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SSIh : e , : Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
o= e O e s : ‘ 16th April 1861.

*

e & " ’ Jougsit? No. 272, B,ead the following telegram from Dr. BIRDWOOD, Bombay, to the Secretary
: £ : " ¢ E: -t » ol e Govermnent, Madras, dated Bombay, 31st March 1861 :—

; v » R & crw‘[efg w.;hy by Steamshlp 4 Dalhousxe” for Cahcun with fifteen cases of Canoonasah in

= | : ; i . 3 sound condition, he i n in great want “of funds and had no time to get money here. Have
| ddics : ' telegraphed toJMcIvor and Calicut,”

B | N o, 278, p - Orper THEREON, 16th April 1861, No. 836.
| : ok , ‘ Ordered to be ‘recorded.
(Signed) J. D. BOURDILLON,
Secretary to Government,

-~
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I Cox. 6ra Novirser 1860, No. 5,713,
From H. A. BRETT, Esq., Collec “: of SALEM;
dated Tripatur, 8rd November 1860, No. 283.

1. With reference to the Board's Proceedings, dated the 22ad S:ptembor last, No. 4,8
observing that the existence or otherwise of any sisters or descendants from sisters, or the existence
of any diadies of any of the former Poligars should be carefully ascertained, and requesting me
to forward a copy of the Deevee referrved to in paragraph 10 of my letter, "I have the honor to
submit herewith a copy of the Decree passed by the late Provineial Court of the Southern Division.

9 The Board will obssrve a slight diserepancy between the relationship deseribed in the
plaint part of the Decree, and the velationship exhibited in the genealogical table which was for
warded with my letter of the 30th August last, No.234. I have reason to believe thais the
genealogical table is correct in all its details.

3.. With regard to the existeuce or otherwise of any sisters or descendants from sisters, or
the existence of any diadies of previous Poligars; it appears that the deceased Chokagowda (G.)

had a sister, named Peddakkallama, who died, and her husband

* Dalavoye Appoo Row... 33 years old. also, several yeacs ago, leaving six sons and three daughters.

.g,‘i’:’::ﬁﬁ_ow gz gg Of these *IxX sons, i'ofn' 801 are umv's:urvivn‘;g. ',l.‘he names

Nunjah Row do. of these four sons, with their respective ages, are given in the
margin-*

4. Of the three daughters left by the latg™Psligar’s sister one is dead, and two are still living.
The deceased daughter has left female issue.

3 5. 1. K. and P. in the gencalogical table have

i g\‘)hlf‘:f(’)‘;(dl?:fgﬁz r"g‘}‘l":}lmj‘?}‘l’:}’\““‘;"’&“)““' L) alsg daughters, as shown in the macgint OF these,

(P) has two daughters Parvatamma. (1) two are. widows, and the other two arve now living
Soondaramms %) with their husbands.

6. Tt fucther appears that the late Kempagowda (O, in the cenealogical table) had, besides
D. E. and F., two other wives; one of whom died without any issus, and the other died leaving two
daughters. One of these daughters is a widow, And the other is living with her hasband,

7. 1 am assured that the late Poligars have left no deseendants or diadies other than those
now named, and those already shown in the Zenealogical tree. These 'particulars have been
obtained from the Vakeels representing the three widows, and {rom . Appoo Row, the person
referred to in paragraph 3.

53 . g 1 ) r ¥ . .

8. The female ‘descendants now referred 'to have not preferred any claim to the poliput. I
should, however, admit that at the time of my first letter on the subject, 1 too readily assuméd from
the Tahsildar’s report that there were no desce\lﬂanw, whether females or males, other than these
entered in the tree.

9. 1Inreply to the Board’s remark in the last paragraph of their Proceedings, 1 beg to explain
that Kempagowda (C,) in paragraph 6 of my letter, dated the 36th Augusi last, was by a clerical
exror written for Chokagowda (G,

Exec.. 1. .

Asstract.—Copy of the Decree on No, 2 in the Register of Original Suiis teansferred from
the Zillah Court of Salem, No. 3,947.

N
———— Ve———

Exd. T. O'Connot.




-

s

W e
‘wy;””r

@

)

LI &>
ez g2

ey

? IS,

9
o

NO. 5,377.

From W, HUDLESTON, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue,

To C. F, CHAMIER, Esq., Registrar to the Court of Sudder Udalut.

SIR,
I am directed by the Board of Revenut to forward the following case, and to request

that with the sanction of the Judges of the Sudder Udalut, you will obrain the opinion of the
Pundits on the questions of law therein contained, and favor the Board with their answers,

I have the honor to be,

Sir,
73 Your most obedient servant,
REvENUE Boarp OFFiICE, 3 (Signed) W, HUDLESTON,
Fort St. George, Acting Secretary,
19th November 1860.

QUIESTION.

A was the proprictor of a Poliput at the time the country was assumed by the British
Government. At his death, the estate descended to his eldest son B, from whom it passed to his
only son C, who married five wives D, B, F, V, W. By the first of these wives, C liad one son,
G ; by the second wifé, two sons J and L; by the third wife, one son, O; by the fourth, no
issue ; and by the fifth, two daughters who are still alive,

At the death of C, the estate was registered it the name of his eldest son, G. During the
life time of G, his second brother J died, in consequence of which the estate descended at the
death of G to his third brother 1., Daring the life time of L, his youngest and sole surviving
brother, O, died without maleissue. Therefore on the death of L, the estate was‘rcgisbcred in the
name of his cldest widow M under the sanction of the Board; and on her death; the estate passed
under similar sanction, to N, the junior widow, on the understanding that she should support the

other members of the family,

N has now died, and the four surviving widows H, T, K, Q, have severally preferred a claim
to have the estate registered in their names.» There are also the other parties living indicated in the
genealogical table. It is required to kunow first, Whether any of the four surviving widows is
entitled to more than maintenanee from the property ; and secondly, if that question be answered
in the affirmative, what rights i the estate belong to each, “Also what rights, if any, belong to the

other members of the family, J

Exd. J. Wright.
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of"t\_\o Pundits on the questions of Hin
last. '

was, in consequence of the

 name of his junior widow N,

»

' to the estate of N, subject to the

Tx Coxs. 15TH JANUARY 1861, No. 274.
From C. F. CHAMIER, Esq., Registrar of the SUDDER COURT,
: ; dated Madras, 15th January 1861.
e Sudder Court to forward to you the accompinying opinions
du law, transmitted with your letter of the 19th November

I am directed by the Judges of th

: Answer of the Pundits of Sudder Court.
question that L who succeeded to the Poliput, having demised, the estate
total extinction of the male line of the family, registered, in the first
by reason of her seniority and, after her death, in the
equally entitled to the said estate
Tence the right of succession to

It appears from the

me of his senior widow M
although both of the widows were
under the text declaratory of the widow’s right of inheritance.
N, depends solely upon the propinquity of relationship to her. _
~ As regards the females H, T, K and Q, who are the widows of the brothers of N.'s husband,
they cannot inherit the estate of N. norare they entitled to anything more than maintenance, inas-
much as the Hinda law authorises them neither to perform the funeral rites, nor to inherit property,
and more especially as the law bbok « §mruti Chandrika” excludes from inheritance all females
‘other than those who are expressly declared heiresses by law.
Among the other parties indicated in the genealogical table annexed to the question, there
exist four sons of G.’s sister, the daughter of C. They being sons of the step-sister of the husband
of N, offer funeral cake to NJs husband, to N, to her father-in-law C, and to his father and
grand-father. Thelaw on ** Woman's Property” declares that the estate of a childless widow shall

go to her husband’s sister’s sons.
Under these circumstances,

instance, in the na

the aforesaid sister’s sons (of N.'s husband) are entitled to succeed
obligation of maintaining H and others.

— AUTHORITY,

Vythenatha Dectehetyum on Sradha Rites.

al offerings to his father and two others pres

« T,et a man baving made faner
der to redeem himself from debt.”

“ to his maternal grand-father, &e., in or _
¢« Where a man offers funeral oblations to his father, &c., he must invariably offer them also to

¢ his maternal grand-father, &e., else, he would fall into the infernal regions.”
Gopaula Bhashyuwm on Performance of the funeral Riles of deceased Woman.
After enumerating the several persons ‘down to daughter-in-law, who are entitled to perform
the funeral ceremonies, the author says, «On their failure, the funerals of a deceased woman shall
« pe performed by her husband’s sister's son; and on his failure, by the son of her own sister, or

- bt_'other, or by her son-in-law.”

ent similar offerings

: S A text® says, “ The mother’s sister, ‘the maternal uncle's
% This text is cited in extenso below. wife and the like.” -
Law of Inkeritance on  Woman's Property.”
the wives of maternal and paternal uncles, the father's sister, the
an elder brother, are pronounced similar to mothers. 1f they
nor daughter's son, wor son of those persons, the sister’s son aud

¢« The mother's sister,
« mother-in-law and the wife of
«]eave mo son of their bodies,
¢ the rest shall take their property.”

5th Decem ber 1860. »
~ (Signed) APPANASASTRY,

Senior Pundit, Sudder Court.
ed to in the question, is indivisible, and descendible to

It appears that. the Poliput referr
the elder line in the family. Tt is for these reasons that the estate seems to have been registered
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None of the present claimants, viz,, the four syrvivin

are entitled to ; :

oot in Southern Toin, - The w2 U6%308, unde the provisions of the indu law prevs.

bat'as Q. the surviving wid 7 are all, however, €qually entitled to maintenance from the property,
; g widow of the brother of the husband of N, who died last, never enjoyed

the estate i i i
e he:n m‘i'i‘::‘i‘:;;;h:hl::&e;comﬂe 18, %0 put her in possession of the estate for life, on condi-
parties, and aftey Ler death, to annex the estate to the State.

The step-nephews of N s husb
: and, i i i i
the estate under the Hindu lay. referred o in the question, have no right whatever in

g widows of the brothers of N.’s husband,

(8igned) C, GOPALASASTRY,

8th December 1860.
oL Junior Pundit, Sudder Court.

Yor- Batiaiialas driwkla'Frm the senior P undit of the Sudder Court.

Madhaveyum, Veeramitrodayum,
4 { part of India, and also in Jimu-
Prevalent in the territories subject to the Presidency of Bengal,
’ 'Gha._on succession to Woman’s Property,” the text*
sister, ttie maternal uncle’s wife bt i » of Brihaspati is cited, which refers to  the mother's
wentions “husband’s sister's sor;s " ndcu e This text which is acknowledged by all, distinctly
of © the widows of their materna] Seanivoglly declares them entitled to inherit the property
But the head Translator has infl

; ormed 2 ; « :
according to Mitacshara, °¢ me that the Judges wished that I should declare the law

I theref ‘ k
ore beg hﬂem%y to recite passages from the said work.

Cha. T, Sec. XI, page 367, Clause 10, In
says, “ The property of a child] fe,” is cited the text of Yajnawule a, which
“ of the four (unblamed modes :;sm‘:‘:‘:;an, married in the form denominated * B:ahnu,‘ {)r in any
“ g0 to her (daughter's) daughters : an dag?) 89%sto her husband, but if she leave progeny, it will
“* to her father (and mother, ' h:r°:h°8 forms of marriage (as the A'sura, &c.,) it goes
Wh issue”). '

Page 368, Clause 11. Fs commentary on the above runs thus:— Of a woman dying with-
Ated, and who had become a wife by any of the
“ e Daiva, Arsha and Prajapatya, the (whole) pro-
his nearest kinsmen (Sapindas) alled b ¢ lace to her husband. On failure of him, it goes to
woman goes, on failure of her husbang, .‘)‘h}m‘em wrp o e Hee g ot e s
s der; a multtude of Sapingy, e;i;t: '8 " mearest Sapindas ;" that is, the “ nearest Sapindas,”
; Lhose kmsmen wh T : -
in the relation of « Sapin d:ﬂ“:: O funeral oblations to the same ancestor, stand
(Gotra) family with the deceased a: - Of these persons, those sprung from the same
family, and connected by funﬂ,;l :b;:al!ed 8 Sagotra Sapindas” or kinsmen sprung from the same
sprung from a different {Gota) g alons, as hpethren, paternal uncle, &c.; while the others
from a different family, bat conn ecu:dy bm de“%nlted * Asagotra Sapindas,” or kinsmen sprung
mother's and fxther's sisters and & l'yk funery] oblations, as the sister's sons, the sons of the
sprung from a different family, is re 'X€. The connection, by funeral oblations, of kinsmen
which ocears in the treatise « § cognised alsg |,y the Mitacshara, as will appear from a passage
!l Succession of kindred of the same family name,” and which runs
Cha. 11, See. V, Page 350, Clause 3 “}1“0 =« For kinsmen, sprung from a different family,
; it but egppected by funeral oblations, are indicated by
i the term cognate ( Bandhu™).
¢ great-grang.father of L (the husband of N,) to whom L

childless i’e "

The father, grand-father

unecles,” [y j :
[tis Upon this text that my former answer was based.’

Milgcshara “ On sy coession to the Property of a

-

offers funeral oblations, being the maternal grand-father, maternal great -grand-father, and mater-
nal great great-grand-father of the sons of L.’s sister, the _latber (that is, L.'s sister’s sons) of course
offer funeral oblations to them in performing the Sradharites on new moon, &c., and as L and his
sister’s sons thus present funeral oblations to the same ancestors, they stand in relation of * Sapin-
das” to each other ; and, as such, they are entitled to inherit the property of L.’s widow™ N, more
especially as the question does not show the exister'lce of any other Sapinda kinsr.nen. Hence, it
would appear that Mitacshara also acquiesces in the 1§1tel‘Pretatlon of the text of Br-lhaspati, which
vests the right of succession to a woman’s property 1n the sons of her husband’s sister.

L having been the holder of a Poliem, must of course have been a man of wealth, rank anAd
dignity and, as such, he might have married N, in the most a}?proved form of * Brahma.” .It 18
upon this consideration that I have dealt with the subject according to the above passages of Mitac-
shara. ; ; et
If, on the contrary, L had married N, in the form of A’sura, which, as a sordid act, is disap-

proved, the case must be dealt with according to the last part of
Mitacshara Chapter I1, Section X1, Yajnawuleya's text, and its commentary, contained in Mitacsharas
s which runs thus :—** Butin the other forms of marriage called A'sura,

« Gandharwa, Racshasa and Paisachee, the property of a childless woman goes to her parents.”
(Signed) APPANASASTRY,

2 ber 1860. :
Ist Decem Senior Pundit, Sudder Court.

i i ities according to Mitacshara, 1 beg to submit

Being required to support my answer by authoritie ding : -
that thzlrr;g en%ts no law punder which the surviving widows of the brothers of N.’s husband can
siicceed ; but the reason why I suggested that Q, one of the said widows, might be put in possession,
is becau;se the estate in question having, at the death of 13, devolved upon her (Q.’s) husband O,
he Hindu law (although L alone held it by reason of his seniority).

rding to t
o g he widow of O, should 2lso be allowed to enjoy the estate for

1 considered it but fair that Q, t -
life, after the demise of the last incumbent N, the widow of I,
: (Signed)  C. GOPALASASTRY,

Junior Pundit, Sudder Court.

-

4th January 1861.

(True Copies.)
(Signed) C. F, CHAMIER,
Registrar,
o e Che

Exd. J. Tulloch.



B S it o S S

kil

Ry
N e &
5 R SRS
; 8 &
: N SREN
X TP
% _ Q\ i 8 § g; E 4

-
&

23

0

by the fourth wife, no issue ; and by the fifth, two daughters,

No' 9550

Proceepinas or THE BoarD of REvenur, dated 20th February 1861.

Read again letter, dated 30th August 1560, No, 234, from the Collector of Salem,

: reporting on
the succession to the Ankoosagherry Polipet.
(In Cons. 1st September 1860, No, 4,356.)

Read also letter, dated 8d November 1860, No. 283, from the same Officer, furnishing the

document and information called for in the Board’s Proceedings of 224 September 1860, No, 4,331. -

(In Cons. 6th November 1860, No. 5,718.)

Read also letter, dated 15th January 1861, from the Register to the Court of Sudder Udalut,
forwarding the opinions of the Pundits on the questions of Hindu Law forwarded with the Board’s
letter of the 19th November 1860, No. 5,377.

(In Cons. 15th Januvary 1861, No, 274.)

Resolved that the letters above recorded be submitted for the consideration and orders of
the Honorable the Governor in Couneil,

. From the first of the letters noted at the head of these Proceedings, it appears that the
Ankoosagherry Polliem is a very ancient Hstate. My, M. D. Cockburn in reporting upon it and
two other Polliems-on 14th August 1822, gives the following
account of the former property :— The Ankoosagherry family
“ acquired the Polliem of Mauste 724 years ago, orin the year
““ 1008 of Saliwana, which they held for 301 years, at which time

In Cons. 19th August 1822, No. 1,710.

Paragraph 4.

" the Polliems of Ankoosagherry and Shoolagherry were annexed to that of Mauste, and all three were

“ possessed by that family for 269 years, when Mauste was taken from them ; the other two remained

“in their possession for 88 years when Shoolaghery was conferred by Hyderona younger branch of the

% Mauste family, and the two Polliems of Shoolﬂgherry and Ankoosagherry have been held separately
“since that period; or for 72 years.

Mauste Was never restored, and is at present ineluded in the
The territorial possessions of the three Polligars are never divided
“ between the heirs ; the eldest son suceeeds to the whole with the obligation of main-

“ taining the other members of the family, but the rate of maintenance is entirely at the will of the
*¢ Poligar,”

““ Mysore territories,
Paragraph 5. ) bk

2. Such is the history given of the Polipet, but the terms of the original grant are not stated,
nor is any information on the subject forthcoming on the records of the Collector’s Office.

3. The accompanying Grenealogical tree traces the descent from the person who was in posses-
sion when the Government was assumed, down t0the Jast incumbent, and exhibits the names of the

persons still living who have a present interest in the property including all the individuals mentioned
1n the Collector’s second letter.

—

4. The proprietor of the Ankoosagherry Poliput at the time the country was assumed, was
Careyappa Gowda (A). At his death the Estate descended to his eldest son Timmaraya Gowda
(B) from whom it passed to his only son Kemp2 Gowda (C) who married five wives, viz., D, E, F,
V and W. By the first of these wives, Kempa Gowda had one son named Chocka Gowda (G) and
one da“ghteué‘%who has left four sons and two di\llghturs;by the se

cond wife, t¥o sons Sadanapully
Gowda (J), and Timmaraya Gowda (L); by the third wife, one

son named Careyappa Gowda (O) ;
one of whom is a widow, and the other
is living with her husba%l_.

5. At the death of Kempa Gowda (C); the Polipet was registered in the name of his eldest
son Chocka Gowda (G). During the lifetime of G, his second brother (J) died.
Estate descended at the death of Chocka Gowda (G) b
During the lifetime of L , his younger brother Care

Consequently, the
to his third brother Timmaraya Gowda (L).
Yappa Gowda (O) died, so that on the death of
(L), the Polipet was registered in the name of his eldest widow
(M) under the sanction of the Board, and after her death, in the

name of Veera Ummanee (N) the junior widow of the late
Timmaraya Gowda (L).

9th October 1843.

Board’s Proceedings, 17th January
1848, No, 105,

-




ks

6. Veera Ummanee died on the 15th February 1860,

k ; H, I, K, and Q, together wity an illegitimat
p : D. Apparow.

and the four surviving widows
e mémber of the family, and the

eldest step nephew of the last male incumbent of the Polipet have put in their
: claims to have the Estate registered in their names, :
1 A

&

i A %. The annual revenue of the Polipet is computed at 20,000 Rupees. The Peisheush

1 2% amounts to Rupees 7,940-13-4. ~ The number of villages comprised in: the Estate including those

beld on Surva Inam tenure is 168. OF these, five villages are held by the four widows for their

:maintenance, and 93 are under attachment by the Collector. ' The cost of the Estahlishment for

‘the management of the Polipst amounts to Rupees 81 per mensem.

$ 8. The Board have submitted the question of the ‘succession to the Polipet for the opinion of
the Pundits of the Sudder Udalut. But the responses delivered by the senior and Jjunior Pundits
are contradictory except in regard to the four wigows, who are considered by both to be entitled
to maintenance only.

9. As to the other parties the senior Puudit declares the four sons of the half sister of the

AP, husband of N entitled to succeed to the Estate of N, 'This opinion

’ W. - ™ ¥

; Poottgﬁ:? appearing to be based oy yuthorities prevalent in Bengal, he was requested
3. Verachaikrow. by the Judges to dec Sksa s 1 5 i} :

i » . 4 Nunjsh Row, yt ges to declare ffy e law as contained in the Mitacshar:

5 whereupon
s that it also
cession to a

the Pundit cites severa] passages from that work, and argue

t supports the interprefation of the text of Brihaspatc which vests the right of suc
Ay woman'’s-property in the sons of her husband’s sistey, :
'10. The junior Pundit on the other hand, declares the step nephews to have noztitle whatever
%\ under the Hindu Law ; but recommends as the Proper course, that the widow Q
possession of the Estate for life on condition of hey maintaining the other parties 5 and that after her

death it should escheat to Government. On being agked to cite authorities in support of his opinion,

u - he declares that there exists no law under whicl, the widows can succeed, but that as the Estate

' y& had, at the death of G, devolved upon Q’s hushand equally as upon I, he considered it but

. L : Jfair that Q should also be.allowed to enjoy the Esfate for life, after the demise of the last incumbent
"N, the widow of L.
11. The Board will not take upon themselyeg to decide which of these opinions is c‘orrect,

But they observe that the senior Pundit's exposition is opposed to Section 864 of Mr, Strange’s
A Manual of Hindoo Law, wherein the omission of sisters’ sons from the list of heirs expressly
mentioned in the Mitacshara, is regarded as excluding them from the inheritance. Adverting,
however, to the facts that the Estate is a very ancient one, that in similar cases of Inams,

should be put in

Government have refrained from interfering with the property
i % % 1&}1;};4;5";55(}1%3 €xcept on an eagjre failure of heirs, and that the validity of
Ji > the title to suceesgion derived through a female ancestor has been
! g 8 g;ggeggzrg‘ls“' acknowledged singe 1854, and that Dalavoye Apparow is the lineal

grandson of Kempa Gowda (C), the father of the last male holder
of the Polipet, the Board recommend that the Rstate be registered in his name, subject to the

condition of his maintaining the other members of the family in a suitable manner.

(A true Extract.)

e

Secretary.
To J. D. Bourdillon, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D.

Copy to H. A. Brett, Esq., Collector of Salem,
B ey PfRanrns  ttliis 5% Elamng
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“ whole with the obligation of malntaining the other members of the family,
* “ maintenance isentirely at the will of the Poligér.”

ror is any informfition on the subject forthcomin

possession when the Government was assume

names of the persons still-living who have a present interest in the property i
individuals mentioned in-the Collector's second letter.

Cau"eyapp,l Gowda (A). At his death the estate descended to his eldest son
(B) from whom it passed to his ouly son Kempa Gowda (C) who married five wives, viz., D, E F,
V and W, By the fitst of these wiyes, Kempa Gowda had one son named Chocka Gowda (G) and
one daughter (H) who has left four sonsand two daughbers ; by the second wife, two sons Sadana-
pully Gowda (J), and Timmaraya Gowda (L);
Gowda (O) ; by the fourth wife, noissue; and b
and the other is living with her husband,

e 8y o, fo Lo rmnd P Lt fitar

| -

W"A’W
Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenie Department,

9th April 1861,

No. 142, Read the following Proceedings of the Boarg of Revenue,
1861, No. 955 :—

Read again letter, dated 30th August 1860,
on the succession to the Ankusagiri Polipat.

dated 20th February

No. 234; from the Collector of Salem, reporting

(In Cons. st September 1860, No, 4,356.)

Read also letter, datedglied November 1860, No. 283, from the same Officer,
document and information ecalled for in the Board’s Pp

No. 4,831.

furnishing the
oceedings of 22nd September 1860,

(In Cons. 6th November 1860, No, 5,713.)

Read also letter, daged 15th January 1861, from the Register to the Court of Sudder Adélat
forwarding the opinions of the Pundits on the questions of Hindu law forwarded with th
Board's letter of the 19th November 1860, No. 5,377, .

(In Cons. 15th January 1861, No. 274.)

Resolved that the letters above recorded be subm

itted for the consideration -and orders of
the Honorable the Governor in Council.

1. From the first of the letters noted at the head

of these Proceedings, it appears that the
Ankusagiri Polliam is a very ancient estate, Mr.

M. D. Cockburn in reporting upon it
and two other Polliams on 14th August 1822, gives the
foliowing account of the former property :—*“ The
“ Ankusagiri family acquired the Polliam of Mauste
Paragraph 4. 724 years ago, or in the year 1008 of Saliwana, which

“ they held for 301 years, at* which time the Polliams

In Cons. 19th August 1822, No. 1,710.

*of:Ankusagiri and Shoolagherry were annexed to that of Mauste, and all three were

“ possessed by that family for 269 years, when Maust€was taken from them; the other two remained
““in their possession for'88 years when Shoolagherry was conferred by Hyder ori a younger branch
“ of the Mauste family, and the two Polliams of Shoolagherry and
““ held separately since that period, or for 72 years. Mauste was never restored, and is at present
*“ included in the Mysore territories- The territorial possessions of the three
* Poligérs are never divided between the heirs; the eldest son succeeds to the

but the rate of

Ankusagiri have been

Paragraph 5.

2. Such is the history given of the Polipat, but the terms of the original grant are not stated,

g on the records ofthe Collector’s Office.

3. The accompanying genealogical tree traces the descenit {rom the person who was in

d, down to the last incumbent, and exhibits the ™
ncluding all* the

4.. ‘The proprietor of the Ankusagiri Polipat at the.time the country -was ass.umed, was

Timmaraya Gowda

by the third wife, one son« named Careyappa
y thedifth, two daughters, one of whom is a widow,

5. At the death of Kempa Gowda (C), the Polipat was registered in the name of his eldest

son Chocka Gowda G\ During the lifetime of G, his second bl'l)lhel' (J) died. Cr)nsequently, .
the estate descended at the death of Chocka Gowda (G) to his third brother Timmaraya Gowda

" apa e
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
9th April 1861.

W 2 T
(L). During the lifetime of (L), liis younger brother
Careyappa Gowda (0) died, so that on the death of (L),
the Polipat was registered in the name of his eldest

uary widow (M) under the sanction of the Board, and after *
her death, in the name of Veera Ummanee (N) the
junjor widow of the late Tinimaraya Gowda (L).

e~

oth October 1843.

Board's Proceedings, 17th Jan
1848, No. 105.

6. Veera Ummanee died on the 15th February 1860, an:ﬂqfqur surviving widows

H, I, X, and Q, together with an illegitimate méMber of the family, and the

D. Appa Rau. eldest step-nephew of the last male incumbent of the Polipat have put in their
claims to have the estate registered in their names.

7. The annual revenue of the Po{ip:g is computed at 20,000 Rupees. The Peshkash
amounts to Rupees 7,940-13- 4, The number of vi“ages comprised* the estate in@l\lding
those held on Surva Inim tenure is 168, Of these, five villages are held by the four widows
for their maintenance, and 93 are under agtachment by the Collector. The cost of the esta-
blishment for the management of the Polipat amounts to Rupees 81 per mensem.

8. The Board have submitted the question of the succession to the Polipet for the opinion

of the Pundits of the Sudder Addlat. But the responses delivered by the senior and junior
Pundits are contradictory except in regard to the four widows, who are considered by both to
e entitled to maintenance only. .

9. As to the other parties the senior Pundit declares the four sons of the half sister of the
husband of N entitled o succeed to the estate of N. This opinion appear-

1. D. Appa Rdu.  ing to be based on authorities prevalent in Bengal, he was requested by
9. Poottanah. the Judges to declare the law as contained in the Mitacshara, whereupon

3. Verachaik Rdu. the Pundit cites severa] passages from that work, and argues that it also

t of Brihaspate which Vests the right

4, Nunjah Rdu. supports the interpretafion of the tex
e sons of her husband’s sister.

of succession to a Woman’s property in th

10. The junior Pundit on the other hand, declares the step-nephews to have no title whatever
under the Hindu law ; but recommends ag ghe proper €oUrsé that the widow Q should be put in
possession of the estate for life on conditign of her maintaining the other parties ; and that after
her death it should escheat to Government, On being asked to cite authorities in support of his
opinion, he declares that there exists no law under which the widows can succeed, but t.bat -
the estate had, at the death of. G, devolved upon @8 husband equally as'upon L, he c"_““de“d
it but fair that Q should also be allowed to enjoy the estate for life, after the demise of the
last incumbent N, the widow of L, .

vll. The Board will not take upon themselves t0 decided which of these opinionsis correct.
But they observe that the senior Pundit’s exposition is opposed to Section 364 of B./lr. Strange's
Manual of Hindu law, Wherein the omigsjonof sisters’ sons from the list of heirs expressly
mentioned in the Mitacshara, is regarded a5 excluding them from the inheritance. Adverting,
however, to the facts that the estate is g yery ancient one that in sir}:ilar cases of Infms,

Government have refrained from interfering wnh.th-e property (?xcept

. 0. 11th August 1853. on an entire fajlure of heirs, and- that the validity of the title to
. O. Supp. rage 161. succession deriyed throughia female ancestor has been acknowledged
0. 9th February 1854. since 1854, anjg that Dalavay APPS R :
0. Supp. page 2. Kempa Gowda (©), the father of the last male h'older of.the -Pollpet,
the Board recommend that the estate be registered in his name,

subject to the condition of his maintaining the other members of the family ina suitable manner.

A true Extract.)
sl (Signed) J. D. SIM, Sccretary.

4u is the lineal grandson of

*
PSR ST

e ——————— g

Praceedings of the Madras G overnment, Revenue Depa-rtimrenAf‘,-
' 9th April 1861.
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No. 143 = From H. A. BRETT, Esq., Collector of Salem, to J. D. BOURDILLON,
Esq., Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated Namcul, 14th March 1861,
No. 41.
SIR,
1. With reference to your telegraphic message, inquiring whether the Polliam of Ankusa-
giti is held on a permanent Sanad or not, I have the honor to inform you that no Sanad is
forthcoming in my Office, nor is it known that Sanad was ever granted, :

2. The telegram reaghed me only this afternoon,

- e g

No. 144. ; Orper THEREON, 9th April 1861, No. 794.

1. In their Proceedings recorded above the Board of Revenue report the death of the
holder of the ancient Polliam of Ankusagiri in the District of Salem, and request orders as to
the succession. The Polliam is claimed by several persons more or less nearly related to the
deceased ; the Board’s recommendation is in favor of Dalavay Appa Réu the eldest grandson of
Kempa Gowda a*former Poligar, and step-nephew of the last male incumbent, and as it seems
his nearest male relative. From the Collector’s letter, also recorded above, it appears that no
permanent Sanad has ever been issued for the property,

o % ﬁalavay Appa Réu appears to the Government to be the legal heir. His Excellency in
Council directs therefore that the Polliam shall be madé over to him; on the understanding, as
suggested by the Board of Revenue, that he shall maintain the other members of the family in

‘g suitable manner.

wea) J. D. BOURDILLON,

Secretary to Government.
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