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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
: ' 11¢th June 1863. T

-

No, 179.  Read the following [Petition from STREEMATU HIRANYA GARKBHA YAJI
’ RAVIKULA -VIJYA RAGHUNADHA RAJAH MUDDU RAMALINGA
SETUPATY, present Zemindar of Ramn4d, to Ilis Excellency Sir WILLIAM
DENISON, x.c.B., Governorin Council of Fort Saint George, dated 20ih May 1863 :—

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

That your Petitioner feeling aggrieved at the Order df Gove’;nmenf, dated the 15th Decem-i
ber last, on his Petitions of the 26th March, 2nd April, 4th July, 6th October and 11th Novent- * -
ber 1862, begs leave humbly to submit herewith his Petition* of Appeal there,

h from to Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for India in Counéﬂ, and humbly tc;
pray that your Excellency in Council will be pleased to forward the same to the Rio
Sit Charles Wood in Council," e Right Honorab_lfa

® In triplicate.

And your Petitioner shall ever pray, - ' ‘ B
R } . » B (Signed)» V.SADAGOPAH CHARLOO, ¢
. - Vakeel for DLetitioner, -
No, 180 ' ' v, 1tk Jun | Y
2 .ORDER THEREON, 11th June 1863, No. 1,017,
‘Resolved that one copy of the Memorial be forwarded to the Government Pleader with a

view to his making an k i
g any remarks thereon, which he may think ‘
Government or their legal advisers, - 7y b6 of o o the Home

(Signed) J. D. SIM,

. Secretary to Government. “
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TIIE RIGHT HONORABLE SIR CHARLES W0O0D, BART.,
HER MAJESTY’S SECRETARY OF STATE FOR INDIA.
The lhumble Memorial of Srimatu
Iliranya Garbha Yaji Ravikula
Vijaya Raglunadla Rejak Mudde
Rumalinga Setupaty, present Zemin-
dar of Ramnad, in the Presidency of
Fort Saint George in the East Indies.

MoOST HUMBLY SHEWETH,

1. That the kingdom of the Satupaties was one of the ancient sovereignties of South-
ern India, and its rulers belonged to the Setupaty dynasty, which wag celebrated in the
primitive period of Indian History. The term Setupaty is a compound of the words Sétu

* The hero of the Ramayana and the 8th and Paty meaﬁing the klng of Setu or of the sacred
Tncarnation of Vishmt. dam thrown by Rama* across the arm of the sea which
separated Lanka (Ceylon) from the continent of India. Not to trouble your Excellency
with any lengthened account of the historical or traditionary origin of this kingdom, it is
enough to observe that the preservation of this sacred dam was the original object of its
foundation by Rama himself, (as it is believed to be Dby the people) and that in ancient
times it embraced a very wide extent of territory which gradually diminished by forei;g,n
conquest, till in the 18th century of the Christian era, it only comprised the tract of coun-
try composing the present Zemindaries of Ramnad and Shivaganga. In the latter part of
that century the then ruler of Ramnad dismembered a portion of it which he erected into

the Zemindary of Shivaganga, and which he conferred in gift on his son-in-law Sasivarna -

Periya Oodaya Tevar.

9 The rest of this principality now forming the Ramnad estate continued to be held
by the descendants of the Sttuputy race till 1795, when it forfeited to the Government of
the late East India Company, in consequence of the rebellion of the then Zemindar Mud-
duramalinga Sétupaty. In 1803, however, the Government of Madras in pursuance of an
Agreement which they had entered into with His Highness the Nabob of Arcot, stipulating

to appoint a successor to the deposed Zemindar of Ramnad, restored the Zemindary to his

gister Ranee Mangaldswara Nachyar and granted to her an Tstimirar Sunnud commonly

called Sunnud-i-3ilkeut Tstimirar or deed of perianent settlement, under the provisions
of Regulation XXV of 1802 of the Madras Code. The nature of this grant and the con-
ditions of its tenure are set out in the Istimirar Sunnud itself, and its terms are governed
by the provisions of the said regulation.

3. The objects of this Regulation are clearly set out in its preamble. They are two-
fold ; 1st, to provide for the assessment of a permanent. and invariable, and at the same
time moderate tax on all landed possessions ; and 2ndly, to guarantee “to all landholders
« gnd their heirs and successors permanent property in their land in oll time to come.”
These objects were fulfilled by the grant of the Istimirar S unnud under Section II fixing
permanently the assessment on land, and i1 consequence of such assessment declaring that
« the proprietory right of the soil shall become vested in the Zemindars or other proprietors

« of land, and in their heirs and lawful successors for ever.” These provisions were in sub-

. stance repeated in Clauses 1 and 2 of the Istimirar Sunnud. The terms heirs and suc-

cessors” occurring in the passages quoted above must be taken to apply to assignees also,
and that such was the intention of the enactment also appears from Section VIII which
(and Clause 7 of the Istimirar Sunnud is to the same effect) provides that proprietors of

U S



2

land, i..e. such a.s hold :
] old under such Sunnud shall be at Sree liberty to transfor awithout the

previous consent of Government, or of
proper by sale, gift or otherwise, their
Zemindaries ; ’

i ; and that such transfers
officers of Government, provided the
or to the Regulations, &e. &e
subjoined for your Excellency;s perus

REGULATION XXV or 1502.

l“’hercas it is known to i rasi
Rots, nd ulivators o e
to tpe Government of Fort St, Georeo that sf e
earliest until the present period of tixie’ th; ’ ;'(;}ﬂ o
sessment of the land revenue has never i)eeu g“ )dm b
that according to the practice of Asiatic Govc;C ;‘but
the assessment of the land revenue Lias fluctuated \:'I}]tvl,nts’
any ﬁx:ed principles for the determination of the ot
and without any security to the Zemindars .
persons for the continuance of 5 moderz:tc lordother
t?xtat on the f:?ntrary, frequent inquiries 11;\V(:al?ec:'iaix ;
;} 31;:;11 e(l}):rn t.;:r l;:]lllmg power, whether Ilindy :r
X 2 € i
sesmentof the and revemaes, ot g e o
t?mary to f’egulate such augmentations ’t)as tlfcr% cm'i-
xics and opinions of the local officers appo‘;fut ; }:qu-
ru.lmg power for the time being ; and that 1, .
.tamment of an increased revenue on sucl; fmlln d?l'e .
1Ztha.s been usual for the Government to de;)lri‘\l"‘l(:llm,
emindars, and to appoint persons on its ow l;ll i
to t}le management of the Zemindarics, nb'cmu.
serving to the ruling power the implic’d ri(:;ctb reii
the actual exercise of the proprietory posses o of o
land's whatever ; and wheveas it is obvious tS“t)]“ o t'iu
Zemindars, Merasidars, Ryots, and cultivato(; ‘(; 1sald
that such a mode of administration must be : ; .““d
to the'z permanent prosperity of the countr ‘“Jbu“ous
structing the progress of agriculture, o ul');’ o
wealth, and destructive of the comf;r‘: I;f "i w'nt "»
persons by dh}linishing thie security of per:tlif;l?m
21}(;1:&?2(1 of pz:lvate property ; wherefore, the, It;"itli:;“
Goy n}e.nt, impressed with a deep sense ¢f the | 1
juries arising to the State and to its subjeet s  tle
opera.tlon of such principles, has resolved t e
fr?ln its administration so frujtful a source °f"m°"e
tainty and disquietude, to grant to Zemim; o
ot_her landholders, their he,irs and successor o
nent property in their land in all time to co?;: Imdma‘.
fix for ever a moderate assessment of public ;ajl .
o'n~ such lands, the amouut of which shall ver b
liable to be increased under any circumstanc .
1 E In conformity to these principles, an :s:cssment
:} :;ve:):: fixed on all. lands liable to pay revenue to the
do pmi::;:::t (;) Xand. 1n consequence of such assessment
- ‘ 'y right of the soil shall become v :
in the Zemindars or other proprietors of land Ny
their heirs and lawful successors for ever. o
tl‘a\I,ITSIfII. Pfopnet.ors‘ of land shall be at free liberty to
er, without the previous consent of the Go
ment, or of any other authority, to whomeve vtim-
may think proper, by sale, gift, or otherwise th:ir ;:g

er bhe

nd in

any o.ther authority to whomsover they may think

proprietory right in the whole or in any part of their

shall be valid and be respected by the Courts and

| fe\i l):t:?:t:eg:;i?:;xt to %le Hindu or Mahomedan Law
acts 1e S i

i sopocits :msn: Regulation and Sunnud are

ISTIMIRAR SUNNTUD.

%. It is known to the Zemindars, Talookdars, Me-
r'txsul'urs, Ryots, aud all cultivators of land in th; ter-
ritories subject to the Government of Fort St. George.
that from the earliest until the present period of time,
the publi assessment of the land revenue has nevelj
been fixed; but that according to the established
practice of Asiatic Governments, the assessment of the
lfmd revenue has fluctuated without any fixed prin-
ciples for the determination of the amount ; and with-
out ary security to the Zemindars, or other persons
for the continuance of a moderate land tax. On the
contrary, frequent enquiries have been instituted by
the ruling power, whether Hindu or Mahomedan, for
the purpose of augmenting the assessment of the.l’nnd
revenue ; and it has heen customary to regulate such
augmentations by the enquiries and opinions of the
l?cal officers appointed by the ruling power for the
time being. In the attainment of an izereased
revenue on such foundations, it has been usual for the
Government 1o deprive the Zemindars, and to appoint -
persous on its own account to the management of the

o 1.
. Zemindaries ; thercby reserving to the ruling power

thfa implied right, and tle actual exercise, of the pro-
prictory possession of all lands whatever, it is obvious
that such a mode of administration must be injurious
to the permancut prosperity of the country. L*)y ob-
structing the progress of agriculture, 'populu,tion and
wealth, and destructive to the comfort of iu(liv’idunl

Dersons by diminishing the secnrity of personal free-

dom, and of private property.’
2nd. The British Government, impresscd with a
(.lecp sense of the injuries arising to the State and to
1ts subjeets from the operation of such principles, has
resolved to remove from its administration so fl'u’itful
a SOl}ch of uncertainty and disquictude ; to grant to
Zemindars, and other landholders, their heirs, and
:il:lclzc‘:zors, a permanent property in their land in all
o pubu:ome. 3 to fix for ever a moderate assessment.
o e re;enue on such lands, which shall never
o Courto c ;aJnge. under any circumstances ; to insti-
ol riilot udicature for the proteetion of these
M g lbs.; and to secure to every description of
P law:ut_l]lec:‘s under .the operation of fixed and
o o d,o me ree exercise of the religious iustitu-
) estic usages of their ancestors.
N 7th. Y.ou shall be at free liberty to transfer, without
au:hI;::mT co_nsent of Government, or of any other
by ste s ifto “homever. you may think propey eithor
o Wh,df 0; or otherwise, your proprietory right in
s n any part of your Zemindary; such
r of your land shall be valid, and recognized, by

e sl
e rim——

3

prictory right in the whole, or in any part of their the Courts and Officers of Government, provided they
Zemindaries ; such transfers of land shall be valid, and  shall not be repugnant to the Mahomedan or the
shall be respected by the Courts of Judicature and by Hindu Laws, or to the Regulations of the British Go-
the Officers of Government ; provided they shall not vernment, but unless such sale, gift, or transfer shall
be repugnant to the Mahomedan or to the Hindu have been regularly registered at the Office of the Col-
Taws, or to the Regulations of the British Government. lector, and unless the public assessment shall have
Dut unless such sale, gift or transfer shall have beenre- been previously determined, and fixed on such sepa-
gularly registered at the Office of the Collector, and un- rated portions of your estate by the Collector,

less the public assessment shall have been previously such sale, gift, or transfer shall be of mno legal
ted portions of force or effect ; nor shall such transaction exonerate

determined and fixed on such separa
land by the Collector, such sale, gift, or transfer shall you from the payment of any part of the public land-
tax assessed on your entire Zemindary previously to

of no legal force or effect, nor shall such transac-
m the payment of any part such transfer; but your whole zemindary shall con-
d on the entire Zemindary tinue to be answerable for the total land-tax, in the

ut the whole Zemindary same manncr as if no such transaction had occurred.
le for the total land-tax
such transaction had

be
tion exempt a Zemindar fro
of the public Jand-tax assesse
previously to such transfer, b
shall continue to be answerab
in the same manner as if no

occurred.
4. TFrom these extracts

as well as from the other provisions of the Regulation and of
. the Istimirar* Sunnud it must be evident to your Ex-

593 osfe%iefueﬂrﬂ %?({;fsfggi;fl”’f,'é"ﬁﬁiﬂif . cellency that the grantee of this Sunnud and her heirs,
successors and assigns had and have as against Govern-

Vol. 1.

indefeasible title to hold the estate unreservedly for all time to come or to alienate
the same to others wholly or in part by sale, gift or otherwise, and as far as
Government were or are concerned, their title to the estate comprised in the grant ceased to
exist, except ag to enforcing punctual payment of their dues in the mode laid down in the
said Regulation and Sunnud. That this is the correct view of the legal consequences

1 flowed from the act of Government in conferring the estate on Ranee Mangaleswara

whic
Nachyar will be evident to your Excellency on reference to page 103 of the st volume of
the Select Decrees of the Madras Sudder Court, where

t Appeal No. 18 of 1814 in a suit} respecting this very estate and the nature of
o said Ranee, that Court observed as follows—* In determining the succes-
« sion in favor of Ranee Mangaléswara Nachyar, the Government expressed no intention
« of limiting the inheritance, no special restr‘ictions were imposed on the future disposal
« of the Zemindaree; and the right of succession was left liable to be affected, by any act
« within her power to perform, under the provisions of the Hindu Law. The rights
« conferred by this act of the Government were confirmed by the deed of permanent

« gettlement, granted to her in the year 1803.”
5. Accordingly Ranee Mangaleswara Nachyar held the estate till her death which

4 Nos, 25, 26, 27,28, 20 aud 80 of 1802, occurred in 1807, exercising the full powers of Zemin-
These regulations provide for their powers dars under the Regulations} of 1802. Previous to her
;‘,‘l‘c‘ln?j,’;%',‘f’;"(ﬂif,‘;“m‘iﬁf’hui‘jli,“}""ﬁffRyGoﬁ””;‘,; death, but after that of her hushand, she in 1803 or
1804 adopted Annasamy, alius Muttu Vijaya Raghu-

the other.
nadha S¥tupaty who was nearly related to her husband, under authorization from his (her
husband’s) relations. She also left a Will§ -dated 11th

§ Bne. 4 May 1807, in confirmation of his adoption, and devising
This will was attested by Colonel Martin and the then Collector
Mr. George Parish. But the right of Annasamy to succeed to the estate was contested
by Sivagamy Nachyar, the daughter of the deposed Polygar. On the 20th or 30th March
1812, the Board of Revenue of the day recommended that the right of Annasamy to the
estate should be recognized in preference to Sivagamy Nachyar on the following grounds.

The Board observed :— .

15. * The will of the deceased Ranee, of which copy and tr
« Collector, is dated the 11th April 1807, and appears to be witnessed by
« Collector Mr. Parish, and by the Prodhani or Minister Teagaroya Pillay.

ment an
or transfer

its grant to th

the whole estate to him.

anslation has been submitted by the
Colonel Martin and the late
At which precise period the
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land, i..e. such a.s hold :
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less the public assessment shall have been previously such sale, gift, or transfer shall be of mno legal
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Government were or are concerned, their title to the estate comprised in the grant ceased to
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whic
Nachyar will be evident to your Excellency on reference to page 103 of the st volume of
the Select Decrees of the Madras Sudder Court, where

t Appeal No. 18 of 1814 in a suit} respecting this very estate and the nature of
o said Ranee, that Court observed as follows—* In determining the succes-
« sion in favor of Ranee Mangaléswara Nachyar, the Government expressed no intention
« of limiting the inheritance, no special restr‘ictions were imposed on the future disposal
« of the Zemindaree; and the right of succession was left liable to be affected, by any act
« within her power to perform, under the provisions of the Hindu Law. The rights
« conferred by this act of the Government were confirmed by the deed of permanent

« gettlement, granted to her in the year 1803.”
5. Accordingly Ranee Mangaleswara Nachyar held the estate till her death which

4 Nos, 25, 26, 27,28, 20 aud 80 of 1802, occurred in 1807, exercising the full powers of Zemin-
These regulations provide for their powers dars under the Regulations} of 1802. Previous to her
;‘,‘l‘c‘ln?j,’;%',‘f’;"(ﬂif,‘;“m‘iﬁf’hui‘jli,“}""ﬁffRyGoﬁ””;‘,; death, but after that of her hushand, she in 1803 or
1804 adopted Annasamy, alius Muttu Vijaya Raghu-

the other.
nadha S¥tupaty who was nearly related to her husband, under authorization from his (her
husband’s) relations. She also left a Will§ -dated 11th

§ Bne. 4 May 1807, in confirmation of his adoption, and devising
This will was attested by Colonel Martin and the then Collector
Mr. George Parish. But the right of Annasamy to succeed to the estate was contested
by Sivagamy Nachyar, the daughter of the deposed Polygar. On the 20th or 30th March
1812, the Board of Revenue of the day recommended that the right of Annasamy to the
estate should be recognized in preference to Sivagamy Nachyar on the following grounds.

The Board observed :— .

15. * The will of the deceased Ranee, of which copy and tr
« Collector, is dated the 11th April 1807, and appears to be witnessed by
« Collector Mr. Parish, and by the Prodhani or Minister Teagaroya Pillay.

ment an
or transfer

its grant to th

the whole estate to him.

anslation has been submitted by the
Colonel Martin and the late
At which precise period the
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“ act of adopti :
» ﬁatoitatco?litmicv:as plzxformed does mnot appear from any papers before the Board, but it is understood
place so long ago os the year 1803, shortly after the death of the late Ranee’s husband ’?o

18. ¢ On the part of the w i ‘ n
person who claims the guccession under th i
. - h : ‘ r the act of adoption by
- R::lee:) ;t is to e otbserved that Section 8 Regulation XXV, A, D. 1802, as also the 7Ptl:OClm thi‘ lzlte
d ermanent property which is quoted in the will , s 1o
. p. : y ill acknowledged the right of propri
ransfer without the previous consent of Government or of an otheronuthority :o :£0;9pnet°r5ht°
y soever they

* may think i : :
¥ proper by sale, gift or otherwise, their proprietory right iu the whole or in any part of t}
art of the .

Zemlnda! y and Such tl'ansfel‘s are d re \ah |_)IOH(16(1 the shall 1o o
3 ! ECla d t() be d
td y t be repu.,nant tO the

19. <« This provision of th i
¢ Regulations and of the deed of
“ been consider a e eed of permanent propert -
“ all other 81;:: ed .b.V the late Bfanee as vesting in her an absolute right over tl?e Zpemi}rrulﬂppems " hf.\\”e
pretensions and possibly a similar impression may have been entertained by thi:r)lr ': ugersedmg
ate Collector,

} p b lbl 1 € nesi te t ecome a w ltness to an l]lstl it A\ S W,
¢ otherwise l]e WOul(l roba y 1AV h ta d 0 b 0 y
u Cnt ho 3] tendenc as

6. " Accordingly the Madras G i .
e e overnment sanctioned the pll'oposition of the Board in

¢ I am directed to aCkllOWle(]" 1 5 \‘a Clt Q (I f
(] the recelpt Of your lette d
. h‘t f’ ) X T under date tlle 30'.11 .LI Y 1 i orm
. y()ll tha utlhe Honol‘able ;lhe GO\ (3!'1)03l n COllﬂCll concurs iﬂ you]' opinion thilt under lthle zec. .Su.l()l ()f
Lhe 3“] '] y 1795, hhe 8 eged a(loptlon and bequest by “ill Of the Zemind'u‘y Of Ramnad &Ol LlIl
4 - uttll

J =} & p :9 y Suﬂic\ent I()]"l(l i()] ﬂll()\v ing l 1M POos3essio
YL tt it e ﬂﬁor(l g P S
‘ 1jaya I{ 19 hu ldha Sbtu ﬂt b the 1ﬂte Rﬂn e <3 Al n, mn -’

¢ the ﬁl'st inst"nce H 1eaVinU t t I) 1€8 ()u', of 0Sses ‘,.h
i ¢ H 0 he pal‘ty or m‘l.e P i Il
. , h ] . , €35100 10 COl]test the ‘D t tO the

7. Annas ' i i ’
amy was thus put in possession of the Zemindary. But shortly after thi
- N 115
| ’}o)h? 5‘3&1(1 bwaga.r.ny.Nachyar instituted a regular suit*
e orounds amone other efore the Provincial Court to recover it ﬁ::c,) hi
o nb ° ; n ng others, 1st, that she was the lawful successor to h b tho ate
langa & L . , .
» la:’ es%?;‘al)r ac.hy:xr, and 2ndly, that Annasamy’s adoption was false in ftzzl;t c;l'le l‘;'te
law. ovincial Court gave judgment in her favor, but this judgment “’I;S 2"“ N
; . g 3 revers-
:d b)(rl the .Sudder Court in the appeal} suit already re-
erred to, in which after putting the following, among
D

* No. 3 of 1813.

1 No. 18 of 1814,

other, questions to the Hindu L
q e du Law officers and obtaining their answers thereto, the Court °
s SN

declared the adoption of Annasamy to be true and valid.

.

Questions.
Answers,
L]

May a widow adopt a son, without the consent of

her hushand ?
husband or with the consent of her relations, Thus

IItJ ls.dcclarcd in Dutta Mimamsa Vivada Sararnavam
ﬁx::lutz's Dtu]rmam, and other Law Books; and in con-
| ation thereto, is t1 i
Q~—If the hushand’s consent he required, will that oot o Bty
consent be sufficient if given ovally, or must it i)e

given by a written instrument? M
. ) us :
ment be witnegsed ? t such instru-

thd.;-lf the adoption ba made with the consent of
v:b 1usbo.nd, the consent will be sufficient if it is
- verbal.  But the cansent must be proved, for the

%:’etlll 111 writing. If the hand-writing be proved to
o um (;)f the. husband, the signature of wiinesses
: e Cefi) 18 unnecessary ; otherwise it must be
Q.—If a written inst e by witnesses '
,— ; instru tod ! )
sary that the name of th:an lelxtilget: eb(gm?ld’ s tbneaes 4~The consent may be gi b iti i
the pareats of fhe child, be mentionZdOIt)]ted and of mentioning the name of thegc‘;e'lll:l ty ; W“;mg’ -
14, . . hild to be adopted, and
may the consent be given iereln 3 or - ofits parents ; or- i prot
: generally, t 95 or-leaving tho chi ar
child, not mentioring any ono in patt i{;ula: Padopt any fixed upon. g the child to be afterwards

Q.—If a hushand and wife ex
. ecute an agreem
adopt a child, and one of them afterwards die, fsn:;: iy o and s T o sgecd T g
S (=]

to ad ;
‘,a opt a child, and oncof them die, the survivor

.

A L . . i
widow may adopt a son, with the consent of her -

satisfaction of the rclations; the consent may be .

survivor bound to fulll the agreement, or is the
agreement rendered invalid, by the death of one of

the parties ?

Q.—1f the husband, at the time of his death, should
speak concerning such deed of agreement, is the widow
authorized by anything that may have been so said to
adopt the child mentioned in the agreement ?

Q.—In such & deed of agrecment, must the name

- of the child to be adopted, and the names of his
parents, be mentioned, according to law, or if, asin
the following passage, the name of the mother and of
the tribe only be mentioned, is such a deed valid in
Jaw—* the son of —born in the tribe of’—= the father

of the woman about to adopt him

© April 1828.

9. Annasamy Sétupaty married Ranee
but having no son by her, he adopted he
adoption there is no question whatever)
demise in 1820 and continued to hold it

cousin on the female side.
. Nachyar (junior) and Doraraja Nachyar,

ed that the Zemindary shoul
that as they were under
Muttuchella Tevar should co
! estate. He also authorize
é him in case his daughters sho
though legally entitled herself to succeed to
favor of her own daughters; and acc
’ of these two daughters, but was manag
of them namely Mangal
the name of the other daughter

w4

and, Muttuchella Tevar &
* No. 3 of 1843. brought a

+ Tu 1845 or 1846.

of the Zemindary in her own right, and

as the Zamindar,
estate* in her name. To proceed with the

Tt w——

{ Enc. B.

fact both her daughters died wit
€ Enc. C.

supplemental Rejoinder quoted above.

1A e e o

- -

©

g 1
ol

8. This Decree of the Sudder Court was affirmed by the Privy Council, on the 28th o

¢ brother named Ramasamy Séfupaty (about this
who succeeded to the estate on his (Annasamy’s)
till his death in 1830. Ramasamy Sétupaty

married Ranee Parvatavardhiny Nachyar who was
By her he had no som, but only daughters Mangaltswara

andmother (father’s mother) Muttuveeroy survived him. At his death Ramasamy arrang.
d be held by his two daughters instead of his widow, but
age abt the time, his adoptive mother Muttuveeroy and one
atinue to be respectively their guardian and manager of the
d his wife Ranee Parvatavgrdhiny Nachyar to adopt a boy for
uld have no issue so as to continue the line. Parvatavardhiny -

ordingly the estate was registered in the joint names
od for them by the said Muttuchella Taver. One
dswara (jundor) died in 1840, after which the estate continued in
Doraraja Nachyar and was managed by Parvatavardhiny ’

foresaid. While they were thus in management, Muttuveeroy ' .

and while that suit was pending, Doraraja Nachyar the
other daughter of Ramasamy Sétupaty also demised.
Upon this Parvatavardhiny assumed and held possession
has continued in the exercise of all her powers
and Government also recognised her position as such and registered the

Parvatavardhiny set up in para 11 of her supplemental .
Rejoinder
from her husband to adopt a son in the event of both her daughters leaving no issue (in
hout issue). On the 2th February 1847, Muttuveeroy o
Razeed or compromised that suit on certain terms which
it is not necessary now to detail, and in that Razee® she )

guthorized Parvatavardhiny to adopt a boy under the circumstances set forth in the

5

must fulfil the engagement; the agreement is not
rendered void, by the death of one of the parties.

4.—1F the husband, at the time of his death, refer
to such agreement, the wife is anthorized, thereby, to
adopt the child mentioned in the agreement.

A.—Whether the name of a child and of its'parents
be mentioned, in such agreement, in order to identify
it ; or whether to know whose child is referred to
the names of the mother and of the tribe from whic]; : "
he is descended be named, such agreement is binding : 3

in law. '

Muttuveeroy Nachyar as his Pattama Sree ;

the daughter of Muttusamy Tévar his

v e

who together with their mother and their

the estate, assented to these arrangements in

suit* to oust Parvatavardhiny and Muttuchella; i

history of the suit adverted to above, Ranee

+ the authorization which she had received ?

VR (e

e

.

v 10. Being thus authorized not only by her husband Ramasamy Sttupaty, but also ’ |
L by Lis mother Muttuveeroy, and being likewise permitted by her relatives, she (Parvata- B ’%
vardhiny) accordirgly on the 24th May 1847, duly, legally, and with all the publicity and !
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ive days previous to this adoption, 4, e. on
Madura, giving him notice of such
y of adoption, and inviting him to pe Present on the
21st, the Collector expressing doubts regarding her Power to make the
information on certain points, and gy

occasion. Qnp the
adoption, desired

1L Appli
€ su

53, Government, again declared their
on, and pointed out to the Collector g g

* I have on the 28th July last, intimateq to you by a Yadast the Ord
“the 2ud idem, cancclling the Order of ok Boar
“ directed the escheat of

er of the Government dated

d of Revenue under date the 10t} March 1849, which
the Zemindary subsequent to Your demise, and recognising the adoption made
“ by you till it should be repudiated by the Ciyj) Court.”

» Setling aside {he above Order, con-
dated the 10y March 1849 ang directing t

he escheat of ¢¢ Zemindary
The Board, in Pbursuance thereof, forwardeq their Proceedings on the 3]st idem, a
“ correct translation ang copy of the sam

nt for your perusal, T have also despatched
* an Order on the 3rq Inst and the Head of Police
‘“ of the Cusbg directing ¢
“ of Providence, You shoy

“ after your time,

be Zemindary and its appurtenances to be zufted

ld have departed this Jife,”
12. Your Memorialist wh

of Madura passed
g that the Collector had no right to

Suit No. 35 of 1861, which appeal Is still pending before the
High Court of Madras, and wij) take some time before it shall be decided. '
13. To avoid however the de]

ay and costs of a protracted 1i
the doubts of Government, in

tigation, and to remove
regard to the right of your M

emorialist to succeed by

%

4

4

— ot et s o
X
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. . ise of his rights
him in the full exercise o night
. . nxious also to see 1862, executed in his
virtue of his adOPtmI;’ angajlee on or about the 2_1St Februa?iron of the adoption and
to the Zeminf(} "‘?’f; ) 1‘; sufficient and proper Sta’ml.) - cogﬁl(::athe same day put him in
favor a deed of gift on d her husband’s heirs ; an rty belonging to her.
with the consent ;f aJl ::‘:ya;:ld all other real and personal property
: f the Zemin
possession 0

deed of gift.
ing is a Translate of the N N
The following is a b Srimatu Hiranya Garbha Yaji Raﬂkllllla ng:yia:t oi-D:Madum e
. d by me, Sr . ks Vi ,

« A deed of gift exe:cut(;raciiyar, the present Zemindar of Ra(;nn::i 1:f e Dt of Madurs, o g
« Setupaty I’arvataval”‘\lhlny ty my sister’s son and my own adopte1 8 ,Dayadies’ nfeo wil, acod, and
i Scu:'p; !z,mdyentire consent and sanction of aé. (r’nio yodics, Bandhus, and
e o ﬂm'i - ;he d:te the 21st February 1862, corresponding
¢ clagses of heirs, under

i nad, have with and ac-

fo all the world hat L, the Zefm“di‘: Ofntlzamconsent and sanction of

Lt sty I.mown by my lato bushand, snd W o i:h the consent and sanction of

« cording to the authority glv(;m I‘I'eo_thy(; r descriptions of beirs, al}d :}lls: ;:a h the consent and sancion o

*mymtrivian o a;[ut:uveeroy Nackiyes o conveye?i mted and affiliated you on the 24th May

oy on o i f te Zilah Gourt of Madurm, By »oP d husband, attended by Dattahomam
« 1843, on the’ﬁle of the la:: e on aocomt of my dosease

¢ 1847, as son both on my

i i law :
« and all other ceremonies prescribed by

o b f th ]th Ie ()l"e(l llp()ll to the 1 h‘ic(‘
Wl } aJopt on hﬂvln een forthw. I) COllectol' Of the D].S 3
€ . q l.d. y
d . . 0 he ca le(l .l[l. uestion the legal validit;
: lth fact Of the adoption; th ugh (1

.tly admitte .
¢ that Officer taci

llowle(loed ou as the legal helr and success
| a ‘ e overn: t who in Ju] 1853, ack B
ereas ment, 'y

directed the
. he same year, and :
. changed their opinion in November o:'n; e the Collector issued
““ the Zemindary aforesald’.haV:f theDZemindarY after my deatlll)’ plu;?; .
ssion or .
* Collector o toko Pofselike effect under date the 15th Novem the Zemindary of Ramnad, and all
« an Order to me to the have been fully entitled to succeed to
vh you ave
¢« Whereas althoug

ttained your

ay 1856 when you have a

ining from and after the 24th May X emove the bar imposed by the
« the wealth thereunto aPPertuu}de?ed it advisable and eKPedleI.‘t fo rin actual possession of the said -
still T having consi foresaid before putting you

er aforesa

ninge. u a 8su n in the Civil
b h 1 i the Collector in the

Zemind ¥ nd he w h thereunto pp inl g t suit agall st o

o e ving j by an Order direc ing

()e"ri . ha adllzt eh enal(t) t erI:' t:9 :f 1857 which suit ha ng been re']e‘:ti‘dlsfso e

173 . . S. No. ’ L . . . .

- y ou toobft eo' sahi ul“ay lu h - accordingly instituted the Ougmal S;ll: :] 05:. (V) ) eﬂ‘r énforemsm ll:d h

. Coo X rinandt oebs - oDe(}av: setting aside the Collector’s Order o he 15th Nov mib e df ol

) foet o N WEev preferred an Appeal to the Sudder Court n. No. 85 of 1

’ however

 majority, ;
¢ I('?o':lector’ss Order of the 15th Novem

tor has is still depending :
* Whereas tho Cl(ine((;izil Court aforesaid, and such Appe'al * if any, that may be preferred to
* from the Decreo of the £ that Appeal, and of the Spocial Appe al’ll rent Appeal is likely to be
« Whereas the disposal -‘; £ 0; the Decree of the Sudder Court in the p X .
) ivy Council fr
« Her Majesty’s Privy

; money : to the rights
“gattended by immense loss o’f tine and ove ;19 doubts expressed by th.e (-}ovfﬁ?:z: :: your rights,
« Therefore I with 2 view -to1 1:“:0 prevent all disputes that may ans:i3 ‘l;ltim consent and sanction
« flowing from your adopuon,ﬂz;nic‘;:rd, and affection and w'ith the fullfa;l]y said Zemindary of Ramnad
1 do hergby ol %Wndi: :nd, all other heirs, make a free gift to you o
“ of my Dayadies, Ban

al property
-y other real and person )
ertaining, and’ also of all and ew{ely o d title in the said Zemindary
«and all the wealth thereunto .ﬂPPt you outright all my interest, right, an
. d now resign to 2
« belonging to me, an

; blution of
: ompained by the a .
ther real and personal property aforesald,s;icion Pand enjoyment of the said
“ oud its wealth, and the‘o and do further hereby put youin };osothel‘ real and personal property
[ water wilh g0 alndh hav:alth thereunto appertaining, and all the
: { all the w
+¢ Zemindary, and

'

. itle thereii.
. t l’l""ht’ and title
i iso all my interest, rig
< aforesmd, and a.

. . richt and title,
: rty, interest, righ .
1d and enjoy all and every of the said Pro{t):ee.: stones, metals, the eight
* You shall theref'?l'e - tenances such as hidden treasures, water, s
ith all theif appur
“ together wit

| y I g‘ Dc'
L m t a he tcn llohts Of Ownershlp Wlth f-.].u hberty to allenate the same by Ulfb’ mo t ,

d t B o
enjo ents, af

Xxe T efe 1016 he TS f t ¢ sun and m0011, ﬂl]d tlansmlt the
€ w Y1Z ht S0 ﬁ d a d lnd as. bl as t course o h 8
Sﬂ.le, &'Cc, lth a 1

r heirs.
ons, and othe:

sons, g‘l‘aﬂds

« same to your

«
=TT SSEEA S S

o pwee, T AmeE I = N .
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“Thus bave I executed this deed of gift of my own free will and accord.
“ This deed of gift has been trauscribed by me.
(Signed) DORASAMIEN,

Son of M. Soolbien,
Transcrider.

- -~ \, .
(Signed) RANEE SETUPATY PARVATAVARDHINY N

Witnesses. ACHYAR.

Mark of Stanapaty Muttal residing at Ramnad.

Deo. Karuppayi.
Do, - Minakshi,
(Signed) Muttoovijaya Raghunada Tevar
» Moottoosamy Tevar,
»» Ponnoosamy Tevar.

“ W ; : .
« Parvatai::h’])ay;;hes-()f Srimatu Hiranya Garbha Yaji Ravikula Vijaya Raghun
iy timy ac.luyar, and her deceased husband, do hereby agree to andosan
anctioned this deed of gift with our own free will and accord.

adha Ranee Sétupaty
ction and have agreed

(Signed) MUTTUSAMY TEVAR.
»  RAMASAMY TEvAR.
»  SAMY IYA TEVAR
-»  MUTTUKARUPPA TEVAR.

» RAMABAJA T

(7] We the (] el . . EVAR.

« Sttupaty By rt;:tacrmnged Bandh.us of Srimatu iranya Garbha Yaji Ravikula Vijaya i{a"] dha R

oo ) var m)f Nachiyar, and her deceased husband, do hercby agree ¢ R
ve agreed to and sanctioned this deed of gift with our own free will and ac:ord ° ond sanction nd

(Signed) E. POOLARA TEVAR.

” DORASAMY TEVAR.

” IYASAMY TEVAR.

" VANNY POOLARA TEVAR.
MUTTU VAYIRU TEVAR.
NADAMBAVANA TEVAR.
" CHINNASAMY TEVAR.

” PONNUSAMY TEVAR.

14. On th ' -
gister the Z:: mi;dzame.s di';y your Memonahst made an application to the Collector to re-
'y 10 his name under Regulation XXV of 1802, but that officer refused

compliance with that application pending a reference to the Board of Revenue

15. Y ial; .
Coutt of M:duzriiizl;:i&il:t nrl:',le,r::(-iere}ci \:,he said deed for registration in the Subordinate
' egulation XVIT of 1802, and that Court ing sotar
\ the same on the 1st March 1862 as shewn below. necordingly registered

« Endorsement.

“ This deed of gift is entered in the N i
‘ : {adura Zillah Sub Court Regist Y g
“ No. 4580, this 1at day of March 1862, at 3 o’clock P, L. = BO‘Ok Yo Hlpese 5610

(Signed) J. D. GOLDINGHA),
Sub Judge.”

-t s o

- nently put forward in th

" cient in law to make the adoption valid mu

9

16. Your Memorialist thereupon presénted the Petitions noted in the margin* to
the Board and Government ; but after a delay of several
months, Government passed an order under -date 15th
December 1862, refusing to recognise the gift; against
such order of the Government, your Memorialist humbly
begs leave to appeal to your Excellency in Council, sub-
mitting herewith printed copiest of the said Petitions.

* T the Board 5ih March 1862.
2ud April 1862.

To Government 26th March 1862.
2nd April »
4th July »
6th October o
11th November ,,

+ Enc. D.
17. The matters involved in this appeal may be treated of under the fOHOWing0

heads.
I. The validity of the adoption of your Memorialist.

II. The validity of the deed of gift. ]
III. The right of Government to object to the acts of the Ranee.

IV. The policy of Government in this case.
18. In regard to the adoption there is no dispute as to the fuctum thereof The
adoption was made with great pomp and publicity, at-
tended with every formality and solemnity required by
* Jaw or usage. Due notice of the Ranee’s intention to adopt was given to the Collector
and he was invited to be present at the ceremony, and after the adoption was thus made and
completed the fact was duly reported to the Collector. Indeed no objection has been
raised by the officers of Government in respect of the actuality of this adoption. ‘

1. Adoption.

19. The legality of adoption is now challenged by Covernment on the
ground that the Ranee being a widow could not adopt without authorization from her
Lushand or other relations competent to give such authority. In the first place the
Collector denies that Ramasamy Sétuputy gave the authority to adopt under the cir-
cﬁmstzmces set forth in para 9 hereof. The chief and indeed the sole argument of the
Collector in support of this denial is this viz. that if he had given such authority he would .
Lot have addressed the Arzee which he did in 1829 or 1830 asking that his dm{ghters should

" be recognized his successors $o the estate. But this argument if there is any thing in it
shews too much. ~ It shews that in preferring his daughters, his widow Parvatavardhiny
had no title to succeed him. But it is clear that the title was in her and that she waived
it in favor of her own children. After all whatever weight may be due to this Arzee, it
ceases to exist when it is ‘seen that the suthorization to adopt was conditional on the
daughters begetting no children. Such conditional permission is allowed by Hindu Law
(See Morley's Digest Vol. 1 adoption case 111.) and it is consistent with all the facts and
probabilities of the case. The dying Zemindar leaving twa daughters capable of continu-
ing his line was not likely to have given unqualified authorization to adopt, which if carri-
el out would have had the effect of dis-inheriting not only his daughters but their children
also who may be afterwards begotten- The fact of such authority was moreover promi-
e supplemental rejoinder in No. 3 of 1843, just after the dedth

of the last of the two daughters, and the contending party admitted the same in the
Razeenamah which terminated that suit. '
90. In the second place even if such authorization was not given by Ramasamy
. Sétupaty (which in point of fact he did) the permission given by his mother Muttuveeroy
Nachiyar would suffice in law for legalising the adoption. That she gave the permission
aid Razeenamah ; nay the fact is not disputed. That it is suffi-
st be obvious from any work on Hindu Law,
See Sir Thomas Strange* Vol I, pages 79 and 80,
also Sreerama Pundita in his Datta Mimamsa in which
he says ¢ An issueless widow may with the permission
+ Parents here means the father of  « of tho parents,;t brothers, &c, take a son in adoption.

ther of the husband.
mother of fhe B see also Borraidale’'s Vyavahara Mayukha, }7 2 Andthere

is amply shewn by the s

* Edition of 1830.
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1s no point of Hindu Law and usage more clear than that in the absence of the husband’s

authority, his mothe < i i
ot r who Woulq be the next heir after the widow can supply the

o c201. In the next pla,c'e it is contended in one and the same place that the heirs did

oy =M‘nsent to .the a(?optml.l and that there are no leirs competent in law so to consent.

o gumf;xt is a:n inconsistent one. But taking it for what it is worth, your Memo-

Ranie:;?h qsz}l:mltdthit there are abundant heirs who would be entitled to succeed the
g the adoption (as to the existence of the heir

anee X : 3 s, see post, paras 24 and 25 of

ngefii:;o?al)lznc(l thatil their consent would render valid the adoption which would be
invalid, (see the authorities quoted in the i

. ] preceding para and also Datta Mi-

N 0 Datta M1

t;jj: ;)(fnljm:daifundlta, .by Sutherland, Chapter I, 17). Theoﬁlct that the heirs did give

sent will be evident from their consenting signatures to the deed of gift '11:)\«'8

b <

a«d ver ted ‘30 a]ld W 111 lf necessay y be OW y am )l €v ldbll(.f 1 I l 1 bUIllt y 3 owe [
b 3 2 1
sh L b I e f oppo bb dll G

o N
22. Before executing the deed of gift aforesaid in favor of your Memorialist
the Ranee obtained the advice of Counsel. She had

the benefit of the opini e

. o ' b pinion of three Members of th

Sudder Bur, two of whom were practising Barristers at Law and all entitled to weight
f] D

II. Deed of gift.

* ue. B and consideration. Their opinions are submitted® here-

with for your Excellency’ i
" o . xcellency’s perusal, and in poin law
this deed of gift is good and valid for the following reasons. a point e£ ¥

Firstly, because the heirs have all assented to the gitt which is therefore bind-

i  vOr .
ng on the whole world, That sugh is undonbted law will be seen from the work of Sir '

" :
I‘homag Strange, Vol. I, pages 246 :%ud 247.  Your Memorialist is aware that, great reliance
* Lne. F. . is placed by the Revenue authorities on tht(): Judgment*
of theT ]’r'{vy Council in the case of the Colleitol‘ of
of Government to st o alienatciz:; 11)\a1'a11r;11»1m, as deﬁning and declaring the rights
decision goes the length of holdine t}):w: uxl:ld: ‘I‘{l'dulw ‘Eﬂmut s
eoon . th of holding th er Hindu Law a widew avithout heirs
mene;s t:ewsi:mlr:; :f;t}?(;:,?;: in regard .tn Ler powers of alicnation a3 against the
Coorn 43 & idow absence, " }13. as against sxl(fll heirs; or in other words that the
xting Toir by The i 1e3~s.t-he same right to object to her alienation as an
oo 1 the supomsed et t:;x;e 1;1(Iee(l the sol‘e ground on which thiy decision is
e T phosed ahsclut ): X o de}‘)endc.*nce in which females are placed by the
ot het: h}l Sb: Z?IV(,-—- .It. 13 not merely for the protection of the
il N autho;.t.r: ; ‘relntu)ns that the fetter on the widow's power is
ol e 1 u.,s, rom Menu downwards, may be cited to show that,
Iiy e principles of Hindu Law, the proper state of every woman is one of

[asulipatam - versus Cavaly Ven

“ tutelage ; ; : .
age; that they always require protection and are never fit for independence.—Si7

«“ ThOl’l X 13 .
vk ;a:. Stlinge (see “ Strange on Hindu Law,” Vol I, page 242) cites the authority of
or \ .. . 242 .
¢ proposition that, if a woman have no other controller or I)l‘otcctorythe

I(IIW Sh.()uld COn.ttI()l or I'IoteCt hel. A(’alll al t} A 1() (& m sh wing Lh‘lt'
o
= > ]. e tutl I‘ltl S concur showl '
O

) ;,f‘;:‘(’);;l;:f (t)o «tgel [Edncx}){es o'f Hlf’ldlt law, the life of a widow is to be one of ascetic
prive 2 * Cole rooke.s Digest,” 459). Hence probably it gave her a power of dis-
) gzst;};e(::nf(;xc; 11')ehg1ou?, Whlch' it denied to her for other purposes. 'l‘heselpri;zi;)]es l(;)0
S jai(;?iﬁ:;t w;t:h t]he doctrine that fm the failure of heirs, a widow hecomes
e inlllerite:lpel.icr y uncontrolled in the disposal of her property, and frec
oy nander her inherites wea .t  for the purposes of selfish enjoyment.” They conclude—
e ordsh gme e o oi')fmon, that the restricticns on a Hindu widow’s power of
*ad of i capae of aking on b et Tt Elows ths o w0 et
“d . i > death. vllows that if] : irs, the

right to the propf:rty, so far as it has not been lawfully disp:st;dlf’of O}I;}:v‘}l:f' ;f\s}slf: t); ::lxi

e e e PR P
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« Crown, the Crown must have the same power which an heir would have of protecting

« its interests by impeaching any unauthorized alienation by the widow.” With the
utmost deference t0 their Lordships; your Memorialist humbly submits that the law as

laid down by them is not correct.

takes far from being a mere life esta
qualified estate and an anomalous estate as compared with any estate of inheritance

passing under the English law. The first citation relied on by their Lordships, viz,
I Strange 242 (page 244 in the edition of 1830) has it will be seen reference obviously to
the state of continence which the law exacts from every Hindu widow, and not to her
power of alienation. The 2nd quotation, viz. that from II Colebrooke’s Digest 459 refers
\e is enjoined to observe. These ¢itations are therefore inappli-

%o the life of privation st
cable to the question in issue, viz., her powers of alienation. Looking to the real Hindu

law it will be seen that in the absence of the husband actual or constructive the wife

can contract for mecessaries, viz, maintenance of the family, nuptials of the daughters,

funeral rights, &c., (See I Strange 276 and 277). In certain of the laboring classes as
awers, musicians, oilmongers, &c., the woman "that

They allow that the estate which a Hindu widow
te is an estate of inheritance though a special and

washermen, cowkeepers, toddy dr
contributes to the support of the family may contract obligations which will bind the

husband (See I Strange 977—Strange’s Manual, CL 135). So much for her power of con-
tracting, which though allowed in exceptional cases shows that women under Hindu law
are not the absolutely dependent beings they are supposed to be. Then as to her powers
of alienation it will be observed that as far as personalty is concerned that is absolutely
at her unshackled disposal. (See I Strange, edition of 1830, pages 247 and 248. Madras
Sudder Court, page 115 of the Reports for 1849.) . How is this consistent with the position

laid down by their Lordships that she is in a state of perpetual tutelage ? Again as to Souda--

yaca (affectionate gift) which is her Sridhane given to her by her parents or brothers,
she has unfettered dominion over it (Sec Strange’s Manual, Clause 147. Mitakshara 11, X1, 5.
Saraswati Vilasa. Vyavahara Mayuksha 1V, VIIA 1V, X,8) This is undoubted Hindu
law, and is utterly incompatible with the position laid down by their Lordships. Then
as to real property derived from her husband, her powers of alienation are doubtless
restricted by the law. But male holders of real property are under a similar restriction,
though not to the same extent. A father having sons, - son’s sons or son’s grand-sons
cannot alienatc immoveable property whether ancestral or acquired without their consent
(See I Strange, pages 19 and 20. II Strange 9 and 11. C. Mitakshara I, 1, 27). But even
where he can alienate property ancestral or acquired moveable or immoveable, he must.
leave a sufficiency for the maintenance of the family. (I Strange 18 and 19—Strange’s Manual
Cl, 153. From these authorities it will be seen that it is not women alone that are restricted
in their capacity to alienate. Men also ave in certain circumstances placed under a similar
prohibition. Why should the law impose these restrictions on alienations ? Simply because
it attaches such paramount importance to the intercsts of those who are to be maintain-
ed out of such property as forms the fund for their maintenance. But the Crown
depends not for such support on any property ;- and therefore cannot ohject to their
alienation by any person whether male or female. In support of this view, the Honor-
able T. L. Strange observes at page 40 of the 2nd edition of his Manual with re-
forcnce to the same judgment.—It is certainly novel doctrine that the Sovereign, in
« view of his power under escheat, can do more than take possession of property without
« gn owner; and that, as if a true heir, he can challenge the act of the last incumbent
« in assigning away the property. But beyond the objection arising from the general
« Joctrine of escheat, the decision of the Privy Council, which is more an argument
« than a construction of the law, will not stand the test of the- written law.” “The
« «term heritage (Daya),” says the author of the Mitacshara « signifies that wealth
« « which becomes the property of another solely by reason of relation to the owner.”
« Again “ Heirless property (Adayikam ; that is without a Dayi, or heir), or wealth which
« « i without an heir (Dayadi) to succeed to it goes tothe King” (Mitacshara 11 2; 111 27).




ey e o e

T eeRaRPr - a i o e e et

e Fe—— gy

s

:
¢
3}
;
:
!

~ right to the property passes to th

‘wment, is abundantly shown by the D

- From this Pedigree it will be seen

Dayadi i
~ Dayadies, now takes their consenting
f=3
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“ Again Madh ; |
« cluded froma:l)ir:zzhiiysh itdown from a tex.t of Brihaspati that “a widow is pre-
“ of the heirs (Dayadies) - realklfmpeny Ly gift, sale, or otherwise, without the consent
“ the same text. It is cle;ar :Iyoo ' o Smroti Chandrike hold the like doctrine from
« widow b 1o rotection ot ,t N 1exi§ﬁ3re, .from. these Passages, that the restriction upon the
“ by reason of relationship to :h ayadies, simply ; namely those interested in the estate
« r id upon her in Protectipon of :h(()):: f;‘z;:]ts\f;z;i'the lt"'otl:"t)’ B traced, nd that i is not
“ heirs in any ge A Ing to the Sovereisn; not a
« stranger y F:(l,:, ;lllttiz c;mmg. in when T,lfese are no Dayadies ?n- lxei:s &,lst::: ::f atg,h:
Council that the J udament‘, 0;egl?lfl?q ﬂlltll()l:lt/les it must be clear to your 1'3\'00119!;:3 in
law ; most probably t}?ey Wer0 1t o I.‘OrdShlps was based on an incorrect ;'ie\\' ofythe
before them. But it is neithe e(.l to it from the way in which counsel arcued the ¢

. er Hindu law nor Eng sued She cne

alienations of privat L tabthe Crow
) i . TOWN ¢f b It
Judgment is ch))rrect ilt)rzizrt). Granting however for the sake of m‘frum:x:: :l]:- ‘tu:’}‘]gi
2 not affect the present question. That Judt:r)uentl relatdl -
g 1ated Ccon-

fessedly to llelr]ess pl per( y. ] lle r IHPS ()I)Se] ve ll .(lly 1 ’ T llnt (Y] he (k.1 t'he
l

e Crown, the Crow
n, the Crown must have the same power which

unau i: 1 I
thorized alienations. From this it must he evident
at where there are heirs

an heir would have of impeaching
.to. your Excellency in Council 'd;D
widow’s acts, for the wunt

permits the interference of f}
“as established th
“ become so if s
“ favour of aliena

) Whe heits, the Crown cannot challenge a
l (;f C’ii::i is lt;hrelonly .(:1rcumstance which in their oepi;ion
% 2 oty - Again, their Lordships observe « it m
. ¥ her which would n
tL.de wﬁ.:h the consent - of her husband’s
ion
“ rfonsent is given, the X:E:O:eoi'iim'may et
this declaration of the J! o

; ay be taken
ot otherwise Le legitimate may
kindred.”—¢ The exception in
: a presumption of law that when ti
' - e : n that
v mmosent hich the alienation is made must be proper.”  From
the gift assented to oo it Joe e l_);J'lg Ifrt(;m tille highest judicial authority, it follows that
>S¢ all the hei st be ‘
and that it is not open to Government, to challleerl]m 1.':““ e el to bogond wad vald
ge it. ,

24, Secondl e 5 e ex f \Y -
Y, b,cau.e th is e
t 4 overn

. ccree of the Sudder Udalut
o 1957 reportal r Udalut in Appeal Suit No. 66 of
at pages 8 to 14 of the Decrees for 1858, In

thdty De ¥ ;
cree a Pe [ n %h( Wing 1CE
dlgl‘e 18 gl&(ﬂ Y = the eA\lbt{(Jl

Poolc t i ' )
i Tuver s fully established 'd‘ o b Dt
do 'y evidence of the Plaintitf”
:m‘y Taver who was the hushand of Rance
mindar), and therefore the grandfather of

‘ X t} & d
Mangaléswara Nachyar (the first Istly;ziRaLst
rar

Ramasamy 82
asamy Setupaty dece
carupa Tev: Y ased, had an uncle named Rag T
R ~evar married two wives by each of whom i Lovar whose son Mutta
amaraja Tevar o whom he had sever: .
ne of My ‘ ad several sons, a
suny Tevar, great-grand t"tuf(.} arupas grandsons was the Tth wit " “.d g;andsorls; o
g -g son of Mutt 2 ness in that suit, Siv:
samy Tevar th . ucarupa  was Plaintiffi uit, Siva-
e last & amtiffin that suit an
were then alive and Onlodf Muttucarupa was the 5th witnes t}f i that Muttu-
- and would succsed 58 therein.
Decrée it | ed the Ranee if th i
y 3 ure ] . ey surviv a2
smitto 1 ,,Sdbthdt Government were no parties to {h t e
oun : .. atbies at sui '
sonal status of i vl b asitis cloarly a Judgment i o i
. of individuals, It is not summ‘.’ vem rel
the face of the Decree it jg e sgested th

last, is
: It is also urged as an

All these persons
In cbjection to this
evertheless they are it is

- fttmg as 1t does to tle per-
parties were in collusion, for on

tO?It;iiﬁI;;te was contested fiom first to
‘ ree 1€ Decree or rather of the d
S;;nt;li r(el;s:(c)engants of ercboory Loola Ta vc::’le:ef
e Tt '1e .deed of gift. This can form no
i rell: 1g,n1?rancc of the descent of the
S e atiouship. She thercfore called on
e on the same being found by the higlest

vident that every poin

.y objection to t}
gift that the Ranee who then denied th e force

poss.ible objection to this instrument
parties could not be expected to .
the Plaintiff to that suit to prove th

e,
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Court in the country, she submits thereto, and taking herstand on it obtains their consent
to the gift. Moreover in the Decree of the Civil Court in Suit No. 1 of 1860 already
adverted to, the Court observes “ hat by the 2nd Defendant’s own pleadings, the
« yecords of the Court and the evidence of Plaintiff’s witnesses, it is. clear that there are
«heirs” Furthermore, the Deputy Collector of Madura has taken certain evidence in
conformity with the Orders of the Board of Revenue (11th March 1862) and a table of the
existing relations of the Ranee and her husband was prepared by that Officer and submit-
ted to his superiors. A copy of that table is subjoined, from which it is evident that
there are now living several ‘heirs who by Hindu Law are, on failure of the adoption,

entitled to succeed to the estate on the death of the‘ Ranee.

relationship of the Ramnee Sétupaty of the Rammad Zemindary and

Table showing the
Memorandum, No. 19

her husband to the persons specified in the Collector’s
of the 24th March 1862.

5 Name of the Fath Nmi}fsd()f t}:-}:lp(ilisons R
- : Names of Fathers. specified in the Memo- EMARKS.
Z| Village. d randum. .
“ .
1|Mennandy..|Muttusamy Tevar ...|Muttu Vizia Raguna-} Married to the deceased younger daughter of the
dha Tevar......... { | Ranee Parvata Vardhiny Nachyar.
9|Poosary. ....|Ramasamy Tevar ...|Muttusamy Tevar ...... Son of the younger brother of the preset Ranee.
3{Mennandy..|Muttana Tevar....... Ponnusamy Tevar ...... SD?{ of the younger maternal aunt of the present
anee.
" 4(Kanary......|Muttukarappa Tevar. Muttusamy Tevar ...... Younger brother of Annasamy SZ:tu;iixty, the
2 adpptive father of the present Ranee’s husband. -
Ramaraja Tevar, the adoptive paternal grand-
. fatherof the said Annasamy Sétupaty, and the
paternal grandfatherof this person were brothers.
5/Kanay......Muttusamy Tevar....[Samy Tya Tevar.........[Son of the said Muttusamy Tevar, .
6{Kanary......Muttusamy Tevar... Ramaraja Tevar.........|Younger brother of the said Samy Iya Tevar.
7\Yedambady.[Muttirula Tevar...... Ramasamy Tevar ...... Son of Muttuvira Tevar, clder brother of the said
. . . Muttusamy Tevar.
8/Yedambady.Muttirula Tevar...... &h;araaﬁ:‘{i‘l{) pa T:\lrz's} Younger brother of the said Ramasamy Tevar.
9iVella........ [Chinnatamby Tevar.[Poolara Tevar............ Son of the younger maternal aunt of the Ranee's
. mother-in-law Muttuveeroy Nachyar.
10[Poosary... .‘Ram:mamy Tevar ...|Dorasamy Tevar........\Sonof the younger maternal aunt of the said Mut-
tuveeroy Nachyar, and the junior paternal uncle
of the present Raiee.
11 Mennandy. ‘Muttusamy Tevar....|lyasamy Tevar ........ Son of the maternal uncle of the present Rance.
« 12|Yadambady. Stturama Tevar...... anny Poolara Tevar... Younger brother of the Ranee’s mother-in-law
Muttuveeroy Nachyar. .
Muttuyira Tevar..........Son of the maternal uncle of the present Ranec,

13/Mennandy. . Muttusamy Tevar ... 0
ounger brother of the said Iyasamy Tevar.
brother of the said Muttuvira Tevar.

Muttusamy Tevar ...|Kadambavana Tevar ..|Younger
Muttana Tevar...... Chinnasamy Tevar...... Son of the younger maternal aunt of the present

Ranee. T

14/Mennandy..
15]Mennandy..

(True Copy.)
’ (Signed) T. RAMA ROW,
5tk April 1862. Deputy Collector.

95. The several classes of heir of the Ranee thus prox;ed to be now alive are.
or Kinsmen of the Ranee’s husband and there-

istly. The Dayadies or Sapindas ‘ :
fore of herself, who are entitled to succeed as collaterals on failure of descendants or ascen-
age 253.)

dants. (See Sir Thomas Strange, Vol. I, page 148, Vol. IL, p

2ndly. The Bandhus or cognate kindred of the Ranee’s husband who succeed in

default of Dayadies. (Sce Mitakshara, Chapter IT, Sec. VI)  The Bondhns e

I. Sons of father's sisters.
II.  Do. of mother’s sisters.
III. Do. of mother’s brothers.
the Ranee and their sons, who succeed a3

srdly. The mothers and brothers of
na of the Ranee which is the law in the

her own heirs, taking the estate to be Sridha
Madras School. (Strange’s Manual Clauses 145 and 343, also I Strange 248.)
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there is an adoption and a deed of gift assented to by the heirs.

SV

26.  Under any circumstances it is allowed that the Ranee has a life estate which
she can make over to any one she likes, and such act can only be questioned after Ler death.

27. The ohjections raised by the officers of Government against the adoption

d of gift are not offered in their ministerial
IIL Right of Goverament. and dee &t

ment emanates from their asserted right of prospective escheat; which pretension can be

put forward only in, default of heirs, and after the death of the Ranee,

they assert that there ig an absolute want of heirs between the Ranee and the Crown and
unless this position is made out, they can have no locus stands.
their Decree already quoted observe—

“ the property so far as it has not bee
“ the Crown must have the same po
be abundantly clear that there are s

Nowhere do

The Privy Council in
“ 1t follows that if for want of heirs, the right to
0 lawfully disposed of by her passes to the Crown,
wer, &e.”  But from the Preceding paragraphs it must
everal classes of heirs who would bar the operation of

sented to the acts of the Ranee, from which

, the Sunnud has already been discussed
3 and 4 of this Memorial,  Let us see their effect jn the present case,

of the day after a full enquiry as to who was the mos
the vacant Zemindary, conferred it on g female.

Jemale. They knew that the effect of the Sunnud would be to vest in the grantee and
all her heirs and successors for ever g, permanent, and as far as Government were con-
cerned, an unreserved right to the estate, With the.s facts before them, they granted the
Sunnud not only allowing her and her heirs to hold it for all time to come, but also con-
ferring on her (as provided in the 7th Clause of the Instrument) unfettered powers of
alienation and that too without the Previous consent of Government. “This was the way

that the Regulation and the Sunnud aforesaid were

read® not merely by Ranee Ma.ngaléswa.ra._‘Nachyar
but also by the then Collector Mr. Parish and the Board of Revenue, Accordingly we

find her adopting & son and leaving a will in his favor, both which acts were respected by
the Government and the highest judicial authority in the land. With what bonsistency
then can, it is humbly asked, the pres

present Ranee Parvatavamdhiny—acts
wara Nachyar in every respect? Int

in paras
The Government
t proper person to be selected for
They knew they were dealing with a

* See ante, para 5,

hat case there wasan adoption and a will, in this case

The conduct of Govern-
ment towards Mangaldswara has led the present Ranee into similar acts, and therefore it

is humbly submitted that Government, are, as it were, estopped from dem

urring thereto,
It may be said that Section VIII, Regulation XXV and ClL 7,

of the Istimirar Sunnud
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‘ ' iali bly submits that the conformity to the Hindu
to this po.s sible a,rgumel.l;, you:tif:;o:z:jltu;ﬂiud has reference solely to p‘a,rties other
P th? . heI:‘a heirs” &c., and that the phrase “ without the previous consent
o Govemme’?t, . e.bt econstrued 0;11}’ in this sense. For, if Gove.n.lment mea:nt that
o gmfemment c}imt eere' also intended to be protected by the prov1s101.1 respecting the
el ng'hts " e§° deal . they would have introduced such saving clan.lse m them, know-
conformity to Hin: hu aW,re dZ aling with a female whose powers of a.hen:?t.lon were moi(;
ing f}ﬂl vell that they fw ’ male. Taking, therefore, the whole of the provisions ?f t¥1e sai

restrlcte.d tha,.n thos?so aud d.xll'd considt:aring the subsequent cond.uct of all parties ugzlud-
'Reglﬂa‘tmn - theh wrlz\lZ[?;,n(;aléswam’s acts of alienation were’ (.hscussed, there can be n:
P G(')Yenttlier:li:dezf you:- Excellency in Council that the right of escheat now pu

f('ic?r‘i::r(;nby Government has no foundation in fact or in law.

Apart from mere questions of right this case involves considerations of policy
29. Apart fro

of a very weighty character. The idea of resuming
1V, Policy of Government.

i licy of annexation which the Govern-
- ding but now abandoned po .

e 0f}fh?ttoen ;};a:tl II:;;;&Coripany pushed in all directions. The orderlof. Gc:;i-mzie;f
a" . - 3 .
o "Of : f’ ts to the times when the school of annexation W.as at Tts .cu x.m.na, 1 g:l)] e
o 1805111’;’(“‘ wn that for some time before and after that period, p;mmp:lllltles, r(; nnexe(i

18 s well feno i large and small, were

i i hich and low, larg :
. ies and estates of Native princes, hig % ‘ b o dotatn your
S;I:;Zii::: on the most flimsy grounds. Your Mzﬁlon:lcltsst ;ﬂé (:,Zmz; T gt
: : i i to the
any lengthened discussien as Juring (e
‘ Exce:ﬁlll cyezf)rd- i”or tl{fe principle of those acts bas be.zen desgrvedl);a Z(;x;u:xzze ) z;
e};enMa'egcy alm,ost as a condition precedent, though a grgclo?s aanI:ix_’;l moous one 1 *
t - tther assuming the direct governmexit of this'vast empire. ; ewas content himselt
r}t}}; observing that in no other age of British Indian Governmen
wi

. ‘

dhin ' istri i ith this phrase,
i tor of a district concluding wi :
of Tnes Turmtavariny by T‘lh‘(:izoc‘)‘u ; ch:ire dispatched an order on the 3rd instant

. | nd
* An Officer on the monthly pay of 100 to Narasinga Row the Amildar* of. the.salihle)a;: I:in-
or 150 Rupees. « the Head of Police of the Cusba, directing

¢ en under the dispensation of Providence
e ol appurtena'tn;:leikg l:.);':z ”zuf;'(ej:lr“lrv};::lo?ialist cannot say what the feglgilgsr gff'
. youni,z(::liclli ’gxz):liigav:juld be on' receiving such a co}im\}nizztg:o Vf':x';)rx:oa,:s("hea:eher
a cou o : . comm
e g dEda‘ri}?g - P:‘i‘;siiiizl‘;izxgz:e (]);‘uthjviﬂ: a Hzndu lady of rfmx.lk, Eu(;h a:
ot orly E‘-af ken to be a studied insult to her feelu}gs' and position bu .
l?tter Wou'ld o Onl); fi N eiodincr her speedy death. Your Memor'lzf.hst is sure that.sur(; d)
- on Om(;?)?rzsmi;:zt t(;;ught Et to take in 1855 would not be initiated now adays; a
action as

Madras not abandon-
fore feels no little astonishment at the present Government of Ma
therefore

o 11 mm f y T overnm
“‘-10 tl e career co. eIlCed n ormer d.a.; S ]Iese are (la S 1in 'Wh](:h ‘ }

d : . .
are rea w hel ever possible tO und() an y mlsta:kes that }lald been cOmmltted by t;l 1€1Y
y
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In the spirit of liberality which now characterizes the acts of Her Majesty’s
n the spirit

Tesi-
predecessors. adras P

iti i free. hand. In the M
e Of' Indif”' Prfi'nglfjllillzfri:;:tiei(i)gi(clla‘::)tl}; :nd Chintalpad have been Iactua(l)lsg:
oney Zhiozeti;?f a;::Ze:s The right of Government to lapses of (Iinafx‘nzh:fP: ;:id::l "
A ‘ luntari nced from one end o \
e Tn th h?:g bs: ; oizlulsl’tx:(l)zia.lr:szoio step which cam{ot be retr}al,ce;i :z:
to the otber. fn_the .&wznt yThey have simply declared an intentmon to eschea e
o b)', GO}Yem:;n rétract at any moment with grace and Wlt}.l honor. ¢uFZor i in.’
e e s :tyof Government to keep ﬁght',ing with a comparatively sm‘; 'Ielr(;zar
‘;ngmf’:}f‘;i:r;‘::: I;;e prospect of any véry great benefit to the State. The Zemindary
dar wi
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bears a permanent assessment of a little more than 3 lacs of Rupees per annum. This
assessment is paid with the utmost punctuality, and there is no complaint or even s
sugaestion that the estate is mismangved. . What then is the advantage to be derived by
Government in keeping up this al nost 1ndignified contest with one of their own peaceful
and loyal subjects ? Your Memorialist ean conceive no adequate gain to Government. The
personal property of the Ranee can be given away by hertoany one she likes. (See Strange's
Manual, C. 161, Sir Thomas Strange, Vol I, pages 247 and 248, and Sudder Decree No. 5 of
1849 at page 115) and she has given that to your Memorialist. This therefore Government
cannot touch. The only productive portion of her property is the Zemindary. This as already
shown bears its proper assessment. ~If it be assumed by Government, they may introduce the
Ryotwar system with all its annoying interference with the details of the cultivation of

. each field, and may probably realise a few thousands of Rup.. of additional revenue and

purchase the discontent of the ryo:ts' zEnd of the members of the family of the Zemindar
who shall of course have to be pansioned. The costs of litica*® " into which Qovern-
went have dragged themselves and "your Memorialist—for in ‘f)oint of fact it is the‘
interference of Government that has driven him into it—must be something frightful
before final decree is pronounced on the case. Added to all this, the Native public in
general and the holders of large estates in particular are anxiously looking to the result
of this case. The event will prove to them either that Government are acting in good
faith in the spirit of Her Majesty’s Proclamation on the assumption of thig country and
of the despatches of your Excellency® on the subject of

- the adoption of Native princes, or that all the solemn
and noble and generous pledges of Her Most Gracious Majesty and of her advisers are

mere moonshine and no more to be depended upon than the promises of the defunct East
India Company. '

* Dated 26tk July 1860, N, 59, -

30. Fully conscious and confident of the strength of his own rights which ultimately
will and must prevail, yet most unwilling to keep up a strife with }olis rulers which must
be a perpetual soyrce of expense and rnnoyance to him no less than a cause of difficulties
and obstacles in the management and administration of his own possessions, and wishing

o sc:]‘l‘:iss tI}’let(i)tcig:\b :: 1G[.}o(;v;n"nment daled to s}.low to Qovel'nment his feeungs of loyalty and
- obedience, your Memorialist " offered* certain terms of

. Even this it has not pleased the Madras Government to
accept. They have in effect driven him into further and probably still more yrotracted
litigation. The Collector of Madura, under orders from Government, 1 dI lined to

- eceive the Peishcush from aud in the name of your Memorialist and g,'l':;nt1 n:‘im e:. receipt

even under protest, and has also declined to register the Zemindary in his name. Under

this sta’t © of things, i e hi.s riglits not being recognised by the Collector, your Memorialist
stands incapable of enforcing at law Lis rights to rents du

nes e to him from his tenants or of
«l,:fgzlsm'fhanyhofhthe powers of a: Z‘cmin.dar in respect of irrigation and cultivation of his
ands. us . e has been constmme{ll to file another suit before the Civil Court of Madura
to compel registration of the Zemind e

ary in his name. However what i D
i W : ' , What it has not Dbeen in
his power to obtain at the hands of the Madras Govemment, it i3 in the power of your

Excellfancy in Council to give. - The fnoment the prayers of this Memorinl are granted,

the suits that have been instituted aguinst Government wil] be withdr: . gr'
. _ drawn.

. .31. It is said that while the suit, No. 1 of 185

is still pending, the Ranee ought not to have procee

of gift. Itis humbly submitted th N

compromise and purchase of peace.

0 on the adoption of your Memorialist
at the I} ded to give the estate under the deed
. . at the Ranee and A .. 1d
: TR R R your Memorialist are fully entitled,
E;dct)rilig . ls:qh?;m (ﬁuty to place his rights in the best possiLle leal footing L advised
sel. & a8 done no more than what hold 2y P ‘
under similar circumstances, to seeu-e tho ders of other estates would have done

; "¢ their possession aming . . + o150
said that the execution of the deots Suiost all contingencies. It is &

of gift shows that the adoption is an untenable
]

\
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one. This is easily answered, for the gift being in confirmation of the adoption canshow

!- ! no such thing. It is further urged that your Mf‘"(’ﬁﬂliSt has been holding Government at
| arm’s length,  Whether this is the case or Whetuer it is nob Government that holds your
I Exéellency in Council to consider.

Mermorialist in such a position, it is for your
‘ ' . 82, Denied by the local authorities of that justice to which your Memorialist is

| ' entitled in law and on the facts of this case, Le has as his last resource appealed for redress
| | Though your Excellency’s time must necessarily be

to your Excellency in Council. ! :
ighty and momentous interests than are

occupied with consideration of far more we ‘ : 13 1 : n 8
‘ “involved in this case, he is confident that the subject of his Memorial will receive its
! o . due share of your Excellency’s attention. If in any observations contained. m this Me-
morial, he has exceeded the bounds of fair discuss,ion, he can only say. that it is far from
] ) his intention to be disrespectful to any Officer ¢ members of Her Majesty's Government,
and shall therefore crave your Excellency’s indulg’ nee. In fine he begs .leave to invoke ,
i , the justice and generous spirit of Her Majesty’s Government at Home in the treatment
of this case and to implore and pray o ,
S 1st. “That his adoption and the deed of gift may be recognised as good and valid '
g either unconditionally or on such terms of proffered compromise as Fo your Ex-
cellency’s Government may seem meet ; or, A
! . ondly. That such further or other relief may bg ~granted to your Memorialist on
‘ the premises as Her Majesty’s Government may dee@ proper.

And your Memorialist as in duty bou'nd, '

R4

WILL EVER PRAY.
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ranya Garbha Yaji Ravikula Vijaja Raghunadha Ranee Sttupaty
he Zemindary of Ramnad, subject to the Honorable Company, to
and heir under the Hindu Law to all my effects
d to the performance of obsequies after my death,
agaraja Pillay under date the 1st Chitirai of

“Will executed by me Srimatu Hi
Mangaldswari Nachyar, Proprietor of

Muttu Vijaga Raghunadha Sttupaty, my adopted son,

v and debts, the Zemindary and all my other propetty, an
in the presence of Colonel L. Martin and of Prodbani Te

; Prabhava corresponding to {he 11th April 1807,
1. Whereas I have, of my own free will and accord, delivered and made over té you Muttu

: Vijaya Raghunadha Situpaty who, according to the Hindu Law, are my son, and successor to my estate,
the Permanent Pattayam (- Tstimirar Sunnud) granted under date the 22nd Aprit 1803, in connection with our
estate, the Zemindary of Ramnad, under the hand of the Honorable Lord Clive the Governor in Council

} of Tort Saint George, and under the hand of M. Parish, Collector of the Zillah of Ramnad, forand on

] . ‘ behalf of the United Company of Merchants in England trading to the East Indies, together with the -

viz., the villages specified in the Permanent Pattayam, my Sivatettn villages, jewels and other
personalties; you shall, for ever and ever continue to hold and enjoy the same, and transmit the same
to your sons, grandsous, and other descendants, conforming yourself to the terms of the Permanent

. . Pattayam, and the enactments of the Honorable Company. .
9. Whereas in addition to the rights you have, under Hindu Law as my adopted son, of succeed-
ing to all my property, I have by virtue of the power given to me in para 7 of the Permanent Pa{tayam
granted by the Honorable Company, made a git of the whole of my estate of the Ramnad Zemindary and
procured the same to be entered in the accounts of the Collector’s Office, you shall hold and enjoy the

¢ w.hole estate, paying the Peishkush according to the instalments specified in the Permanent Pattayam.
. 3. Should the management of the affairs of the estate devolve upon you before the expiration of the
eighteenth year of your age, which is enacted by the Regulations of the Court of Wards as the limit of
] minority, then and even afterwards you shall retain, as your Prodhani, my present Prodhani Teyagaraja
) Pillay who has all along served me faithfully and with great interest, and look, with care and attention,

after the affairs of the Zemindary and of the state.
4. You shall make arrangements for the perpetuation aod improvements of my charitable endow-

s, and the lands allotted to that end.
g. Thus have I of my own free will and accord, and in a sound and healthy state of mind and
’ body, and consistently with all Sastras and regulations executed and delivered this deed of gift, with my

best prayers for the prosperity and long life of the Honorable Company, and of the gentlemen that come

down here to ruleon behalf of the Company, with my best wishes for the success and prosperity of our inti-
Colonel M. Martin, Mr. Lushington and Mr. G}eorge Parish, and with the ardent hops

will with the aid of those gentlemen enjoy fortune, happiness, and long life, and with
d improve the charitable endowments. :

\ t
(Signed) SETUPATY RANEE MANGALESVARA NACHYAR.
‘(Signed) PRODIIANI TEYAGARAJA PILLAY. '

estate,

/

o e <

i ment

mate friends, vz,
that you, my son,
good sense maictain an

(Signed) COLONEL M. MARTIN. .

( » ) GEORGE PARISH,
Collector.

P Y
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i ' Last part of the 11th para. of the Supplement Rejoinder.

L ‘ ;‘ It has not only been stated in paras 7 and 10 of the Reply by the Plaintiff but also ruled by the
o . ' | Sudder Court in Appeal No. 18 of 1814 that even in the absence of authorization by the husband, a
! ! widow may make an adoption. But this supports the case of the Ist Defendant ; for both her daughters
l are dead, and it is laid down in the Sastras that even in the absence of authorization by the husband a .
; | ' widow may make an adoption, if permitted to do so either by the father, mother, brothers, or Bandhus,
. ' . and the Decree in Suit Appeal No. 18 aforesaid which ruled thus has been confirmed by His Majesty in
! Privy Council. This citation and the approval thereof by the Plaintiff, are of very great service in law,
* fo the 1st Defendant, in making an adoption. ~And more important than this is the permission given to the !
1st Defendant by her husband Ramasamy Setupaty, on bis death-bed and in the presence of his relations,

I .
P
! /4 ¢ ’ .
3 ‘ ' ; é (4 ('/(,", /[{ r v . A . ' * authorizing her to adopt any boy ghe liked, in case of her two daughters being destitute of children.

4
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a‘ C. R. BAYNES, Esq,
[\ ' Officiating Civil J udye of Mudura.
, - ‘ Razeenama presented by SAMA ROW,
‘ : Pleader for RANEE MUTTUVEE-
ROY NACHYAR,Plaintiff in Original
| Suit No.' 3 of 1843, C. SUBBA ROW,
! Vukeel for RANEE PARVATAVAR-
- DHINY NACHYAR, -1st Defendant

‘ - * im the said Suit, and SUBBANARA-
SAYAN, Vakeel for RANEE VIJIA
MUTTUVEEROY NACHYAR and

.f] . '
l{ : RANEE TANGAMUTTU RAKU NA-
| . ‘ : CHYAR, Motioners in that Suit.
L t} ‘ ) After the completion of the four pleadings in this Suit, brought to recover from the 1st Defendant
(877 I /0 / 205 ¢ )' ‘ . and others the Zemindary of Ramnad, producing annually Rs. 5,51,950, and paying a Peshkush of Rs.
‘ ‘ - 3,31,365-8-0, thereout ; together with wealth of the value of Rs. 23,55,212-11-0, bpth parties and the

Motioners have entered into a Razee as follows. , . .

1. The entire property specified in the plaint including the said- Zemindary of Ramnad, now con-

' tinued in the name of the 1st Defendant shall all along be enjoyed by her alone, and she shall, as stated in

4 j ] the supplemental rejoinder, edopt a son that she may choose ; and such adopted son and his sons, grand-
' ‘ sons, &e., in succession shall enjoy the Zemindary with all (its) wealth after (Defendant’s) lifetime.

‘ 9. TFrom the 1st March Tnstant, the 1st Defendant shall pay the Plaintiff on account of her hus-
g | . band and all other expenses Rs. 1,500 per mensem as long as she (Plaintiff) is alive out of the income
‘: ' i * . of the Zemindary and take receipt either from the Plaintiff, or from persons attached to her.
' i ' 3. A monthly allowance of Rs. 100 should be paid to the Motioners and the Plaintiff’s busband’s

) - other cousins for their maintenance s0 long as they are alive from thg 1st March aforesaid.
situated within the Fort of Ramnad, together with the adjoining com-
d by the Plaintiff in perpetuity.

4. The Co!onel’s Bungalow,
pound, and the trees therein shall be enjoye
5. The Plaintifi’s foster son Sivasamy Tevar and his descendants in succession shall enjoy the whole

of the Ayan villages attached to the Maganam” of Padaranendal in the Taluq of Arunuttumangalam in

the said Zemindary, and shall pay to the Zemindar the Peshkush assessable thereon, under Regulation

XXV of 1802, Sec. IX.

. 6. The Plaintiff shall for the purpose of distributing rice, &e., in the Choultry maintained by ber
at Ramnad, enjoy in perpetuity the villages of Siruvergal Mangalam, and Kadambur in the Kasba
I Talug of the Zemindary, and Kulpanayur in the Talug of Chikkal in all four. villages sowable with
' ’ . 1,000 Kallams, as also the Royal Tope on the south bank of the Lakshmipuram Tank outside the Ramnad

) Tort, paying the full Teerwah of Dbarmasanam tenure on the Nanjah and Punjah lands of the said four

villages.
7. Of the sum of Rs,

\

6,74,983 which was invested in Government Securities out of the surplus
! profits of the Zemindary during and before the managemeut of the Court of Wards, and which are held
) ) . by the Collector in deposit Rs. 3,37,491-8-0 worth of Bonds shall be received by the Plaintiff, and the
remaining Rs. i3,37,491-8-0 by the 1st Defendant through the Court on receipts duly executed. The
' Plaintiff shall deal as she likes with the whole property obtained by her under this Razeenama as also with
all the property in her possession.
) 8. Tor the paddy required for the Plaintifl’s household she shall enjoy, with liberty to alienate by
gift, exchange, &c., the six Sirutettu Pangus belonging to the Zemindary in the village of Kannivayal

P . e e e e ey e o g0 -
. e g -

[N —

sale,
attached to the Sivaganga Zemindary.

+

B y o e

FIUCRRUI S

O L O
L ) Comgs e o = P - o ae A e e 0
- - - . R R it ;
N J S Y NPT S 3 3‘;__*:,._.": A

e




€ e B i € A e

e

53
’

9. The Plaintiff shall disch'arge her debts and the 1st Defendaut those due on the Zemindary.

10, On* » i '
P’,, 1 On “Dasara” and other festival days the respects rendered in the palace of the Zemindary to
Pogodas and all others shall be rendered also to the Plaintiff,

- :lt; P:i:iil:le:hth; Iplin.c’e now frequented by Plaintiff’s people in the palace at Ramnad, occupied by

ment . N ﬂmt}ff’. s people can fequent the vacant place to the south of the private apart-
s occupied by the Plaintiff and of the  MNavaratri” hall and shall erect stables, cattle, stalls, &c., and

opening gateways to the east and south therccf and frequent the place. ’ R

12. : :
Should the Zemindary be ever atta:hed for the arrears of Revenue or for any other reason the

I l(llntiﬁ and the M(;h()ll ¢ .
. d then alSO f « i
: €rs sh lu tniorce lt ([\'\Zecnﬂmdh) and ellJOV t o ly

13, The costs of this sui be :
ek i cos;s Ef- this suit slmll' be paid Dy the respective parties. As both the partics and the
Motioner .1ave, ,0 their cwn accord, comg ti'this settlement, we pray that in case of the 1st Defendant
ing against this, the Court should enforee this by means of a precept.
A . . . y
oad ? we‘have entered into this Razeenam:. to the- above eflcet, we pray that the Court will be pleased
o admit this, and stop all further investigati n in this Suit. ’ '

(Signed) SAMA ROW,

FiLep 1s¢ March 1847, | ) Pleader for Plaintif-
) : ader Jor aiitiffe«
(Signed) C. R. BAYNFS, . ( ,» ) SUBBA NARASAYAN,
 Offg. Civil Judye: -( » ) C.SUBBA ROW
‘ Pleaders.

e . }
/én(’/o:daw. ( .
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TO ‘ .
TI[E PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE.

The humble Petition of Sreematu - Hiranya
Garbha Yaji Ravikula Vijaya Ragoo-
nadla Rajah M wddw Ramalinga Setupaty,
present Zemindar of Ramnad ; presented
on his belalf by lis duly constituted
Vakeel V. Sadagopak Charloo.

r

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETI,

I. That your Petitioner need hardly say, for your Board is already aware of the fact, that
he is the adopted son of Ranee Parvatavardhiny Nachyar. This adoption is admitted in point
of fact, but demurred to as illegal and invalid by the Collector of Madura and the superior

Revenue authorities.

II. That the validity of such adopt‘ion is the subject of dispute in an appeal suit before
the Sudder Udalut numbered 35 of 1861, which is still pending before them.

III. That such appeal is not likely to be disposed of soon, and even if so decided, the
decision may be carried in appeal to Her Majesty’s Privy Council, thereby indefinitely postponing

your Petitioner’s acquiring possession of the estate.

IV. That the Ranee of Ramnad, anxious to see your Petitioner in the exercise of the
rights of the Zemindary and to remove the doubts of Government in regard to the adoption, did
on or about the 21st ultimo execute to him a deed of gift with the consent of all her heirs and
on the same day put him in possession of the Zemindary. .

V. That on the same day your Detitioner sent an application to the Collector to register
the deed and Zemindary in his name in his Cutcherry. But that Officer refused to comply with
the application pending a reference to your Board on the subject.
gs to submit the following grounds in
on of the Board. In doing so, he will
That matter is now the

VI That on such reference your Detitioner be
support of his application for the favorable considerati
refrain from all observations in regard to the legality of the adoption.
subject of a Judicial investigation and will be dcalt with by the Courts.

VIL. That the only question now before your Board is the validity of the deed of gift
above referred to. On this point your DPetitioner hurbly submits that the gift is good and

valid, and that the Government have no right to object to it.

1st. Because the heirs have all asscnted to the gift which is therefore binding on the
whole world. Such is the undoubted Hindu Law. See Sir Thomas Strange, Vol. I, pages 246
and 247. Even in the recent decree of the Privy Council in the Vissannapet case, their Lord-
ships observe ¢ it may be taken as established that an alienation by her which would not other-
« wise be legitimate may become so if made with the consent of her husband’s kindred.” * ¥
« The exception in favor of alienation with consent may be due toa presumption of law that
« where that consent is given, the purpose for which the alienation is made must be proper.”

ond. Decause the existence of such heirs is amply shown by the Decree of Sudder Udalut
£ the Decrees for 1858. In that

in appeal suit No. 66 of 1857 reported at pages 8 to 14 o

Decree a Pedigree is given showing the Dayadi kinsmen of the Ranee, and the Court have de-
clared that the descendants of Rachoory Poola Taver in that Pedigree were her Dayadecs. That
suit was by no means a collusive one, as the parties hotly contested all the points in issue, and
the Sudder Court have arrived at their conclusion on consideration of the whole evidence, Such
Decree relating as it does to the siafus of individuals is 2 Judgment 4z rem and is binding

against the world. The mere fact of the Government having been no party to it or of their
ht have been the case because

Until Government has

having been prevented by the Court from entering it (which mig
Government had no interest yet in existence) cannot affect the Decree.
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shown that the suit was g collusive one,

good and be received as primd JSacie evidenc
the suit regarding

and the Decrce was obtained by fraud, it must stm}d
e of the facts found by it.  Besides this, the Collector in

the adoption aforesaid contended in his answer and appeal Petition, that «// A \
the kinsmen of the Ranee did not consent to the adoption,

-3rd.  Because the several classes of heirs of the Ra

thus admitting the existence of kinsmen.
nee are N
‘1. The Dayadees as shown ahove.

2. The Bandhoos or Cognate kindred of the Rance’s husband who succeed in default ' TO
of Dayadces. Sce Mitakshara, chapter IL, Sce. VI.  These Bandhoos are
-L. The sons of his father’s sisters.
IL. Do. of his mother’s sisters.
III. Do. of his mother’s brothers.

THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE:

The humble Petition of Srimatu Hironya.

Garbha Yaji Ravikula Mullu Vijaya
Raghunatha Rajak Mudde Ramalinga

3. The mother and brothers of the Rance who succeed to her as Jer own ]101:[5 and g

should your Board doubt the existence of these heirs, your Petitioner begs that an enquiry may

be ordered, which is but fair and just to him.

Setupati, Zemindar of Ramnad, present-
‘f | ‘ ed on kis belalf by his duly constituted
Vakeel V. Sadagopah Charlu.

4th. DBecause in the case of an alicnation by the Ranec under a Razeenamah to Siva-
swamy Taner, the Collector at first objected to it ; but withdrew the objection having been

. ) - RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,
advised, as your Petitioner has been informed, by the Law Officers of Government that such H | | .
objection would be untenable.

:5th.  Because under any circumstances,

the Rance hasalife estate which she can give
away at her pleasure to any one she chose.

6th. DBecause Government can put forward their right of escheat only in default of all
heirs. - The Privy Council in the decree above referred to observe,—¢ It follows that if, Jor
“want of heirs,

. 0 ?
“ passes to the Crown, the Crown must have the same power” &c. Accordingly the ““awant of heirs
is the only circumstances which w

ould entitle Government to object to the gift now made to
. your Petitioner.

7th. DBecause the right of escheat has not arisen,

aud therefore Government cannot raise
any objection to this gift a# present

8th. Because Government is precluded by the original Sunnud-i-milkeat Istemirar granted
by them to the first Zemindar Ranee Muner,

galaswara Nachyar: Government were then dealing
with a female, and with full knowledge of the fact did in that document empower her to dispose

of the Zemindary at her pleasure. 1ow can they now object to the acts of the present Rance ?
9th, Because the Collector was applied to ministerially to register the Zemindary. e
canniot on such application raise objections which an heir alone would be entitled to make. On
all these grounds your Petitioner humbly but earnestly prays '
1st. That the Zemindary may be registerd in his name by virtue of the deed of gift.
2ndly. That should the Board have any doubts as to the existence of heirs, an enquiry
may be ordered, and, o

3rdly. That if there should be any doubts on the poiuts of law.sct out in this Petition,
a reference may be made to the law Officers of Government.

And your Petitioner as in duty bound will ever pray.

the right to the property so far as it has not been lawfully disposed of by her,

1. That your Pefi't_ioner begs to submit herewith cbpy of a Petit%on addressed
by him to Government under date the 26th March 1862 ; and also copies of another
Petition submitted by him this day to Government with enclosure ; and‘pray.s‘that
these documents may receive your Board’s kind consideration When dxsposmg of
his case. _ . ’4

| 9. Referring to para. 12, and the latter part of the prayer of the las.t men-
tioned Petition, your Petitioner prays that_'the Collector of Madura may be directed

. to accept payment of Kist made by him, if necessary under protest, until the final

disposal of this case by Government, and not to resort to any measures of attach.
ment of the Zemindary, ’ .
And your Petitioner as in duty bound,
| WILL EVER PRAY. .
(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CIHARLOO,
i - . Vekecl.
2nd April 1862. ‘

;"

»

(Signed) V. SADAGOPAIL CIIARLOO, ‘

3.
Vakeel for the Zemindar. . . ;
5th dlarch, 1862, - .

v
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late East India Company in consequence 0

TO
HIS$ EXCELLENCY SIR WILLIAM DENISON, K. C. B.
The humble Petition of Sreemalu Hiranya
Garbha Yaji Ravikula Vijaya Raghu-

nadhka Rajah Muddu Ramalinga Setupaly,

present Zemindar of Ramnad ; presented
on his behalf by lkis duly constituted
Vakeel V. Sadagopal Charloo.

HymsLYy SHEWETH,
1. That the kingdom of the Sefupaties was one of the most ancient sovereignties in

Southern India, and the Sefupaty race of kings were celebrated in times of yore.

9. That such kingdom of Sefupaly embraced in ancient times a great portion of the
Its extent diminished by ‘foreigr_l conquest, till in the 18th century it only
forming the two Zemindaries of Ramnad and Shivaganga. In
he then ruler of Rammnad dismembered a portion which he erect-
which he conferred on his son-in-law Sasivarna Periya

Southern Peninsula.
comprised the tract of country
the latter part of that century t
ed into the Zemindary of Shivaganga,
Oodaya Taver.

3. The rest of this principality
the descendants of the Setupaty dynasty t

pow forming the Ramnad estate, continued to be held by
i1 1795 when it forfeited to the Government of the
f the rebellious acts of the then Zemindar Mootoo-

ramalinga Setupati.
4. In 1808, however,
Mangaleswari Nachyar under a Sunnud-i-milkeut Istimirar o
5. The Ranee on her death was succeeded by her adopted son Annasawmy Setupaty, on
whose demise the Zemindary descended to his adopted son Ramasawmy Setupaty, who died in
but a widow named Ranee Parvara Varpainy Nachyar, two
eeroy Nachyar.

the Madras Government conferred the Zemindary on his sister Ranee
r deed of permanent settlement.

1830 leaving behind him no sons,
daughters who were minors and a mother named Mootoov
6. At his death Ramasawmy Setupaty arranged that the estate should devolve on his two

daughters and their children if any ; but that if the daughters did not beget children, his widow

TRance Parvatavardhiny Nachyar should adopt a son.
7. Accordingly the daughters succeeded, but they dying shortly afterwar

verted to Ranee Parvatavardhiny Nachyar in 1843.
8. In that year Ramasawmy’s mother Mootooveeroy Nachyar instituted a suit No. 3 of

Nachyar for the recovery of the estate. This suit was met by

1843 against Parvatavardhiny
Paravatavardhiny Nachyar who in the pleadings of that suit and more especially in the supple-
hority of her husband to adopt in bar of Mootoo-

mental Rejoinder prominently set up the aut
veeroy’s claim. That suit however ended in a Razeenamah, dated in February and filed in March

1847, under which Parvatavardhiny Nachyar was left in undisturbed possession of the Zemindary
with liberty to adopt a son under the circumstances set out in the supplemental Rejoinder afore-

ds, the estate re-

said.
9. In May 1847, Parvatavardhiny Nachyar accordingly adopted your Petitioner with all
solemnities and reported the fact to the Collector on the same day. But that Officer objected
to the adoption as having been made without sufficient authority.

10. In July 1855 Government recognised your Petitioner’s adoption and his right to the
estate in virtue thereof. In November following Government however altered their opinion
with reference to the advice 'of the then Government Pleader, Mr. John Bruce Norton, (which
advice was opposed to one already given by him) ‘and issued instructions to the Collector to
pssume possession of the Zemindary on the death of the Ranee. '

11. Tn 1856, your Petitioner attained his majority and sought possession of the estate

o

_—
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which the Ranee hesitated to

November 1855, give in consequence of the last orders of Government dated in

12. Tle then insti e .
against the Ranee ;I?cihttﬁzeg ﬁrlglnal suit No. 1 of 1860 before the Civil Court of Madura
warrant to object to the ad(z)pigct)zr. ; The Civil Judge held that the Collector had no right or
evidence adduced b opiion, {nasmuch as by the Collector’s own admissi
cd by your Petitioner, it was evident there were heirs ent?tled :I:sssxizg i:lmtl 3[:
eed to th

estate and that the exi w
1stence of 1
b eschont oo .ndary of such heirs was a complete bar to the pretensions of Government
mi . ’

13.  Against this decision «
o ecision of the Civil Judge,
alut in No. 85 of 1861 which {s still pendi:gglfele:: thczzl(e;)tl(::t e el fo fhoSulle

. 14. To avoid however the
oubts entertained by Governme
about the 21st Teb
tion of the adoptio
of the Zemindary,

dela, ‘
y and costs of a protracted litigation, and to remove the

ruary 1862 e i
xecuted in favor of your Petitioner a deed of gift, in confirma-

On the same da
. y your Petiti i

deed. am.l Zemindu ot n_;'me ineltll'tloner sent an application to the Collector t i

application pending a reference t 18 Cutchery. But that Officer refused X mgl'Ster thg

o o oS 4 o e to the Board of Revenue. On such fse o Pettion

Excellency in Council. oard, copy of which is enclosed herein forrilf;e::?'({ ou:' PCt;tmncr
sideration of your

- 16.' 'Your Petitioner understa

: nal decision of Government and i

mto consideration, ’

nds that
X deddaimt’h:hfoard have referred the whole question for tho
g same, he prays that this Petition may be taken

-

17. Your Petitioner has, he trusts
¢

legali ‘3 tisfactor . -
egality and validity of the deed of aifh ab satisfactorily shown in his Petition to the Board the

ove referred to. i :
o o ik s leave to refer. He will not reiterato the arguments
. confine himself in thj
adoption, a point whi . In this address to a brief d; i '
" 19, The fact ;if:‘a l}l't:nfrldpnzt'notice in his Petition toeth(::l lISEC:: séonb of tho validiy of bis
is only as to the legali etitioner was adopted j > Loard above adverted to.
gality of . pted 1n 1847 is f ; "
¥ of such adoption. This objection elnbr:;:l:ajssr ;g:;lt;e('l.t TllletOb.;fCtl(;ﬂ
owmnts, 1st, that the

Ranee’s husband d;
) . id not give authorizati
insufficient to render th Uihorization. 2ndly, th, :
e adonti . y, that the authorizati .
and, 4thly, that there are n Il)ll?n valid, 3rdly, that the heirs did r;z hon by Mlcotoovearoy s
0 heirs whose consent would legalise tl nod consnt {0 the adoption
a 1e adoption.

.But the weight of this argument vanishes when it i :

ditional on the daught ino
ghters havin i '
the probabilities ofoth 8 no children. And that iti
becting fssue end Whozzszilnd'fhe ici‘yxl;)g Zemindar had then tw?l;itf; (lls COESIStent mial
that if he gave an chuldren it born would continue the 1 sughtets eapablo of
y authority, he would have given it unconditzzn}:lrll;. ;ﬁlvzas thlerefo;e unlikely
. at such authority was.

. Q Sllit. ’

21. On the second point, v,
t, your Petiti .
from the husband, th point, your Petitioner submits that even i
. y n .

and the mother.; n,-lav: :?t:;fngaglven by Mootooveeroy Nachyarlftht;1 - :;as no such authority
did éive such authorizati ? .nee would quite suffice for lecalisin nt];: er of‘such husband
1on 1s evident from the said Razeenamaho Na)g it . adox:;]lon- Lt she
» . 1t 1s not disputed. That

0 t

£ b
’

* Parents here - isSWeless wid
oW ma 1 .« .
weans the fath « 0w may with the permi
o *take a son in adoption.” An(f thersjlo.n of the parents* brothers &c
: 13 no point of Ilindu Law anc

mother of the ki
band us- usage mo
g re ;
8 clear than that in the absence of hushand’s authority, bif
, bt

mother can supply the pmission

nt in i
regard to the legality of the adoption, the Rance on or

n, with the con. 0 1 on
sent of all her hClI‘S and on the same d{!y put him in posse St '
S8

————— A~ T

W Py N e, o
R AT e Y, V. it 4

> e i ey

PSR SP XS IS

: =

. N
e (Y “ﬂ‘i_ =

N

3

99, Your Petitioner will dispose of the third point with a few observations. The same
with Nanda Pandita I..17, show beyond

authorities quoted in the preceding paragraphs together
thority, the kinsmen can authorise an

all doubt that in default of the husband’s or parent’s au 3
adoption by a widow. t to the adoption is shgwn by their signature

That the heirs did consen
to the deed of gift, and will be proved by ample evidence, if an opportunity is afforded your

Petitioner.

93. The 4th point is inconsistent with the third. If there are no heirs whose consent
would legalise the adoption, then their consent was needless. But that there are such heirs is
shown in your Petition to the Board (see 2nd and 8rd grounds under para 7 of that Petition) and

1 of 1860 above adverted to by decree of

will be proved by decree of the Civil Court in No. vert
the Sudder Udalut in No. 66 of 1857 and by further evidence if an enquiry is ordered.
94. On all these grounds yo that the adoption is good and valid and

cannot be objected to by any one. of, the deed of gift exem‘xted by the
Ranee with the consent of the kei all objections to the registry of the

Zemindary in your Petitioner’s name.
95. The objection to your Petitio
drawn by Government. Tn November fo

Mr. Norton.
96. Your Petitioner is grieved to find that although the policy of Government in regard

to their treatment of Native chiefs has of late been entirely changed ; that notwithstanding
their renunciation of their right to lapses of Inams of even the most fraudulent character from
one end of the Presidency to the other, your Petitioner 8 he only
with their disfavor in these days of liberal administration ; that while millions of Inamdars and
numerous landholders are rendered happy and contented by the liberality of Government, he

alone should be doomed to nd misery. He would respectfully ask what has
he done to deserve this treatme

disappointment &
nt at their hands? For upwards of half a century the Zemindars
of Ramnad have paid their tribute with a cheerfulness and loyalty which is scarcely’ inferiox: to
that of any other Zemindar. ovision under sanction
of Hindu Law and usage for the cont

The Ranee in her old age has made a pr

:auance of the race of the ancient family of Setupaties.
And it only remains with your Excellency in Coun(.:
Petitioner from an uncertain tenure and prolonged litig

subject litigating with his rulers for his rights whichitis1
sively but most earnestly prays

Your Petitioner most submis
its rightful owner and possessor.

mindary as
(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CHARILOO,
Vakeel for the Zemindar.

8

ur Petitioner submits
But even if it were 1
r¢ is enough to remove

d in 1847 was in July 1855 with-

ner’s adoption, raise
ed on the conflicting opinion of

llowing it was Teviv

ation and all the evil consequences of a
n their power at any moment to bestow.

his possession of the Ze

26tk March, 1862,

hould be the only person that has meb -

il with a full liberal heart to save your -

that he may be confirmed in

T
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0 R WILLIAM DENISON, K. C. B,

COUNCIL OF FORT SAINT GEORGE.

: The humble Petition of Sreematu IHiranya
' : Garbla Yaji Ravikula Rajal, Muddu
' Ramalinga Setupaly, present Zemindar
of Lamnad ; presented on Lis behalf by

S Jis duly constituted Vakeel V. Sadagopak
. : Charloo. ‘

HIIS EXCELLENCY SI
GOVERNOR IN

RespECTFULLY SHEWETH,
1. That on the 26th March 1862, your Petitioner has addressed a Petition to Govern-

ment on the subject of bis right to the caid Zemindary. Since addressing that Petition, he has

received copy of proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 21st March 1862, No. 1891, on

his Petition to the Board under Jate the bth March 1862.

9. It appears from those pfoceedings that copy thereof was sent to the Secref:ary to

Government Revenue Department for information, and as the same may come under their con-
dy made by the Board on the Collector’s com-

sideration in connection with the referencg alrea :
munication in this matter, your Petitioner desires once more to approach your Excellency in

Council with a few very succinct observations o1 the renqarks of the Board.

' 3 3. Inpara8of their proceedings the Board observe iF does not appear that her husband
' ¢ has left any kindred who can be looked on as heirs withm. t.he recogmz.e'd degrees” If re.

ference be made the third ground under para VIL of your Petitioner’s Petition to the Board, it

- will be found that the first class of heirs therein mentioned viz. Dayadis of the Eanee, are Daya-

' dis of her Ausband also, because she is of the same Gotram with her husband ‘and has no other

Dayadis than those of her husband. , i
lie same para, the Board say that the remarks of the Privy Council

4. In the latter part of t
were confined only to the case of an estate without heirs. The Judgment of their Lordships no
doubt referred to such a case, but their remarks as quoted in the first ground of your Petitioner’s
Petition to the Board were unquestionably general in their nature.
para, the PBoard observe that Government may refuse

In the conclusion of the same
e objection of an Aeir with a colorable title.  No doubt they can do this. But

£ the Collector is not based on such grounds but on the right of escheat.
istent with the right of escfeat to refuse registration on the objections

5.
registration on th
the present objection ©
Indeed it would be incons

of an Aeir.

6. Referring
of 1857 establishes the exi
‘ next heirs. Though the es

death to her adopted son (A

Petitioner submits that the Decree in No. 66

Ranee and her husband, who in law are the
tate vested originally in Mangaleswara Nachyar, it descended on her
nnasawmy) and on his death to his adopted son, following therefore
the same rule as if it descended from her (Mangaleswara’s) husband. If as observed in the
last part of that para, the estate descends as Sridhana, then it would on the present Ranee’s death
go to her mother and brother who are the 3rd class of heirs described in the third ground under

para VIL of the Petition to the Board. »
7. In para 10 the Board admit that the Collector named certain parties who might be

« deemed to possess claims to the estate.” The opinion of Mr. Norton, was adverse to his own
former opinion, and such opinion cannot desfroy or take away the rights of parties, and cannot
get 1id of the fuct that an heir exists. The quotation in Morley’s Digest, Vol. II, page 155, is
no authority at all. It was a paper drawn up by Mr. Macnaghten, son of Justice Macnaghten.
Sef’ page 153 of the same Vol.” The case is moreover one based on Bengal Law, and such
private opinion of MMy, Macnaghten 1 opposed to all authorities including the Privy Council.

See page 33, Vol. II, Macnaghten’s Principles and Precedents of Hindu Law.

to the first part of para 9, your
stence of Dayadis to the
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8. I .
and 12 ofnt}r;ga];d ts, the mention of “ natural relations” “ and natural families” in paras 11
, oard’s proceedings, your Petitioner b R
Strange’s Manualinsupport of thgei; gght. tioner begs leave to quote cluuse 341 of Mr

9. Before : . i B
more {x(x)atters in cf)(::i:g;’;gwﬂlﬁshil;egtslgl, your Petitioner humbly begs leave to refer to a few
in 1803, Wzlt\sf ?;ﬁsxa: tll\lI a: 13’” on whom Government conferred the Sunnud-i-milkeat Istemirar
course, without the conseuta fu}Ille- 4fter she was made Zemindar, she adopted Annasawmy, of
in favor of Annasawm 'I?l' er husband.  On the 11th May 1807 she also executed a will
mended that, under Secy.vlnl’l SB:lu was attested by the then Collector ; ‘and the Doard recom-
settlement, the Ranee .had th & XXV of 1802, and the 7th clause of the Deed of permancnt
Annasawmy, and ('J‘fovernmen(:x . 01:1ty to make the adoption.and exccute the will in favor of
20th or 30th March 1812 ?mtloned these arrangements (sce letter from Board to Government,
are submitted here-with) s gn hfx'o(lln (:jrov(ﬁ’nmcnt to Board 15th May 1812, Copies whereof
the Civil Court in whic.h ., ucS adoption subs.equcntly became the subject of litigation before
Decrees) upheld the adopti e Sudder Udalut in Appeal No. 18 of 1814 {sce page 101 Select
Privy Council on the 281t)h102 afidlslt(:h Judgment of the Sudder Udalut was aflirmed by the
Petitioner and in some res ecI:rl b 828. This case is parallel in all respects to that of your
consent of her relations (eI;e ; nett-e T Here the present Ranee makes an adoption with the
imthority.) With the dore I:, a owmg.for the sake of argument that her husband gave 1O
adopted son and gives him Se;; Of.the he:rs she also executes a deed of gift in favor of such
On the strength of the aff))re:::gl"‘:';; r\\ hy (slhould such adoption be objected to by the Collector ?
hesitatingly recognise yotir Petitioner azsﬁ?:ﬁ(gf& :llngc!:;t; ;i‘c‘crccs alone, Government may un-

11. Your Petitio
ner now begs to crave the attention of your Excellency in Council to the

despatches of Lord Canni i '
by (Se:mgaﬂaezdl 781: C])mrl‘es \V?od on the subject of the adoption of 1lindu
Ho bt th i :; ;cﬂ 0 22, Fort Saint George Gazette of the Sth J anuary 1561.)
exuncinted i fhose de y cI;r’nes unflcr the spirit and letter of the sound and liberal policy
s entiled fo s n t.hose eriy chief ab'ove the rank of a Jaghiredar is declared therein
fo make the formel docyri o I‘l; es ; a}ld 1t. only remains with your Execllency in Council
circumstances under which g Zem?edy required in your Petitioner’s individual case. The only
tion to Government or incorgjeib] incar would forfeit the benefit of those rules is either opposi-
gible misconduct.  These of course do not affeet your Detitioner’s casc:

12, One more no;
. point and i .
Four Petitioner is done, ITe has tendered the instalments of the
who refuses to receive payment thereof unless

the money (iue on glebZemindary to the Collector
as paid by ‘the. R: . X
cannot ‘be expected ti ])l::; I:illze"i; 15116 having resigned all her litle in favor of your Petitioner
reason to apprehend, is likely to b alances of Peisheush. And her failure, yodr Petitioner has
The Collector sesms to cousider ‘:13 made by the CO“cctOIi a ground for attaching the Zemindary-
but she can pay the Peishcush, - I:f‘t ;becau.se the registry stands in the Raue::s name, 1O ONC
Board of Revenue, 11th Oc.to‘;er 18;,1;18 he is clearly in error. For, accotding to Cireular Order
affect the “title of parties in l)ossessio:; Z(fzet?ag;el%g» the existence or absence™of registry cannot
proceeding indced if or i¢ Zemmdarics.  And it woul arsh nay cracl
deed of g, and o th; :tlrc;ntle hand the Collector js to refuse regist::riott;ef ;ol:xarrspctityioncr,s
which payment 13 not accepte: f!:)tta:ll :’he estate in spite of proflered payment of the l’cishCUSl‘:
m the least blameable, ant of such registry, and [{,, which your Petitioner is not

Your Petitioner 1
JDrays that this Petiti
and that pending the dispos ator th

of Peishcush and adopt no s

. y be considered along with his former Petitions
tal of this m.attcr, the Collector may be Eircctcd to accept pnymcnt
eps for zufting the Zeﬁiindary. - '

(Signed) V. SADAGOPAIL CI[ARLOO,

2nd April, 1862. Fakeel for the Zemindas

* HoxorasLe SiR,

TO
RLOW, BART, K. B.

TIIE TIONORABLE SIR GEORGE BA
' ) GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL.

ved the enclosed Jetter from the Collector res-
d stating that by a will which she had left, it
on who the Collector understood,

1st. Under date the 19th ultimo, we recel
pecting the death of the Ranee of Ram.nad, an ne
appeared that she had bequeathed the Zemindary to an adopted s

was performing the necessary ceremonies. '
1"11(1 Wcith the same letter was submitted translation of an Arzee from the daughter of

the late Polizar of Ramnad, laying claim to the Zemindary, and the .Colh?ctor informed tusftltxlaz
¢ . e o
he had in cox:)’scquence directed Teagaraya Pillay the minister to continue in management ol th

District until further orders. ' ol )
3rd. With a subsequent letter which is enclosed dated the 22nd ultimo, the Collector sub-

mitted copy of the will left by the late Ranee of Ramnad. . 3
4th. Besides these communications we have received various Petitions amongst the rest

Petitions from the Rajeshenary and Parvate Vurdana Ammal each claiming the Zemindary as

lawful widow of the late deposed Paligar.

5th. The circumstances which led to the deposition of the deceased Poligar and the sub-

sequent nomination of his sister the late Ranee to the succession are but imperfectly traceatﬁle
on the records of this Office, the general impressions however fantertamed by t'he Board was that
the Zemindary had been forfeited in consequence of the r(.zbelhon of the Poligar and .had lfee"
conferred on the late Ranee by an act of the Governr.nent‘; influenced mthe.r by ‘the conmderatl?ns
of expediency than by the claims of thel o in virtue of her relationship to the deposed

Poligar. .
ees Gth,  The death of the late Ranee having given rise to the different pretensions to the
succession, it appeared to us to be desirable to acquire 3 knowledge of the ground. pon

, that person in the Zemindary was founded, and having for

which the measure of installing
rds of the Government, we have been enabled to form a

this purpose had reference to the Reco 1 . .
somewhat more correct view of the question than that which we previously entertained.

7th. The deposition of the late Poligar for rebelliOfl, it appears was not .accompanied with
any declaration tending to set aside the claims of his family. On the contrary 11'1 .the a.greement
concluded upon that ‘occasion with his Highness the Nab'ob of Altcot for the' admunstratxo.n of the
allairs of Ramnad by means of the Company’s Officers, 1t was stipulated by the ﬁrst article that
a successor to the deposed Poligar should be appointed as soon as the person entitled to succeed

to him could be satisfactorily ascertained.
Sth. These are the words of the first

1793, and it appears that the Poligar’s sister, :

Meimorial in which she urged her right to the succession.

to whom his Memorial was referred by the

vernment upon the case is

ate Rane

article of the Agreement, bearing date the 2nd March
the deceased Ranee, soon afterwards presented a

9th. The report of the Collector, Mr. Powney,
Government is dated the 30th May 1793, and the decision of Go
contained in a Minute of the superior Board, dated the 3rd July 1795. -

10th. Tn that Minute it is stated that the Doard are desirous of preservi'ng a duef regz'ard
to the claims of those persorfs whose pretensions are the most prominent without divesting
themselves entirely ‘of motives of political expediency, and though from the generz?l tenor of
the Minute, it is apparent that the Board was not convinced of the preferable legal right ?f the
sister over that of the daughter of the deposed Poligar, they deemed it expedient to decide in
favour of the former. Their resolution is expressed in the following words.

11th. “Under the impression of all these circumstances, the Board have come to the de-
« termination of nominating the sister of the deposed Paligar to the succession and have also re-




, 3
) .
-~ ; ty appears
. ; d of the deed of permanent property app
i ision of the Regulations and e . . .
“solved to place his daught der her charge without touching upon the question of the future 19th.  This provisio he late Ranee as vesting in her an absolute right over the Zemm(:{ary
solve o place his aughter under her charg 5 ) - hich may " to have been considered by t 10 late It ibly a similar impression may have been entertained
“ expectalt)llonls) of the child to succeed to the (iol\'elm?(‘lllt, exp:’ctatlons, IXO“,(:W": win superseding all other preteusmnshand pﬁ;s}Prgbqbly have hesitated to become a witness to an
“ reasonably be entertained from the little probability of her aunt’s preguancy. . tor, otherwise he wou ‘ e
12th. ’ The letters addressed to the gollector and to the late R:nee respectively bearmng ) :)rf;:::fml:f; ‘S}?(I};ct::‘:dcﬁcy was to set aside hereditary claims. S
‘ 8 ry
date the 4th July 1793 tend to corroborate conclusions which the papers before referred' to are 90th. The circumstances under which the late Rance beC'f‘me p{)ssessl(;fl O-f,httlzn :K:’;‘C;,_
calculated to establish, namely, that it was not the intention of Government to set aside the o have shown, been imperfectly understood, we consl.dered. it tof ehn;.H L
ancient family, nor to interfere with the due course of succession further than considerations of - ’ h.nvmg, as we fav brieﬂ’ to state the case as well for the satisfaction o . the 'd(.)no : A
political expediency were thought at the time to require; they also show that though such con- f Zons to f);?lm(llgz:;l s w)i’th the view of eventually facilitating the means of deciding upon the
. . . . .. <" . ! s overno t . it
siderations did enter into the grounds of the decision which was passedin favour of th-c. 5‘“:'(; se if it should as is probable become the subject of a legal.sult- N
of the deposed Paligar the daughter was regarded by the Goverument ler presumptive a ca tions to be determined in the meantime is whether P"SSQSSIIOt Romec:
3 stion . : ANEE' s
natural successor. 2Lt ‘The quetl laimants, the Zemindary being at present in charge ?f the la ef il80:»
18th.  The Agreement with his Ilighness the Nabob which has been already mentioned +allowed to cither O(f tli‘ o the éollector; Clauso 5, Section XVI, Regulation Hl{;no tot 1:,
. y; $ AN : ) .- rom . ; illing to take
provided that the Bistrict should contimr;e under the management of the Company’s Officers mml%er utl;ietri: 1.nflrscases wherein there may be no person autthozlzfl(ll l:: dap‘;]oint:d (I)Jy the
for a period of 3 years ; that at the conclusion of this period the amount of the Peshcush to be ‘I:’E:;’L:Zf tl;e landed estate of a person deceased, an adnflizs:zse::l cl;im'm*:s will equally have
. . . 1 o : o €r, ¢ ¢
puid ::0 the Corlrllpany on li:cc?;n‘: of hlls nglhness shouldl be P?r{] :“l:e"ﬂy :qotttlc((ll,t autcllletql:’l:c:;::; | J ud;e. Should this course of proceeding be thought proper,
meantime an allowance should be made to the person who might be nominated to the s §

equivalent to 10 per cent of the Revenue.

,

to sue for possecssion.

i S ference more particularly
isi tioned appears to have re
ision however above men v o partiontory
il g s Mihos the oot ot o o O to thzirs(:;xte E?eap;::son dying intestate. In the Pf'csent ca?f’ t}le ?‘lligietlil:nlizetlljcm:;opteydI;on
Officers was limited in the Agreement with his Highness the Nabob to the short period of the o the sslate of  prsn ding nesle, authonty o ?“ mg: I:Sion;iu o
3 years with the view, as it appears, of rendering the arrangement less unacceptable to his High- ' il;lthe first instance in which event the party or parties Outlo p(?:_iel; fon i
ness.  In point of fact, however, the District remained under the immediate management of the | . i th i ntnce b it 3 the per o s ot ;rusm P R
Officers of the Company nearly 8 years, for though the claims of the deceased Rance to the. 94th. Tt is understood that the adopted son ha.s not fully a {d e T e il for
succession was acknowledged so early as July 1795, soon after the conclusion of the agrpemc'nt " ri~ht t.o I il it ot son s 1t s]louf WC ZS ;
already mentioned with his Highness the Nabob she was not placed in possession of the District :;ngSh()rt i poseion o te ekt . (s f e
wutil February 1803, preparatory to the determination of the permanent settlement which was ‘ ;

then under the consideration of the Special Commission,

| * TWe have the ho'nor to be,
and which was shortly afterwards de- ] ol d o
. . Your most obedient and humble servant,
15th. The will of the deceased Ranee, of which copy and translation has been sulnniffﬂ!; e Vel o it bl
by the Collector, is dated the 11th April 1807, and appears to be witnessed by the late G 2 | | -
Mnrttn/by Mz. Parish, the late Collector, and by the Lradhani or Minister Teagaraya Dillay. At ‘

which preeise period the act of adoption was performed do
the Board, but it is understood that it tock

. ; E '
es not appear from any papers Liefore Fort Saixt GEORG ,} f
death of the late Ranee’s husband.

' 20¢4 Marek, 1812.
place so long agoas the vear 1503, shortly after the ] 0

/
TO
16th. Tt would appear that the late Rance and her nicce have been for several years at .

0. EVENUE.
THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE BOA.RD OF R

_ variance, the pretensions of the latter to the Zemindary during the lifetime of her aunt may ‘ S .
probably have .be.cn the original cause of the disagreement, and to such disagreement wlmncesu("""‘: ) I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter Wl.d\ervom opinion that under the
1t may have originated, there can be little doubt to be ascribed the arrangement made by the late : that the Honorable the Governor in Council concurs ]nb) ill of the Zemindary of

. { i 1 N ' . W h
Ranee for the exclusion of her niece from the succession. inform you the alleged adoptlonl m;dt beI({lue:Z :fford T

! ion thi the late Ran S = ;
17th.  On more than one occasion this arrang 1:;{, ing to the party or partics out of possession
and remonstrance on the part ‘of the nicce. ;
execution of the will now

ate the 30th March and

.. 1795
: decision of the 3rd July s
ement has been the subject of rcl,r(xscn_t:\tlm; ‘ Ramnad to Mootoovizia, Ragoonada. Stt’tuPaf.Y
In the month of April 1807, ahout the time © Jllowing him possession, in the first instance ; .
. . - i : g i : in the Court of Judicature.
submitted, it appears that she addressed a Petition to the Board of to contest the right to the Zemindary in T have the honor to be,
Revenue on the subject ; this Petition is not forthcoming ‘
. .. . Gentlemen

ment as appears from the register of the Detitions that the subject did not appear to demand tltu oo u;ost obedieht scrvant,

. . . T )
uttention of the Board of Revenue for whatever might he the pretensions of the DTetition 1;
succeed to the Poliam of Ramnad on the demise of the present Ranece, those pretensions woeu

(Signed) WILLIAM THACK];J;RAY, y
. o Chicf Secretary to Government,
doubtless be ascertained and she would be supported in themn by the Judicial authoritics.

: . . . &=
, it having been returned with an endot

i : ion by
18th.  On the part of the person who claims the succession under the net of adoption bl

1} l t ]{ ] ¢ True COl’iew
¢ late a“CE, lt 18 tO e ()l)s(n‘e(l 11['[1 S(‘( ti()fp ‘ I I I I{C"] ¢ 7" Q“‘) as !]?0 {h
{ ‘ it i v ¢ C ] o 1lnlti0n A\k . J\- D. 1& ~ 8 !

- (Signed) W. OLIVER,
Secretary.
Tth clause, of the decd of permanent property which is quoted in the will ack n()“.lcdg(ndt;‘}:(;
right of proprietors to transfer without the previous consent of Government or.of nn_vrif('mv o SAINTlgngGE,}
authority to whomsoever they may think proper by rale, gift or otherwise, their pm{:c mu. onz Sy 8
night in the whole or in any part of the Zemindary and such transfers are declared to | ’
prJo\vidcd they'.shall not be repugnant to the Mahomedan or to the Ilindu Law, &c. /
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TO

HIS TXCELLENCY SIR WILLTAIL DENISON, K. C. B., ' i
s GOVERNOR TN COUNCIL OF ’
" Fort Saint George. ,

The humble Petition of Slrimatu Iliranya ‘
Garbha Yaji Ravikula Vijaya Raghu- 3
nada Raja Muttn Ramalinga’Setupalt,
present Zemindar of Ramnad, present- b
ed on his belalf by his Vakeel 1. Sada- '
gopak Charloo. | \

_ResprcTFULLY SHEWETH, : )
1. That on the 5th March last, your Petitioner prcs'ented a Petition to the 't
Board of Revenue, praying that the Collector of Madura might be directed to regis- §
ter the deed of gift passed in his favor by the Rance of Ramnad, under date the

/ e i o0 91st February preceding. . R
' ’ On the 11th March 1862, the Board, without reference to the said Petition, 18

. . 2.
nt their Proceedings, recommending that the appli- S £

held and forward to Governme
. cation of your Petitioner be refused, and that the question be referred tothe ; i
Such reference was at once made to :

Government Pleader to give his opinion upon.
Mr. Dale. )

3. On the 21st March, the
and communicated copy thereof to your Pctitio

— . , as the 30th idem. .
T 4. On the 26th of the same month, your Petitioner addressed his first Peti-

; tion to Government, on the subject of his rights as adopted son, and also enclosed -
X a copy of his said Petition to the Doard, which dwelt only on the effect of the deed

of gift above adverted to.
‘5. On the 2nd April following, your Petitioner submitted a sccond Petition
to Government, urging his objections to the order of the Board of the 21st March
preceding, and praying that pending the decision of the matter, the Collector might
be directed to accept payment of Peishcush from your Petitioner, and refrain from
all steps to zuft the Zemindary.
6. "Although full three ‘months have now elapsed since the presentation of
these: Petitions, no orders have yet been passed on them. Your Petitioner learns
I that the delay in the disposal of this matter is attributable to Mr. Dale, who has not
submitted, to Government his opinion on the questions referred to him. And as
" your Petitioner i3 anxious to have his case speedily disposed of;
'Tle humbly prays that Mr. Dale may be directed to sub-
S mit his opinion without delay, and on receipt thereof
| . that the case of your Petitioner may receive the early
) attention of Government. ‘ ] .
And your Petitioner as in duty bound shall ever pray.

(Signed) V. SADAGOPAII CITARLOO.

-
I —mempm amneL

Board passed their orders on the said Petition,
ner’s Vakeel, who received it so late

R

w»

A1E July 1862.

[}




G aaty

. . | HIS EXCELLENCY SIR WILLIAM DENISON, K. C. B,

GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL OF FORT SAINT GEORGE.
. | &e. &e. &e.

The humble Petition of Sreematu Hiranya ) 5
o o Garbha Yaji Ravikula Rojak Muddu t
. Ramalinga Setupaty, present Zemindar
of Ramnad ; presented on Lis belalf by
kis duly constituted Vakeel V. Sadagopakh .

Charloo.

P v e e

S pegem e

P T,

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,
1. That on the 26th March last your Petitioner addressed a Petition to your Excellency in

Council on the subject of his claims to be recognised by Government as the lawful Zemindar of

Ramnad. In it he enclosed copy of 8 Petition be had presented to the Board of Revenue on the ’

; 5th idem touching the effect of the deed of gift executed in his favor by bis adoptive mother, the ]

Ranee of Ramnad. Printed copies of both these documents are submitted herewith for the con-
1

sideration of your Excellency in Council.
ed another Detition to Government o

9. On the 2nd April following, your Petitioner present
espondence between them and the :

on the same subject, enclosing therein copy of a former corT
Printed copies of these documents also accompany this.

. AR

. i i

Board regarding the Ramnad estate.
vernment for his opinion so far ; |
!
i

3. All these papers were referred to the legal adviser of Go
h a reminder was sent to Mr. Dale, on the 16th July last ona far-

back as April 1862 ; and thoug
ther Petition of your Petitioner Jdated 4thidem, he has not yet forwarded his opinion to Government.
4. Your Petitioner need scarcely say that he has been driven to sue Government in the Civil 4
Court for establishing his right, simply because {or seven long years they declined to recognise it
de from time to time by him and on his behalf. He has resorted i
t unwillingly on his part. He desires not to .
a

upon repeated applications ma
to the Court as an unavoidable necessity though mos
their power and only just at any time to put
should have reason to consider ‘

|
S keep up any litigation with his rulers, which it 8 in
an end to by granting his prayer. 1f your Excellency in Council
ment is a bar to their compliance with his prayer,
ithdraw all proceedings from the Court. :

| that the suit now pending between him and Gover
: he will on the fact being intimated to him, gladly w
5. In this his last appeal to Government, your Petitioner, conscious of the validity and ‘
goodness of his claims and rights but being earnestly actuated by a desire to purchase peace and f
avoid further litigation, begs leave to submit for the consideration of your Excellency in Council
whether, as a final COmPpromise, Government will be prepared to recognise his adoption on pay-
ment by him of a Nuzzerana a3 provided in the Despatches* of Lord Canni
* See pages 17 80 gd Sir Charles Wood in cases of what to Government 8
99 of the Fort Saint may appear to be the
George Gazette of Joubtful adoptions of Native Princes and Chiefs. If Government is willing 1
/’s case in this way, he will pay into the Collec- :

January 1861. to dispose of your Petitione
j . tor’s Treasury at Madura such reasonable sum as Government may, in their direction, fix in com-
3 munication with his Vakeel V. Sadagopah Charloo. - He need hardly repeat his molives in ;
suggesting this course, which must be obvious to your Excellency in Council ; his sole desire i
gible with Government and its Officers. e begs therefore i
3

ittle dispute as pos
to submit that in the event of Government declining to accept this compromise, this Petition will

ot be taken of put forward as affording any evidence of the supposed weakness of your Petitioner’s
er matter whatsoever. If on the contrary your Excellency in Council is disposed

right or of any oth
in the manner above pointed out, it is scarcely necessary to wait for the

minate this case
r. Dale. The papers sent to him may be at once called for, and the case disposed of
‘ .

Jom may appear proper.
etitioner as in duty bound shall ever pray.
(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CHARLOO,

Do Lo llar - |
A.‘Z’ e :862. Fakeel for the Zemindar. H

being to have 28 1

kRt
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G

to ter
opinion of M
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there are heirs,

* there are such

’ they (heirs) have all co

. to submit Lerewith atte

T0 . '
HIS EXCELLENCY SIR WILLIAM DENISON, K. C. B.,
GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL OF
Fort Saint George.

The humble Pelition of Strimale Hiranya
Garbha Yaji Ravikula Vijaya Raglunada
Raja Muttu Ramalinga Setupati, present

Zemindar of Ramnad, presented on his
behalf by his duly coustituted Vakee!

V. Sadagopak Charloo.
iy

ResprcTFuLLY SHEWETH,
is informed that Mr. Dale has transmitted, oris abou. »

the several matters referred to him by Government N
er’s) case. Before your Excellency in Council finaly

ffer such farther explanations as such opinion may ¢-
its the favor of his being

1. That your Petitioner
do so, his legal opinion on
connection with his (Petition
dispose of it, he desires to 0
quire, and with this view he solic
of Mr. Dale’s Report, and of the Proceedings of the

be no objection to complying with this request.
on of Government will rest mainly on the question of whether or not
du Law would be entitled to succeed to the Zemindary

g your Petitioner’s adoption should fail. If

Leirs, then unquestionably, Government can have no reversionary
eing competent to them and them alone.to dispute the validity
doption and deed of gift. TFar from challenging his rights
nsented to his adoption and deed of gift. It would therefore
be most inexpedient to 82Y the least of it, to compel your Petitioner to wait the re-

to drive him into fresh suits against Government.

sult of 2 protracted litigation or
3. That there are such heirs will be apparent to your Excellency in Council, on re-

ference to the Decree of the Sudder Court, (See page 8 to 14 of the Decrees for

1858) already adverted to by your Petiticner. In further proof of the fact, he begs
; sted copies of Depositions taken by the Deputy Collector of

Madura, in accordance with the orders of the Board of Revenue (1 1th March 1862)
and of the table of the existing relations of the Ranee and her husband, which was
‘that Officer. A pemsal of the translates of these papers, which are also

ith, will not fail to convince your Excellency in Council, that far from

ere is such a number of them as precludes

lations of the Ranee, th
te escheating to Government for want of heirs.

furnished with acopy
Board thereupon, should there

2. The decisi
who under Hin

after the death of the Rance, supposib

rights at stake; it b
of your Petitioner’s a

preparcd by
presented herew
there being no 1¢

all possib]lify of the Esta

i —————— e EER S e e T

- i

b

TS Yoy

it P

e e vea iz oa

T BT ‘
TR oo e T T

TR

2




IR

T rasl - w0 EEERRE 12 o S Ly e e e
PO - AT T e T T ama v s g TR T 1 T e L LT ™
R et She FUNC I8

Tt

2

4. The question therefore for the decision of Government is simply this ;—namely,
whether in the absence of any objection from any of these heirs is it just or expe-
dient that your Excellency in Council should, without any advantage to the Statc
present or prospective, continue objecting to your Detitioner’s rights, and compel
him to resort to a tedious and expensive Law Suit, when it is in the power of Go-
vernment to prevent the vexatious delays and heavy expenses attending such a course.

5. In conclusion, your Petitioner begs to state that before the decd of gift was
executed, the opinion of counsel was obtained, and it was in accordance with such
opinion that the step was taken. He begs to submit herewith for the consideration
of Government, copies of the opinions of three Members of the Sudder Bar, viz.,

J. D. Mayne, Esq., J. W. Branson, Esq., and V. Sadagopah Charloo, men whose
views are entitled to respect and consideration,

And your Petitioner shall ever pray,

(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CIIARLOO.
114k November 1862,

!
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Ramnacl Zemindary.
1

f this Estate Lefo
by b
d the Zemind
manent gettlements

The last holder o
forfeited it to Government in 1795
. In 1803, Government conferre
Sunnud-i-Milkeat Istimrar oF Deed of per

The Ranee was succeeded by ber @
descendeid to his adopted o, Ramasawmy Set

arvata Vardhmy Nachy
ny’s arran
Llance Tary

widow nawmned P ary

In obedience to Ramasa®!
o their mother,

gementa',

afterwards, it reverted t
her possessi n.

In 1843, Ramasawmy's mother,
Parvata Virdhiny Nachyar, to recover the E
nated in a Razeenamah, dated in February
Nachyar was left in undisturbed posses<ion of

In May following she accordingly

Collector on the same day. That Officer ©
1833, Governme

but afterwards, i e, in

Mootooveerb

* 24th July 1855.

instructions to the Collector t
In 1856, the adopted sont atta
give possession in conseqi

the Suit No.
1 no right t0 ©

sitated to
“11e has then brought
held that the Collecto? ha
to give possession to the Zemindar, S
The Collecor has appealed 10 t

Leore that Court.
To avoid however t

cists ©

he delays and
adopled son, and also execute 8 deed of
Counsel i8 rOW asked 2o advise.
1 am of opinion ghat she can-
I am of opinion that Governm
, and that they cannot §€q1€3

ent cannot object
in any way ter theEstate.
and that Governs
uld snggest that
declare it

at she can,
I wo
'adoplion,

1 am of opinion th
ot theretos
1 recite the
tion and €0
decensed, and then
ve and & Zemindary to the

Let it be under

adopted son, his heirs and assigns.
' Let it be registered a1

scal on proper StAmp.
ven under it; and let all the provisions
f 1502 be strictly complied with.
duced 0 join in this deed a8
to the alienation of to
¢ declaration at foot to

ment cannot obj
the deed of gift shot

to Lave been with the sanc

next heirs of the Ranee and the

proceed t0 gi

possession be gl
of Reg. XXV 0
{he next heirs can be in
declaring their full consend

subscribe an endorsement ©

that effect, so much the betler:

(Signed) J- w. BRANSON.

9nd Jannary 1862.

If all these partics have consented to the a
The following papers are sent kerewith.
1st. The Judgment and Decree of the Madura Civil Courtin O. S. 1 of 1
end. DProceedings of the Board of Revenue, 23rd April 1861 . S. 1 of 1B60. .
3rd. Appeal Petition of Mr. Dale. ) |
L
3
£
i
4
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re the permanef

is acts of hostilit
ary on his Sister,

dopted 0™ Aunasamy

upnti, w
two daughters,
the Kstate dev
ata Vardhiny Nachyar in 1

y Nachyar,
state asthe suceesso
and filed in March
the Zemind
adopted Mootoora
bjected to it as
ut at first® rec
Novem
ion of the Tstate on the de
. and sought possession
of Government date

1 of 1860 against the Ranee 8

bject to the ac
(Sce Decree and J

loption,
udgment herewith sent)

lie Sudder Udalut in

{ ﬁtigntion,

gift to prevent a

 satisfactorily,

d let

doption,

!

¢ seitlement was Mootooramalinga Setupati, who

y and rebellion.

Ranee Mangaleesmara Nachyar under

Setupati, on whose demise the Zemindary
0 leaving behind him no sons, but a
nd a mother by name Mootooveeroy Nachyar.
olved on his daughters, who dying shortly
843 and continues still in

ho died in 183

a Suit No. 3 of 1843 against
But this Suit termi-
I Parvata Virdhiny

instituted
r of the deceased son.
1847, under whic

ary, with Jiberty to adopt 2 boy.
and reported the fact to the

malinga Setupati,
having been made without sufficient authority. In
ognized him as the lawful heir of the Zemiudar
Ler following altered their opinion, and issue(i
ath of the Ranee.
of the Estate. The Ranee he-

d in November 1855.

U Y

- e ¥ “
e s 2
Y
stz a2z
-

nd the Collector. The CivilJ udge
and declared that the Ranee was at liberty
+ * , !

No. 35 of }8(51, which Appeal is still depending
N i

she is now willing to give possession to the

11 contingencies.

1st. Whether she can now give him poséession

2nd. Whether Government can object to her
so doing, and sequester the Tstate if she persizted

in her giving possession ?
- gpd. Whether she can execute a deed of gift
|- Taid ]

and if she can whether Government can either now

or at any time object to such gifi ?
To enable f:ounsel to advise on these puints
it is stated t i
made with the consent of :‘Iil: :‘;tmllngsm(:' ‘:las .
Tance and of her Lusband. These heirs are :— * | |
1. ']:‘Ile Dnyadee§ (Kinsmen) of Ramasz;,wm 1
Setupati, (See Decree of the Sudder Udalut,at pagi 3 |

8 of the Reports for 1858.)
IL. The Bandhus of Ramasawmy Setupati

Leing,
1st. The sons of his father’s sisters.

ond. ‘The sons of his mother’s sisters.
3rd. The sons of his mother’s brothers.

PO AL PV

III. The mother and brother’s sous of the

Ranee.
is it open to Government to object to it ?
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~succeed if her marriage was of the approved form, and her mother and brother's sons,

9

Opinion,

1. T am clearly of opinion that under all the circamstances, it is most advisable that immediate

possession should be given to the adopted son, and that the Ranee has perfect right to do so.

2. Government cannot now object to her giving possession. The only right they set up is escheat ;

but this cannot arise till the death of the Ranee.

3. Neither can they oppose her doing so. She has at all events a life interest, and this she can
give away. Her giving the adopted son possession can be no excuse for Goveinment assuming
Their doing so would be contrary to Law and Equity.

4.

possession.

To prevent all contingencies, she can make a gift of the Estate to her adopted son, and Govern-
ment cannot object to such gift beyond refusing to register the transfer. But such refusal to register canuot
take away the title of the adopted son nor affect his possession.

5. There is not the most distant pretence for the operation of the right of escheat as long as there

are s0 many heirs of the Rauee and of her hushand alive; who have consented to the adoption and to the
gift.  The Dayadies of the Ranee would be her heirs at all events. On failure of them, the Bundhos

if of the disapproved
species.

‘6. I would therefore advise the Ranee t» make the gift and give possession to the adopted son.

(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CHARLOQO.
31s¢ December 1861,

I quite agree with the above opinion, The Ranee has, even according to Government, a life interest by
virtue of whicl she ean put any one she wishes in Possession, and they cannot complain of such act, the
validity of her grant for a period beyond her own life may depend upon the ‘fact of their being heirs
capable of succeeding to the Zemindaree after her death. If there are such as would appear to be un-
doubted, then the right of Government vanish as they rest merely upon the prospective escheat, and if
the next heirs give their cons-nt, the deed would be binding upon the world. Tue heirs should all be
made parties to the deed of gift, and should expressly consent to it, and renounce all clajms upon the
Zemindaree.  On the other hand,if it can be assumed that there are no heirs except the plaintiff, then unless
his adoption is valid, the deed of gift would direetly intercept the right of Government as h.ir by escheat.
The decision in the appeal now pending before the Privy Council will probably soon decide whether n grant

by a widow under such circumstances would be valid or the reverse. My opinion is, that in the case
supposed it would be valid.

I do not see that Government can take any hostile action against the Zemindares upou the execution
of such derd of gift and delivery of possession. 1f they attempted to seize it in attachment, they would

be liable to # suit for trespuss, anll if they refuse to register, the Court would, in my opinion compel
them to do so.

Under these circumstances, I join in recommending the execution of a deed of gift by the Ranece
in favor of the Plaintiff. Such deed should recite the previous adoption, with consent of the families, the
order of the Collecter A, and the present suit and should g0 on to state th
which have been expressed by Government, and to obviate future dispnte,
intere«t in the Zemindaree to the Plaintiff. I think this deed
Counsel ; when executed by all parties,

at in consequence of the doubts
the Ranee gives all her titleand
should be sent up for the approval of
it should be.communicated to the Collector and the Board, and
should be tendered for registration. If registration is refused, a suit should be instituted against the

Collector to compel registration, Possess-on should be given to the Plaintiff with all formality, and this
fact also notified to the authorities,

(Sigued) JOHN D, MAYNE.
1s¢ January 1862.
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,J”d"/ ment of the Lords of the Judic ttee of the Privy Council on the Appeal of the
Collector of Masulipalaits versus Cuvaly Jencata Narainapps fr{om the Sudder Dewany
Adawlut of Madras, delivered the a1 5¢ December 1561,
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that would be capable of ¢nforcement, was one which could not be determined in that suit. After stat-

in their rensons for this conclusion, their lordships’ Judgment proceeded thus :—

“Their Lordships’ opinion is in favor of the general right of the Crown to take by escheat the land
““ of a Hindoo subject, though a Bramin, dying without heirs ; and they think that the claimn of the Appel-
“ lant to the Zemindary in question (subject or not subject to a trust) ousht to prevail, unless it has been
5 absolutely, or to the extent of a valid and subsisting charge, defeated by the acts of the widow in her
“life-time.  In the latter case, the Government will, of course, be entitled to the property subject to the
* charge. It follows that the Decree of the Sudder Adawlut cannot stand. The wanner in which it ought to
“ be varied depends upon the decision of the questions which have been raised tuuching the acts of Lutch-
* medevamah in her life-time. On none of these has the Sudder Adawlut adjudicared. On some of them,
““ as, for instance, the effect of the Collector’s act in 1841, it is peculiarly desirable to have the judgment of
“ that Court. Again, it appears to their Lordships very doubtful whether the present record affords the
** materials requisite for the satisfactory decision of some of those questions. There is little,
“ evidence of the nature of the advances made to the widow, or of the necessity for them,
*“ material to know what was the nature, and what the effect of the prox
* the Razeenamah was suspended. In these cireumstances, their lordships do uot fvel that they can safely
* do more than remit the Appeal to the Sudder Adawlut for furiher hearing, with a declaration that the
** general right of the Government by escheat (subject or not subject to a trust) has been established.”

Their Lordships also suggested to the
sueh terms as the surrender of the Zemind
Respondent for the advances really made.

if any, legal
It may also be
eedings by which the execution of

parties the expediency of compromising the suit upon some
ary to Government, upou payment of what might be due to the
Upon the recommendation of their Lordships, in order was made by Her M

ajesty in Council in July
1860, pursnant to their judgment and remitting the cause to the Sudder Adawlut.

The case went back to Madras, and was re-heard by the Sudder Adawlut there.
pronounced on the 22nd of October 1860, the judges stated that they had ascertained
having failed to come to an agreement, wished the suit to procced. They fuither stated that they had
not found it necessary towards their pronouncing upon the merits of the suit, to call for the additional

evidence which their lordships had indicated as apparently requisite. They accordingly proceed to deal
with the merits of the suit in the following way :— : ‘

In the ju’dgment
that both parties

Admitting the right of the Crown to take by escheat

*
' property of which the last owner died without
heirs, they held that where there had been an assignment by that owner, thougl a female, the Crown could

not take the place of an heir to challenge her power to make that assignment. They therefore decided
that the suit having been bronght upon the erroneous assumption that the Crown had the power to
challenge and defeat the act of the last incumbent, should be dismissed, ‘

They next decided that, even if the Crown had the right contended for, it w

' us estopped from asserting
it by the acts of the Collector, and the sanction given by hiw to the R

azeenamal in 1841,
They, lastly, decided.lhat, even if the Crow

n could now challenge the alienation in question, the plaint
had not been properly framed for that purpose. :

It is with the Appeal against this judgment that their Lordships have now to deal.
It has been argued for the Appellants that in ruling the frst and third o
low has exceeded its powers, inasmuch as it has come to conclusions inconsistent with those expressed in
or implied by Her Majesty’s Order of July 1860. Ia their Lordships’ opinion, this objection is well
founded. ‘The order of 1860, which, after argument here, recommended, if i did not enjoin, the Court
below to take additional evidence on the question, whether the acts of the widow in her life-time were valii

against the Crown, must be taken to assume that the question was one fairl
pleadings.

f these points, the Court be.

y open to the parties upon the

u to take the property Ly escheat ought to
prevail, unless it had bern defeated by the acts of the widow in her life-time when followed by the direc-

tion to adjudicate upon those acts, seems to imply a decision that the Crown had established its right to
maintain a suit of this nature.

Again, the declaration that the general right of the Crow

The first conclusion of the Sudder Adawlut, however, involves a question of substance, an important
question of law ; and if their Lordships were satisfied that it was well founded, they would be disposed to
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before, or at all events that th re would be some trace of co stariling &n exception to the general rule of
Hindu law touching females, taking Ly succession the property of males in the ancient te§£ writers and
(fommentators. The proposition, however, rests upen tie argument founded on the nature of the Iiindu
ien{ulc’s estate, as an estate of inheritance, upon a passage from a modern treatise by -Mr, Stru‘n ce, for
\vln'ch no authority is cited and upon the opinion of the Pundit=. The first for the reasons alread ku’ivc-n

theju'. Lordships consider unsatisfactory. The second cannot be treated as more than opinion ‘thguzh m:
opinion deserving of respect and attention. Upon the Jast, their Loidships cannot but repeat nn.obﬁerv—,'\lion
made by them in a late case to the following effect : ** where an opinion apparently discordant fr(; " k

of current and established authority is delivered by Pundits, it must not be taken on their nuthmr;lt.l f\;zlbs:
a co.rrect ex.p('»ition of the law. . ‘They should be questioued further as fo authorities, usage and «re)nernllb'
received opiuions. Such an inquiry might produce a conviction that the Pundits on,a net:v c‘ se bl eliv ‘l
rather their own notions of expedient law, as law, than delivered it on the foree of t] 'd: . lfem

writers or authoraiive expounders of the Hindu law.”  optione of wey

N lhellr Lordships are of opinion, that the restrictions on a Hindu widow’s power «f alienation are
;llaegalﬂ:) e f;om her estute, and that their existence does not depend on that of heirs capable of t'lkinn"on
rer death, It follows that if, for want of heirs, the ri : ‘ lawt

at if i , the right to the property, so far as it | i
. o , 80 fi ins not been lawfully
q ;‘sposed ?f b_Y lu?r, passes to the Crown, the Crown must have the same power wuich an heir would have
of protecting its interests by impeaching any unauthorized alienation by the widow

Their Lordships, therefore, dissent from the firs ' i ‘
] 5 S t ground on which, by the judy
Sudder Adawlut has dismissed the Appellant’s suit. 7 e Judgment undet nppe te

»
.

‘The next consideration is, whether the Sudder Adawlut was rieht in holding that the C i
estopped by the act of the former Collector, Mr. Grant, from disputil:g the title as:erte(‘l by the 1;::,':):1?
dent un.der the Razeenamah. In their Lordships’ opinion the principles of estoppel do noyt su portpthis
contention. - On every reasonable presumption, the facts relating to the creation of the original flebt we
known to the Respondent, or to the original Plaintiff in the suit whose judgment he was e:f ing Tlre
Collector would have no necessary knowledge on the subject, nor is he prgved to have had ox::i.l: Ol. k "e
ledge. 1lis advice to the widow to the effect, that unless she made an arrangzement with the crrda' t “(:‘;'
estate (which, the sale being an execution sale, must be taken to mean her ;’iUht title and inter lto'r' tlle
estate) would be sold, is not a statement at variauce with the true state of thi:"sf The R'lzeennets !m'l lle
which she entered might, for aught that appeared, be satisfied by payment of the ‘i’nstnlments tin her llil;'::-‘till:l:
Agaiu, the acts of a Government Officer bind the Government only whesi lie is acting in the (lischur e o;'
a certain duty within the l’imits of his authority, or, it he exceed that authority, when th: Government ingfavt
or in law, directly, or by implication, ratifies the excess. The Collcctor'iu this case had certainl m;
authority to waive the rights to which Government might Lecome entitled by the escheat; nor wen)e’ his
acts, when ff\ir]y viewed, calculated to give rise to the supposition that he had s.ucll an mxtho;ity.

Their Lordships have nlready indicated their opinion, that it is too late to assert, if it could ever have
lujen suc.cessfully :'nssenFed, th:-\.t it is not open to the Appellant on these pleadings to question the validity
of the widow’s alienation aguinst the Crown. The reasoning of the Sudder Adawlut on this point seems
to their lordships to involve some misconception of the effvet of the Decree under which the Respondent
claims.  As regards the Appellant that Decree is res inler alios acta. He is, therefore, in a very different
position from one who, coming into Court to get rid of a Decree binding upon him, has to ullegé and
prove that it was fraudulenily or collusively obtained, or is open to some other definite objection. )

Again, though particular circumstances may shift the Lurthen of proof, the general rule cerainly is,
that it lies upon those who claim under an alienation from a Hindu female, to show that the transaction

was within her limited powers

¢

Their Lordships continue to think that the evidence hefore them is not such ns to admit of a satis-
factory decision of the question, whather the Razeenamah does to any and what extent constitute a charge
on the Zemindary ns against the Crown, and that there ought to be a further trial of that is-ue. Under
the former order of Her Majesty, the Sudder Adalut should have given to each pnriy if so disposed, an
opportunity of adducing further evidence. It does not nppear to hiave done this, but to have acted on its
own impression that no furtler evidence was necessary. Such at least is their Lo-dships’ und rstanding

of the preliminary statements in the judgment under Appeal.
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k. atam

Mudduramalinga Setupaty,
the rebel who forfeited
the estate in 1795.

Sivagamy Nachyar, By adoption Annasamy or

. Ranee Mangaleswara Na-y " **

chyar, defendant No. 260
of 1804,

Muthuveeroy Nach-

. Rachoory Poola Tevar .

Wt fleemra L

|

Rama Raja Tevar.

_

Ramasamy Tevar, died
— y
1 in 1796,

Vellachelaka,

sister

Raghunadha Tevar.

|

T | |

!
. plaintiff No. 3  Muttuvijaya Raghunadha, b — yar, plaintif No. of Ramasamy Te- ”ZEEBEEW — § Vally Amma. Matticola  Manamkatah .
of 1813. defendant No. 3 of 1813, — 3 of 1843. - var. S ’ Tevar, _ Tevar. Tevar. \
‘. : , | e :
| | | I . |
' * By adoption Ramasemy Setu- Parvatavardhiny Na- iinnasamy or
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