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Proceedings of the Madms Govemment, ;R&wmw
Jor ﬂw month of May 1860

i i A 2 . e e i o b e

Nd. 12.  Read the follcwmg Pmceedmgs of the Bmd df B.evenue, da,tg; 3r
No. 1,662:—

P, v Read agam lettex from the Collector of Madura, dated 12th October 1859, No. 196.
ol (Im Con. l7th Qctober 1859, No. 5,146.) s gas : i

¥

Read also lettex' from the same Oﬂicer, dated 8th March 1860, No. 48.

s ’

S VAo i, 1Sth March 1860 No. 1,149.)
o iy v . Inthe first of the above letters the Collector
OrraunaL Soir No. 2 o» 1851, reported that an appeal from the decision of the a

*a f Shanmugamadava
}hik:i,m;;"g: ;‘r:t gﬂﬁ:ﬁ,ﬁ’:}a resiting at Puliea- Civil Court of Madura, in Original Suit No. 2 of

kalaminthe Zumindsri of Pulienkulam in the Tira- 1857 had been pref'erred to the Sadr Adilat by the
. Tal uq, P!miiﬁ'- , . - Plaintiff.

- ggamummva Naiker of Pilien- | : 2 This Suit was brnght by Plainti s .
" ‘vhgﬁn - mf s Fetivitiad s }:st' To establish his elaim to be corm- e
v VA m as ! § e
first De- | - ered the son of the ““ Pattama Stri, pnnmpaI
mmﬂ" ik WiisptaRRny e 42 2 ~ wife of his father the first Defen&ant. -
B-»a u Cbmqama Nuiker, father of FDGI‘W"*'
" thesecond Defendant - | .- . 2nd. To obtain immediate possesswn of
' His sou Mutamddavani Naiker. 5? . the Pulwnknlam‘ ‘Pileyam on the plea that his
Tl e Kg‘:}"’" “,;‘;‘;’; - father, first Defendant, then in possession, was -
~ Tinnevelly District. : &) ~ incapable of managmg his own affairs,
8rd To void a debt contracted ‘by ha.s father. LR ' :

 The Goy emmqﬂet were not parties to the Suit, but its progress was watched ‘on tben.-
ehalf, in conseque ; gouessmg the right of nominating the successive holders of the
Estate, which nght xmgiu ‘e affected by the decision. .

< 4. ' The Decree of the Com on the first point (w}ncb alow neetl here be nonced,) was R 0
verse to Plaintiff, the Judgmenz being that he had fm%ed to yrove that his mother was ﬁr.?b 4 Al Y

fendant’s ¢ Pattama btn, and that he is the first Defendant’s heir to the exclusion of the e

ond Defendant s sons, * the second Dafendant béfng his father’s other wife. : '

on, as a!rm&y stqted, Plaintiffappealed ; but, as the Collector also reports
TR R e v “in the same communication, first Defeadant died
To Gov ment, R4¢th dugust 1959' Na. shortly afterwards, on the 2nd Qectober last. It now
33@‘ p : g,.ap P ~ devolves on Government to decide on the succession .
7 ; g8l 4 to the Esmp, which is an gnse{tled Paleyaxn ‘not

" held under a pemanem: Smmd S Rk S

of the Kambala Tottier” caste, in w}nch the successwn runs only
eft two widows and three sons. v

4 on the same day, and the questlou to be solired s w!ueh gf
he son of that wife succeeds by the rules of the caste m preference to

ut reference to gnmgémme. SR
,alzas Penarellal Amgél, aged m was tbe neice nf tho
éeceaaeld and " was mamed by him vw,han shﬁ
was only 2§ :
 four dagghfel‘!:.aﬁ s

v ma.‘i aha: Kan Ammél

dy abserved has reje@ted Mnttumﬁdéva S lmm and thm:gh
t qmﬁonable the Board concur in the Civil J’adge"s view of the
branches ‘of the family. Mr. Clarke in guagraphs 15 and 16 of his -
‘adduces strong reasons in support of the Decree, and not the least
went is the late Pélegér’s repeated assertions that Virachin Ammél -
red will to the same effect. The 'Depnty Gollector, Ram Riu, .
ﬁub t;ako holds this view. s g

: Indepandant, ]!Wer, of all these circumstances, there is ﬂ@e 'Decree of a com’petonf
Tnha;nnl*m vor of the pretensions of the younger wife, Virachin Ammal, and though ﬂ"“
~ decision might be reversed or modified in appeal,.it is valid pendmg thnt eonmvgémy, an& a8,
_mureover, supported by all the probabilities of the case.




In Cox. 1978 Mircrm 1860, No. 1149,

: From T. CLARKE, Esq., Collector of MADURA, :
, : dated Madura, 8th March 1860, No. 48. -
. Ihave the honor to submit the Report promised in my letter of the 12th October 1859,

No. 196, regarding the Poliaput of Puliangulam. : 3
- 2. This Poliaput is sitiated at the extreme south of this District in the Taluq of Teruman-
lom. TIts size is about three miles from ecast to west and two and a half miles from north to

- south. It is computed to contain 1,939 souls. Its Revenue is stated to be Rupees 8,515-8-0, and it

;;)q! a Peishkist of Rupees 1,931-8-9, 5 e

3. The Estate is under attachment for arrears,, which accrued in Fasli 1268, to the amount

 of Rupees 580-8.9.

4. The late Poligar, Shunmukamathava Naick, whose death I reported on the 12th October
1859, No. 196, the only son of Muttumadava Naick, first Zemindar, after onr assumption of the
country, succeeded to the Estate in the year 1828, and died on the 21st October last.

5. He has left two Widows one named Virachinn Ammal alios Periavellai Awmal, and the
‘other Ling Ammal alias Kann Ammal,
6. The first, aged forty, has two sons and four daughters,

Sivattamuttumadava Naick aged 19 a noted, in the margi
Bt a g Nl 38: 13 whose names and ages are noted, in e margin,

Mini Ammal.......... " 7 g 7. The second, aged fifty-two, has one son named Mutta-
Krish Ammal............... » 5 dava Naick. This son is married to one Ling Ammal by whom
o  madava Naick. Ling
ﬁmu:ladava Nmk » 1 hehasno issue, but he has a son, Muttasami, aged four years old by

: & woman named Kumar Ammal. None of the children by Vira-
chinn Ammal alias Periavellai Ammal are married.

8. The late Poligar was of the Kambala Totia caste and married both his wives on the same

~day. Virachinn Ammal alias Periavellai Ammal, his niece (being his sister’s daughter), is said at
that time to have been a child in arms about two and a half years of age, and Ling Ammal aliag
Kann Ammal, a very distant Cousin, being his great great Uncle’s daughter, said to have been about
 sixteen years of age. ‘
- 9. The law of succession among this caste of people, it will be seen, from the three enclosed
replies to enquiries put to the several Poligars in this and Tinnevelly Districts of the same caste as
the deceased Poligar is, that the sons of the chief wife, though born after the sons of other wives
 succeed to the Estate in preference to all their brethren, the sons of other wives.
‘ 10, It will be in the recollection of the Board that Puliangulam is one of the Poliams in this
District, to which no permanent Sunned was issued ; and that, therefore, according to the law laid.
' 13 of 1813 down in the Decrees of the Sudr Adalat noted marginally, the right of determining
11 of 1816  the succession to the Estate is vested exclusively in the Ruling Power. I have, there-
e fore, felt it my duty to place before the Government all the available evidence, in
order that they may, if practicable, arrive at a conclusion in the case.

11. There has been much oral evidence taken. I do ot think that by adding to it we
sbould in any way elicit or elucidate the true facts of the case. [ quite concur with the Civil
Judge and Deputy Collector that it deserves no consideration.

12. In this instance there has been a long-standing dispute as to which of the wives is
entitled to the rank of Chief Wife, or Pattamastri.

13. No reliance can be placed in the recorded oral evidence. The testimony of one set of
‘Witnesses being in direct contradiction to that of another on the same point, as may be seen from

 the translation of the two Depositions enclosed, A and B,
14. The first-born son rests his claim on a Deed alleged to have been passed to his Mother

s

~ at her marriage and the testimony of witnesses cited by him during the several enquiries held

- into the claim set forth by him. Tt appears to me the Civil Judge in his Decree has satisfactorily

and completely disposed of the Agreement. Tt is a most suspicious Document written by a dismiss-
ed Karnam, who was the instigator and prime mover in the feud that existed between the father
and the son. It is engrossed in an Olai not purchased by the Zemindar and at the nearest
Cutchery, but by a woman named Soo Ammal in the Cutcherry at Madakulam, thirty miles off,

15. But, if the allegations set forth in the second paragraph of the Petition presented to the
Collector of Madura on the 8th November 1852 and forwarded in translation with my letier of the
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a : mungalum talook . plaintiff in the suit No. 2 of 1857 against the :
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