 male relations” referred to in the Tabular,Report are Rumrap'ah
o0

,‘

e in error in that conclusion,

«

o is «“ oa the right of the widows to succeed to the Jaghire,”
the Right Honorable the Governor in Council #s my opinion
tioned in para. 2, the widows have not, nor has either of

forred to me, it may be coavenient I should state, that

6. Iam awate that texts may be quoted from Hindu Law books to support the claim of
the elder widow, but I fuel 1o hesitation in saying that those texts are applicable only in the case
of a deccased husband, being at the time of his death, separated from all other male members

of his family.

7. I return the several papers which accompanied the Minates of Consultation noted above.

No. 18.

—

-

1. In the letter cocorded above, the Government Pleader in

the 4th February 1857 reports his opinion on a question of success on

free grants, b
of Bellary.

~s

21d in the family of the late Foujdar to thie Poligar of

3. The Board of Revenue laid the case befors -Gove'rnme'ﬁt’"

- January 1857, No. 90, submitting a tabular Statement of the lapse, Wi
or of Bellary and other papers bearing on the case. The, la:
eve as follow: the village of Khoordagudda in the Koodl

ominal assesstaent o“ ,057 Ru
four Bhutvarty Eoam

pees, a Jameedary LEnam in

sed at Rupees 100-1 -10, besides
727-13-4, but paying a Jodee o 362
nally granted in 1806 under a Su
or onz of the principal servants of the Poligar, having been
_,andin:gs between the latter and his servants from his own
'g,d conferred on him for good conduct Chintapah tiue %
apah the original grantee ; and he died on the 27th July #
left behind him two widows and three male relaiives on his

{2
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