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Proceedmgs of the Madras Government, Revenie Department,
19th October 1860

A T IR I AN

No. 322, Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Révenue, dated 2nd October 1860,
No. 4,485 :—
Read the following letter from B. CUNLIFFE, Esq., Collector of Madras, to J. D SIM Esq
Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George, dated Saidapet, l?th September

. 1680, No. 374 :—

SIR,
1. I have the honor to- report on the accompanying
* Received 18th September 1858. Petition* No. 2,444 of 1858, from Mangapathi Naidoo and
Returned 18th September 1860. others of Madipakum and Kottivakum, Shrotriem villages in
. the Saidapet Téluq. * %

2. With the view of establishing their right to the Shrotriem, the Petmoners request to be
furnished with copies of correspondence which passed between this Office and the Boaxd, relative
to the restoration of the Shrotriems in quéstion to the female members of their late cousin, Rama

o Lhendm Naidoo, to the prejudice of their claims.
' 8. Inthe inquiry held on the subject, the Petitioners state that the Poligar Shrotriem in
question was inherited by their grandfather, Mangapathi Naidoo, who relinquished it in favor of
Rama Chendra Naidoo, the grandson of the uncle of the said Mangapathi Naidoo, on his executmg
a document to pay a portion of the income of the Shrotriem for the maintenance of the parties
concerned,  This statement is borne out by the. son of the other half sbareholder of the Sm,mam,
as well as by the Curnum and certain other villagers. The Petitioners have produced Cextract
~of a Takid issued by the late Collector, Mr. Cook, in October 1819, from which it vm,iﬂ3 appear
that he directed Ramasami Naidoo, son of Rama Chendra Naidoo, to pay the usmal allowance due
o tkt‘uther members of the family, according to the document exeguted by his late father.
The Petitioners’ “grandfather’s name is not entered in the Registers of this Officé. . ‘But a
ference to Mr. Dighton's report for the year 1785, shows that Mangapathi Naidoo, the grandfather
of the Pahhoners, and Tirumala Naidoo, the other half shareholder of the Shrotnem, are entered
> 5 as being the Shrotriemdars of the four villages marginally noted.
Madipaka'm. Kottivakum. In 1802 the Mainkaval pnvnleges havmo' been resumed by Govern-
 Parumbakum. 'Weda'uakum. ‘ment, and certain villages granted in lieu on rent free tenure, two
. of these villages must have been resumed at that time.

.

 © 5. It must be observed here that-in 1802, a Sannad was granted to Rama Chendra Naidoo,
“as being the proper person to inherit the Shromem for Mangapathi, as stated above, had relin-
quished the village to him. ,

6. The reasons which led to the half share of the Shrotriem in question being conferred on
- Rama Chendra Naidoo's two surviving daughters, and the son of another deceased’ daughter, being .
fully explamed in'the Minutes Consultation, dated 16th April 1855, No. 429, communicated by
the Board in Extract from their Proceedings, dated 26th idem, No. 1,014, I am of opinion that
the Petitioners’ claim does not seem to be deserving of consideration. Under these circumstances,
I do not think it expedient to furnish the Petitioners with copies of the correspundence solicited

them, as the case has been settled, :
N i y .

1. Ordered to be submitted to Government, with reference to their Endorsement on
Petition No. 2,444 of 1858, praying for copies of certain official documents and oorrespondence to
enable them to assert a claim to certain Shromem lands.

2, It appears from the Collector’s letter that sometune between 178 and 1802, Petitioners’
gmnd?’ather resigned his share of the Shrotriem to his cousin, the direct ancestor of the present
~ ineumbents, on condition of his making certain allowances to the other members of the family, A

h allowances for anything that appears to the contrary, are still continued. ; i

8. Itisthis arrangement which Petitioners desire to upset, and to facilitate their domg 805

they sohcn the copies in question.
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