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Proceedmg: Qf the Madras Govemment Rwenuc'Deyartmeni.
11tk June 1861,

.

No. 110.  Read the followmg Proceedings of the Board of Reyenue, daeed 3rd January 1861,
oy No. 3:—

Read again letter from the Collector of Tinnevelly, dated 9th Aug\}?t 1860, No, 304.
(In Cons., lhh Auonst 1860, No. 3,979.)

Read also the follomng letter on the same subject from the same Oﬂicer, dated thh November
1860, No. 450 :— =

(In Cons., 21st November 1860 No. 6,028.) '

With reference to the concluding part of the Board’s Proceedings, under date the
6h Scptember 1860, No. 4,079, requesting to be informed on what ground the claim of the widow
Alama Nachiar was preferred to that of her nephew Mannar Iyengar, to the Inam originally

ranted to Kulanthai Mannar Iyengar, I have the honor to state that her claim is preferable
because she is the widow of the eldest son of the original grantee, whilst the Petitioner Mannar
Tyengar is only the son of the younger brother of her late husband. ‘ :

R ]

1. Ordered that the above papers be submitted to Government, with reference to their
Endorsement on Petition No. 174 of 1860, seeking to have registered in Pet,moners name the
Ingm now standing in the name of the wndow of his father's elder brother.

2. The Infm was originally granted to Petitioner’s grandfather, after whose death it was
held by his sons R.avunatha Tyengar and Sadagopa lyengar, the latter of whom, who was
Petitioner’s father, died in Fasli 1268, and the [ngm was continued in the enjoyment of the elder
brother and of Petitioner until Fasli 1262 (A. D. 1852-53), when Ragunatha Iyengar died
Jeaving a widow, and Petitioner remained in possession. :

1 L 3. In Extract Minutes Consultation, dated 19th August
e el 1854, No. 972, Revenue Department, the continuange of the
Indws, among which that in question was xncluded, for the lives of the then recipients was
ganctioned, and in the statemeut of Inémdars which was then under conslderahon, the name of
Ragunatha Iyengar who died in 1833, was still entered.

4. In March 1856, the Collector submitted an amended list

Ds;:ggg;m“:gs;?“gm‘"' f:;"' of ’th.e acfua! mcur'n'bents at the date of the Government order,
and in this list Petitioner and his uncle’s widow were entered as

the heirs of the deceased Indmdér, and 28 recommended that the widow should be recog-

nised as Indmmdér,
5. Eventually in their Proceedings of 11th May 1858, the Board recommended that the

alterations in the list of recipients should he adopted as proposed by the Collector, which was
(368 B 5,068 sanctioned in Extract Minutes of Consultation, dated 31st May
In Cons. 9th Juno 1835, No. 2,250, )¢50 No. 715, Revenue Department, and one of the results was

that Petitioner was excluded in favor of his uncle’s widow who now stands registered as Indmdir.

6. Petitioner asserts a preferable claim to the Inim, and the Board, on the information now
supplied by the Collector, do not doubt his right to be recognised as heir to the last Inémdir
and representative of the family, which was evidently an undivided one,

7. Petitioner’s father and uncle jointly enjoyed the Indm.

8. Subsequently Petitioner himself and his uncle held it together, and after the death of the
latter, Petitioner retained possession till the claim of his uncle’s widow was. preferred to his own.

9. But, as under the Hindu law, a widow of 2 member of an undivided family is entit]
only to maintenance, the Petitioner, as the direct ‘descendant and eldest ua}l represe
the original Inamdar (his graudfather), should certainly be recognised as the
The Board, therefore, recommend that orders be issued to comply with his pra
: - (A true Copy ‘and Extract.) i

(Slgaed) w. HUDLESTON, Aclmg &emary.
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Proceedings of 'ﬂze Madras Government, Revenue *Department,
1124 June 1861.

: | i ' No. 4,079,

ProceediRus or TiE Bosrp or Revesuve, dated 6th September 1860.

Read the following letter from J. SILVER, Esq., Collector of Tinnevelly, to J. D, SIM, Esq.,

Sceretary to the Board of Revenus, Fort Saint Georgs ; dated Tencansy, 9th August 1860,
No. 304 :— ' ' o>

No, 111y ORDER THEREON, 11th June 1861, No. 1,181.:

)

>3 : The Government do not doubt that the view taken by the Board of Revenue of this case
: is correct ; they therefore authorize the Board to issue the necessary orders for the transfer to

Petitioner Mannar Iyengar of the Inim now registered in the name of his uncle’s widow,
. Alama Nachiar, o
-

%

1. With reference to the Board's Endorsement on Petition No. 105
1860, herewith returned, I have the honor to report as follows,
of Alwartirunagari in the Thenkarai Talug, prays that the [na

w to which he has hereditary right,
but which was fraudulently made over to a fomalename | Alama Nachiar, mag be continued to him,
2]

. 2. On a reference to the previous earrespondenca on the subj it appears that grain and
ready-money Inams to the amount of 6 grain cotinhs and § pons,"equal to Rupees 12-11.8 in the
villages of Veltr agd Kilpadagai respectively, were originally granted to one Kulanthai Mannar
Iyengar, and were ved by him until his death, and after him by his two sons Regunatha
Iyengar and Sadafpa Iyengar. In Fasli 1248 Sudagopa Iyengar having died, his son the
Petitioner, and Regunatha Iyengar continued to enjoy the Inams in question up to Fasli 1262.

* After Regunatha Iyengar’s death the said Inams were zaried to the Petitioner,

3. In the statements of Inams paid by deduction from the Kistbundy Beriz which were
submitted to the Board under date the 18th March 1854, with reference to th

: eir Px:dc‘eedings of
I5th November 1852, the name of Regunatha Iyengar deceased wus erroneously entered as the

holder of the Inams in question.  The Board in tlfie Proceedings of 118 7th September 1854,
having under instructions from’ Government ordered the disbursemert 'of the Kistbundy Inams
divect from the Huzur Treasury, the amount of the Inams now under dispute was disbursed for
| e Fasli 1263 to the Petitioner. But as it was ascertajned afterwards that Alama Nachiar, widow of

oy Regunatha Iyengar, is entitled to hold the Inam as the heg of the family, her name was entered

in a reviged List of Inamdars which was forwarded to the fBoard with aletter dated 29th March
1856.

. 4, The Board in their Proceedings dated 7th May 1857, desired to know what inquiry was
made into the claims of the parties entered in column 8 of the revised statement.  In reply a
letter was sent to the Board under date the 27th May 1857, stating that the several Tahsildars
were dirceted to make full inqyieics as to who were the lawful heirs of the deceased Inamdars,
and that from the reports received from them, the individuals entered in column § of the revised
statement, were ascertained to be the legal heirs of the deceased Inamdars, and recomnending
that the Inams may Le continned for their lives, Subsequently the Board having observed in their
Proceedings dated 2/6th September 1857, that they think it desirable that the Gollector should
have the cases examined by his Assistant, prior to their being laid before Government, the heirs
of the Inamdars were duly examined by myself and the Sub-Collector, and the result was reported
to the Board on the 19th February 1858 ; and on the recommendation of the Board the Govern-
ment in Extract from Minutgs of Consaltation under date the $lst May following, having accorded

+ sanction for the continnance of the Inams to the heirs of the deceased Inamdars referred to in
column 8 of the revised statement above-mentionel, the Inams under dispute were continued to
" Alama Nuchiar,

widow of the deceased Regunatha I yengar, ona life Certificate, and she is accord-
ingly in the enjoyment of the Inams in-ffuestion.

(GovemihentNo. 174) of
The Petitioner Mannar Iyengar

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Depuly Secretary to Government,

— et e,

1. The Inam in question is one of those the continuance of which for the lives of the then
In Cons,, 7th Sopt. 1854, Fecipients was sanctioned by Government in Extract Minutes Consul-
. tation dated 19th August 1854, No. 972, Revenus Department, and had
been enjoyed up to October 1853 by the original grantee and his two sons, the name of the latest
In Cons,, 8th May 1854, sarvivor of whom (who died in 1853) was entered as the then recipient
' in the statement submitted to the Board on 18th March 1854,
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In Cons, 3rd Feb. 1857, 2. With the lottar of 99th Mareh 1856, the Collector submitted i Ny
an amended List showing the nimes of the present recipients, the heirs
of the el incumbents which should be substituted for thosa entersd in the original List, and

in tlu case now in question the son of one brother (pu~ mt P
second gd last surviving brother (present recipient) were catered as the heirs of the Inamdar
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deceased, and the widow was recommended for recognition as prineipal heir in whose name the life v 2 =
Inam should be registered. , . 4 W“ : "’:'2‘ /’3 "”"’7 4 '67 i 8’7 : /o’\' Lo - .
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3. Lurther serutiny into the claims-6f the reputed heirs and merits of the recommendations w,\, - [7 jm 5'510"7 ) @/ £. @La.m C;w( M,%U ng 3 m‘gf.
of the Taluk Officers was Tirected to l)e?c in the Board’s Proceedings of 7th May and 26th o

September 1857, nmlctentuall) in_gheir voceedings of 11ih May 1858, the Board recommended

etitioner), and the widow of the
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to Governinent the alterations i e Tist of r cipients pr. posed by the Collector which were Cﬁ_r(o,“” oy Zy . ‘, e %)‘?ngg Nf”
PO et L sanctioned i i Extract Minutes Gonsultation dated 3lst \T y 1888, No. . N Q/' - j c,; X ’ £ ht
X ons., Juh June 1553, - -
No. 2,280. 715, Rexenue Department. “One of ke c! 1anges was as above-mentioned [.Cs—-"",',__' 0‘)“"« v\7*~*&//-¢/§3—"/7.~'”5._,., 4'/7’ N IY nmﬂ—ﬂ; i Kl 25
ﬁos titute the widow of the 1a8¢ re gistered recipiont for her deceased

husband, and Petitioner now asserts a prefer
had also at one

The C
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able claim as son of a brother of the deceased, who
time enjoyed the Inam, on whieh el

Collector's letter above recorded does not stata
referred to that of her nephew (P,
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atm the Government have called for a report.
> the grounds on which the claim of the widow
etitionar),
this point the Board request further informati
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& ' : - No. 3.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE Bosrp or Revixue, dated Srd January 1861.

Read again letter from the Collector of Tinnevelly, dated 9th Angust 1860, No 304.
(In Cons. 14th August 1860, No. 8 ,979.)

Read also the following letter on the s :
5 1\;(,, 4;(()) : : ollowing letter on the same subject from the same Officer, dated 16th November

(In Cons. 21Ist November 1860, No. 6 ,028.)

With reference to the concluding part of the Boar
September 1860, No. 4,079, requesting to be informed on \vi:tP;::::gx:§2 :;:j:f o(:a?;] o thh 5
Alama Nachiar was preferred to that of her nephew Mannar Iyengar, to the Inam oflw:a lolw'

+ granted to Kulanthai Mannar Iyengar, I havethe honor to state that her claim is preferable bgeic:nsz

she is the widow of the eidest son of the original grantee, whilst the Petitioner Mannar Iyvengar is
ouly the son of the younger brother of her late husband.

1. Ordered that the above papers be submitted to Government, with reference to thei
- Endorsement on Petition No. 174 of 1860, secking to have registered in Petitioner’s name the Inat:
now standing in the name of the widow of his father's elder brother.

2. The Inam was originally granted to Petitioner's grandfather, after whose death it w.
held by his sons Ragunatha Iyengar and Sadagopa Iyengar, the latter of whom, who was 1’etitione2:
father, died in Fasli 1268, and the Inam was continued in the enjoyment of the elder brother and
of Petitioner until Fasli 1262 (A. D. 1852-53), when Ragunatha Iyengar died leaving a widow,
and Petitioner remamed in possession. ’

3. Tn Extract Minutes Consultation, dated 19th August 1854,
Ta Cons. 7th September 1854.  No. 97‘2, Revenue Department, the continuance of the Inams, among
which that in question was included, for the lives of the then recipients

was sanctloned and-in the statement of Inamdars which was then under consideration, the name
of Ragunatha Iyengar who died in 1833, was still entered. /
; il 4. In March 1856, the Collector submitted an amended
DT’;@;‘?D&“}“{BI:’.I850' in Cons. 3rd February 134 o the actual incumbents at the date of the Government
: g order, and in this list Petitioner and his uncle’s widow
the heirs of the deceased ITnamdar, and it was recommended that the widow should

were enfered as

be recognised as Inamdar. ' ‘
5. Tventuallyin their Proceedings of I1th May 1858, the Board recommended that the Vv

alteratmns in the list of recipients should be adopted as proposed by the Collector, which was f\ -

sanctioned in Extract Minutes of Consultation, dated 31st M’ay
In Cons. 9th June 1858, 3o, 2,250. 1858, No. 713, Revenue Department, and one of the results was.
that Petitioner was escluded in favor of his uncle’s widow who now stands registered as Inamdar.

G. DPetitioner asserts a preferable claim to the Inam, and the Board, on the information now
supplied by the Collector, do not doubt his right to be recognised as heir to the last Inamdar
and representative of the family, which was evidently an undivided one, :

7. Detitioner’s father and uncle jointly enjoyed the Inam.

8  Subsequently Petitioner himself and his unele held it together, and after the de&tb of the
Jatter Petitioner retained possession till the elaim of his uncle’s widow was preferred to his own.

9. But, as under the Hindu law, a widow of a member of an undivided family is entitled only
to maintenance, the Petitioner, as the direct descendant and eldest male representatm of the original .,‘7 .

Tnamdar (his grandfuther), should certainly be recognised as the neumbent Inamdar_.( The M ,. A
therefore, recommegd that ordg.rs.be issued to cqmply witli his prayer. - - 5

g A (A true Copxand Extracz )

’

ToJ. D. Sun, Esq., Acting Secretary to Govcrnmem, RD

Copy to J. Silver, Esq., Collector of Tinnevelly.

Exd. J. Wright.
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