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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
6th September 1861.

P B e et iaint -
.

s of the Board of Revenue, dated 25th July 1861,
No. 3,989 :— '

BINSON, Esq.s Collectoltl' of North Arcot, to W.
to the Board of Revenue, Chep;dk, dated Palmanair,

No. 55.  Read the following Proceedin

Read the following Jetter from J. D. RO
HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary
gth July 1861, No. 148.

SIR, ' j ,
1. Inreplyto the Proceedings of the Board, dated 9th April last, No. 1,841, 1 have the
honor to observe that, as stated in paragraph 6 of my former lotter, Nullama Néyudu No. 9 did
“during the first local inquiry express his unqualified assent in common with his elder brother
Basavappe Nayudu No. 8 to the clection of Chinnama Ndyudu as successor.to the late Poligér

of Tumba.
8. On the receipt, howerver, of the Proceadings under reply, [ helda personal inquiry, the

results of which are clearly shown it the accompanying translations of depositions given in my
prosence by the three persons marked Nos. 4, 8, aud 9, and by the late Poligdr’s widow whose
existence and. jdentity have peen established by the Bungari Poligér’s'statemeut which accom-

panies the other papers.
3. The deposition of the two brot
the former has alone been rendered into English,

No. 4 who is very aged and infirm t*es no exception on his own part
to Chinnama Nayudu’s clection, and represents that as his two sons Nos. 8 and 9 have resigned
their.claims in his (Chinnama Néyudu's) favor, and the widow of the late Poligér is solicitous
that he may be recognized as Pulighr, he is content toabide by any decision that may be made
- jn the matter. _ . 63 :

"B, To ascertain the local usage in such cases of succession, I made a reference to the Poli
gars of Bangati and Pulicharla who are of the same caste a the' Tumba Poligdr and occupy the
foremost position among ¢he Polighrs of this District. In their letters in reply, both Poligdrs

fayor the election of Chinnama®Nayundu,

6. 'The Bangari. Poligér brings to Hotice a case in point in which after the demise of Tim=

Poligér of Gudipate, his two sons respectively inherited the Estate, and on their
the widow of the first named Timmappa Ndyudu had the succession secured

hers Nos. 8 and 9 being identical in every respect, that

o ®

_given by '
4. Mullapa Néyudu

mapps Niyudu,
' demise without issue,
to her brother-in-law’s son (her hasband’s nephew)s
». " According to the Hindu Law and the practice obtaining in those Polliems, the widow
' is heir in the absence of direct issues In the present case, therefore, the widow of the late
Poligér would be entitled to succeed, and on her demise the three persous numbered 4, S, and 9
would inheritin their turn. These membets of the family have now freely and deliberately
resigned their claims in favor of Chinnama Niyudu, who they pray may hereafter be recognized
as Poligér of Tumba. Althouzh the adoption of his (Chinnama Néyuduw's) father by Mudda
Mullappa Nayudu, the late Poligdr's predecessor, has not been fully established, t,h'ef_slle‘gaﬁonv ,
that he was so adopted has uot, though openly mads, been challenged by any of the parties above
therefore, be inferred rests on good fourlation. The point, however,
herefore, in consideration of Chinnama Niyudu's position in the
erformance as son of the funeral rites, his nomination as heir by
by the representatives of the other branches of the family, as
my former recom-

referred to, and it may,
is not material ; and [ beg,
late Poligér's household, his p
the surviving widow, and election
well as because the course is not opposed to usage and precedent, 1o renew
mendation that he be recognized by Government as the successor to the late Poligdr of Tumba.

o

1. Resolved that the aboveletter be submitted for the consideration of Government, together
| : y with a copy of the Collector’s former letter on
» Dated 25¢h, in Cons,, 28th Jannary 1861, No. §38. the subject and the Board’s Proceedings thereon,
dated April 9th 1861, No. 1,841.
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In his fiest 1 Y
etter the Coll g
At v Pallae of Bruile e elctor recommended that Chinnama Niyudu should be
Gl baaic a5 his Auche se Ile was the elect of the family, and the representativ ‘l'cfco‘g.
& Ty r was alleged to have been adopted by the late P lp 2 'n X nlc e
. reference, however, to tl ; . » late Poligir’s predecessor,
} ) 1e statement whicl :
another individaal, who I : lich accompanied his
o had two s panied his letter showed
of these sons had r:ot been aSI:VOI 901“8, was Lhe representative of the elder branch, and th 1tthat
~ o T . ¢ «
The Board, therefore, reques ilttlw ".tl:ler he was willing to accept Chinnama N"E\-u’(lu as Poli o
" ed that a distinct ex . ama Na) s Poligér,
of these three pers expression of opinion migl 1 ,
S 'rSONs, as w ; v fod I mizht be obtained from eac
) ell as from the widow of the late Poligér, and that the C nlllc ich
. 14 e ollector

would inform them wt :
l‘l} P v
PRI A the appointment of Chinnama Nayudu would be i d
T $ r < - & . r ll "
g sucecssion of this Polliem and consistent with local usagc] T e

4, Mr. Robi

X : inson now reports that e

B fon[: Ia tluL‘ each member of the family has given an vngualified

) i ¥ - it 1 ‘ '

R ek 4 |.r( sfthur depositions to this effect. He adds that the Poligdrs
s e favor of i, ; iLe imi “the

rich : , and cites a somewhat simile 3 1 hich the
ghts of the widow were passed over in favor of IR

n favor of a nephew

5. It farther appe
ars X :
opposed by any men?}?er oftl:;te t:'"' 'f;l"l“lnn though not supported by evidence has never been
e e Dol st i amily, and that Chinnama Néyudu performed the funeral rites
gar, and has been long recoonis ; o i
g recognized as his heir.

6. Under tt i

1ese circumstances, tl
: 2 » the Board 1 ) :
Chinnama Niyudu be recognized as Poligér of( ';:,I:,g:rt the Collector's recommendatioititht

o(A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) R. A. DALYELL, Sub-Secretary,

OroEr THEREON, 6th September 1861, No. 1,773.

Under the ci
reumstanc s
es as fully detailed in the letters and their enclosures, referred to in

the forezoing P .
going Proceedings, the G
: . » the Gover = . o £
Poligér of Tumba, nment are pleased to recoguize Chinnama Niyudu as a

No. 56.

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Deputy Secretary to Governaent.
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15 CoNs. 28TH JANUARY 1861, No. 558.

From J. D. BOBINSOX, Bsq., Acting Collector of NORTH ARCOT,
dated Kaveripakam, 25th January 1861, No. 14.

I have the honor t0 report the demise on the Sth November last of Kumara M;a'llappn Naidu

Poligar of Tumba. :
9. The deceased has left no issne, male or female, but his first wife*

% Nogsmma No. 12 ocioos . the second having died two years ago. , g

3. Pothi Naidu Ne. 1, with whom the family first divides into two branches, left two sons,
{he elder named Papa Naidu No. 2, and the younger Muddu Mallappa Naidu No. 3. On Pothi
ccceded, his elder brother being imbecile and unequal to the

Naidu’s death, the second son Su
management of the affairs of the palliem. No other reasons are recorded to account for the estate

having thus passed into the hands of the younger son. ;

above named Muddu Mallappa Naidu No. 3, having been long heirless, adopted his nephew
Pothi Naidu Nos. 5 an we '
born, who succeeded in due course, and is the Poligar whose decease 1 am now reporting. The
alleged adoption of Pothi Naidu is not noticed in the records of mywoffice. e T
5. This same Pothi Naidu Nos. 5 and 6 died eight years ago, and left a son named Chin-
nama Naidu No. 11, who now lays claim to the palliem.
6. Mallappa Naidu No. 4, who is in receipt of an allowance of 6 Rupees from the estate, is
80 years of age and i§ too infirm to answer for himself, but his two sons®
b have been examined and take 1o exception to Chinnama Naidu's claim to
succeed to the palliem. In waiving any claims they may have of their own in favor of Chinnama
Naidu, they had that they Have heard it said that his (Chinnama Naidu’s) father was adopted by
Muddu Mallappa Naidu, the father of the late Poligar. Basavapa Naidu No. 8, Nallama Naidu
No. 9, are aged 40 and 80 respectively, and are of sound mind and discretion. ‘ ’

%. The widow of the late Poligat admits also baving heard Pothi Naidu’s adoption mentioned

by her husband and mother-inJaw, and has requested me by letter dated 22nd November 1

knowledge Chinnama Naidu, Poligar, as he has undertaken to provide for her future co fort

to ac

and protection. R :
8. I may mention here asa circumstance which throws some doubt on the matter of the

alleged adoption, that when Muddu Mallappa Naidu No. 8 died, leaving his son the late Poligar
a minor, Pothi Naidu wrote an arzi dated 20th July 1824 to the then Collector, in which his
relationship to the family is minutely described, but no mention is made of the tie of adoption.
9. It is, however, well known that Pothi Naidu Nos. 5 and G, lived in the family of the late
Poligar, and that his (Pothi Naidu's) son, Chinnama Naidu, was brought up by the widow as her

own S01.

unanimous in recognising his son’s, Chinna Naidu’s, claim an d desiring his recognition as the head
of the house and the future Poligar. B o
11. Setting aside therefore the fact of his father’s alleged adoption a8 not mater]
recommend that Chinnama Naidu be named Poligar of Tumba, as being as well the ele
family, a8 he is the representative of its elder branch. e L T T
12. The Tumba estate is one of the six Chittoor palliems, and was in common with the

‘ »I_be‘g to
of the

others restored to the late Poligar in 1827, under the authority conveyed in Extract Minutes of
Consultation, 4th September 1827, when the Peishcush was fixed at 49 per cent. of the beriz. It

doattr™ L bl

4. Trom the Proceedings held in the matter of the present gw’iﬂi-o“:lgﬂthﬂ thAatLLhe, e

d 6, the second son of Papa Naidu No. 2. Eventually, however, a son Was T

10, Be the question of Pothi Naidu's adoption as it may, all the members of the family yare




was (as were the other Chi o |
.‘iovifrnmex}t_ on the an'cgs}::t_f‘:;rtgzlll:el:zto?\:]l;;zir respective chiefgibonfcrred by the Mahomedan
.o a 1;(jnd'}'t}ll? 1;): i::::,gs?:?t:iyonld- the Dayme{:{ ()f'I;il]: t;:?;::c:;]t‘hcrcfore hereditary, and is free
xﬂemand LS fefalarly paid ;:lldhem which comprises 10 villages, is Rupees 1,776-7-1. 'Thi
?the estate. The palliem lies fO; thle w2ty F:‘Sl.i 1269 there were no arrears (.)llt;t’:nd.in. .'w o
_hot capable of high agricultural dey. l“mst part in a wild and mountainous tract of : t g -bmm‘;t
soil and in some measure doubtle clopment. Owing partly to the general un dcou-“ ¥4 and.ls
& debt of some Rupees 14,000 ;Sclto })ad ma‘nagcmcnt and improvidence, the [;Z(;e qutiycuess of its
appears to have taken some st;ps foru ive of interest on the estate. Before his ;lcatluo g:::?i h;xft
his Ryots on a AR oo m@etmg his liabilities by farming out the culti,vabl e
land was cultivated or not and t‘h' thth \‘.he.undm-standing that the rent was to be paid wt C}ilrca i
The Tahsildar of the Chittoor Tai . Certau} Proportion of the income was to "oI:‘o the]et de:r iy
o hold a personal enquiry on the alug to which the Tumba palliem is attached ;'m dep tcrdc b‘tOl's.
delay on his part and a pressure 2[20:);2;“;:;“; matter of the present succcssiovn, i)th mlv;zqc to {02(;
r 8 | ) G B
eport so soon as I could have wished, I\’Ieanw{znii);; i“l?ﬂ:f‘cl:, ; tl;:;eorl::;n n\::able to szpmit{thi;
: asure pending fina

“orders, placed the i

5 palliem under the

beg to submit with thi management of Chi R i

g to submit with this reporta genealogical tree of th:['llt‘luaz; I;’md;x. *To facilitate decision, 1
a family,

ABSTRACT. —G g
T.~~(Genealogical tree of Tumba Pall;
Palliem,

Exd J. Tulloeh.

e e b <t -

____.___%w_ e

. - No. 1,841,
ProczEpiNGs oF THE BoArD oF REVENUE, dated 9th April 1861.

Read letter_‘from the Acting Collector of North Arcot, dated 25th January ISB], No. 14.

(In Cons. 28th January 18581, No. 558.) L 4

1. , The Collector recommends in paragraph 11 of this letter that Chinama Naidoo be rec(;g-
nized as Poligar of Tumba, as he is the elect of the family, and the representative of the elder branch,
though the alleged adoption of his father by the late Poligar’s father is not established.

2, If this had been ‘the actual state of the case, the Board would have concurred in the
opinion of the Collector, .but it appears from t/he Genealogical statement which accompanied the
Collector’s letter, that this individual is not the representative of the elder, branch, Mullapa Naidoo
(No. %) apparently holding that position, and he can hardly be said to be the elect of the family
while Nallama Naidoo (No. 9) has not given his vote: the widow also of thelate Poligar appears

only to have mentioned in a letter she wrote to the Collector that she wished him to be recognized

as Poligar. :
3. There-appears to have been
rest with Government to name the successor ; but in do

unless the local usage is opposed to it, in which case t
other heir, and after her the three persons pumbered 4, 8 and 9 in the statement.

4. The Collector will, therefore, be good enough to afford more complete information as to
whether females are allowed to succeed to this Polliem, and what law guides the succession, In
case of its being Hindu Law he will obtain from the widow, as well as from those persons
pumbered 4, 8 and 9 in the Statement, a distinct document to the effect that it is their desire that

Chinama Naidoo be recognized as Poligar.
(A true Extract.)

ing so, it is usual to follow the Hindu Law
he widow would have a prior claim to any

(Signed) R. A. DALY ELL,
Acting Sub-Secretary,

To W. T. Blair, Esq., Sub-Collector in charge of North Arcot.

EXdo J . Wﬂght'

. e - -
no Junnud issued to the late Poligar, and it would, therefore,

oy
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