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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Recenue Depariment,

13th September 1864,

-~

No, 216.*  Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 12th July 1864, -

No. 4,321,

Read again the following letters :—

From tbe Collector of the Godavery District, dated 8th January 1863, No. 3, recorded in
‘the Board’s Proceedings, under date 28th January 1863 No. 564.

From the same Officer, dated 29th June 1863, No. 170, recorded in the Board’s Proceedmos
under date Sth October 1863, No. 6,422, .

From the same Officcr, dated 28th October 18G3, No. 3.:9 recorded in the Board’s Proceed—
ings, under date 16th January 1864, No. 295.

Read also the following letter from the Acting Sub-Collector in charoe of the GodaVery District,
dated Cocanada, 21st April 1864, No. 102. - .

1. With reference to the Board’s Proceedings of the 1Gth Janaary last, No. 295, I bave
- the honor to state that the Petitioner Bollapragada Chinna Sattamma’s claim to succeed to the
estate oPher mother Tolete Ramanamma is inadmissible. ‘

2. Ramanamma sold the property long before her death to Agnigundala Venkata Nursimha

. Row, and after his death, the property was possessed by his widow, A. BSattamma, who trans-
ferred it to her sister, the Petitioner, by a Wiil on the 3rd June 1860, and requestcd the Cc}

"y

lector on tbe same date to register it in her name,

3. A('ter the death of Ramanamma’s husbaod, it became the property of his son, Sundara-b

- ramayya. 1le being a minor, his mother managed the affairs of the estate for him ; while it was

- under her management she transferred it to her son-in-law, A. Venkata Nursimha Row, by sale.
~ 1lad it not been sold, her son’s wife Buchi Lachmamma would be a proper lineal heir to the’
property, but not her second daughter, the Petitioner, as alleged by her, nor is she (the Peti-~ -

tioner) eatitled to inherit the property of her sister after her death as a lineal heir,

4. A Memorandum showing the dates and numbers of the former correspondence, and the
" full explanation of the shares in the various estates, and a wen=a!o 'lca.l tab'e of the families, are

herewith forwarded.

5. The two Petitions, Nos. 3,837 and 3,958 of 1833, are returned. 7

ExCLOSURE No. 1.

Memorandum with respect to the Estate of Nadavapalli in reply tothe Board’: Proceedings of
the 16¢h January 18G3. :

1. permanent Cowle was given to Tolete Ramarazu under date the 29th [July 1803, for
the Mutta of Nilapalli which consisted of ten

The Peshcush w?ermnm villages, viz., Nilapalli, Mallavaram,G uttahadivi,
Asseta, assessment, Nadavapalli, Policurru ing ;
Rapees., 7,004-10-0 6,067-7-9 pa_t S Coringa, = Sancara-
_ ‘ pallem, Drammasamideyem, Patianalla and
. G urrajanapalli.

_ 2. On the death of Ramarazu (who managed the estate during his life), his daughter-in-
law, i. e. his son’s widow Ramanamma took possession of the estate, her son Sundarama Razoo
B - B ] -
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2  Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, :
131% September 1864. ‘ :

being a minor. Certain arrears having accrued, the Board ordered the sale of the lande'd
' property of the family of Ramarazu, in their
letter of the 26th July 1821, but prior to the

Fursgraph 6. sale, the proprietor paid the arrears, and the

sale of the estate relinquished. On the pro-

® To Boad, 19th Jansary 1622 posal of the widow to sub-divide the estates the

t From do. 81st  do accounts were sent® to and sanctioned by the .
Board.t ' '
Permanent
Assets. :
assessment.

Bs. A. P. RS. A. P,

Nilapalli, Mallavaram, and Guttanadivi were retained by the
original Proprietor Ramanamma «.o.  «e see oo

The remaining seven villages from Nos. 4 to 10 were trans-
ferred to Agnigundala Venkata Nursimma Row, called
Nadavapalli estate, as per deed of sale executed by Ra-
manamma for Rupees 34,206-6-9, and to be enjoyed in"
perpetuity -by the former ... ... v e

3612 311 2206 1 7

7,659 10 10 4,661 6 2

Total... 1127114 9 6867 7 9
The above estates were accordingly registered in their names on 2nd April 1822. @

3. Two villagesin the Nadavapalli estate, named Pattavalla and Gurrajanapalli, were sold to

one Yaga Pallaya for Rupees 8,500, and regis- -

g:og";;d'li:;’ ‘JT“:;‘; 1823. ‘ tered in his name on 25th July 1823. These
. ,, _ . ‘
. were again transferred to Row Suramma by Y.
To Board, 6th November 1825. ° N °
Pallaya and registered on 6th Novewber 1825
in her name, On her marriage her name was chang:d to Damera Suramma, the former being
ber husband Venkat Row’s house-name. '

4. The remaining five villages forming Nadavapalli estate were retained in the possession
of Agnigundala Venkata Nursimha Row till

To Board, 16th October 1825, his death on 7th July 1825. Disputes then

From do. 11th December 1828,

To do. 23rd do. do. ; iswi attamma the
Feom d 1o Mo e arose between his widow .A. S ttan.J and.

To  do. 23rd June do. . - other members of the family regarding the right.
From do. 9th July do, '

of the estate, and finally, the widow being a
minor, it was managed by the Court of Wards,
as shown in the correspondence noted in the

margin, and made over to A. Sattamma on her
o dorrd, 8tk :;:zz:g }gg‘f’ S o attaining her majority ander orders of the

To  do. 29th June do. No. 170, . c ’ :
From do. 81k Oetobor oo 102, Court of Wards of 10th July 1828. Oa this

To  do. 29th August  do,
From do. ]3th March 1823,
To do. I3rd April do.
From do. 24th do, do.
To do. 17th June do.
From do. 10th July do.

To do. 28th do.  do. ., 359. Sattamma’s death in 1860, the estate was

From do. 16th J . 295, . .
rom do anaary 186% " transferred to her sister Bollapragada Chinna

Sattamma, and registered in her name as .

reported to the Board on 8th January 1863,

5. One village of the Nilapalli estate, named Guttanadivi, was again sﬁb-di;i'de‘d fﬁ;m the
estate, aqd sold to the aforesaid Agnigundala Nursimha Row for Rupees 5,000, and registered on

To Board, 25th June 1823, . E
Fromdo. 17th July  dg under the Court of Wards in common with

, ) . ) Nadavapallj estate, and made over to A. Sate -
tamma in 1823 with the said Mutta. Half of Guttanadivi was transferred to one Tolete Buchi

-
-

. —

TR ey sy e e et e

LI

25th July 1823. On his death, it was retained _.

.
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, Procecdings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 3

13tk September-1864.

Latt.:hmamma in accordance with a Razinama filed in the Civil Court at Rajahmundry, dated | £th

* April 1845, and the village registered on 28:h

May of that year in the names of -A. Sattamma

and T, Buchi Latchmamma jointly. The latter

transferred three-fourths of her half share in the village to Bollapragada Chinna Sa‘tamma under

& Razinama filed in the Civil Court of Rajahmundry on 20th September 1839, rec-ived with

the Court’s Proceedings of the 11th October 1839 ; but the registry was not made owing to the

. pon-attendanco of the parties, and the death of A, Sattamma. This woman transferred her half

- share by sale, for Rupees 5,000 to B. Ramas wamy, the husband of Chinna Sattamma, wlen she
transferred the Nadavapalli Mutta to her.

* Vide letter to Board, 25th May 1845, No, 73.

G. Of the remaining two villages of the estate, one (Mallavaram) was sold for Rupees 5,000
" To Board, 13tk March 1523 . to Rajah Row Vencata Niladri Row, Zemindar

From do, 31t do . of Pittapur, and registered in his name on 9:h

April 1823 ; he transferred it by gift to his son-

To Board, 11th October 1527, . -, -
’ - in-law Damera Venkat Row on 27th Ausmuct

1827, and it was registered on 11th October 1827. This Venkat Row being indebted to the

Minor Proprietor of Jaggampeta on account of the rent of a villaga in that estate, the village of
. Mallavaram was transferred to the Proprietor in consideration of the balance due to him, and
- registered on 24th December 1833. The Pro-

Yide pa ¢ . ; inine hi
»lgsrs"vlgnph! 8 and 9 of the lettor to Board, 8th Jaouary prietor of Jaggampeta, on his attalmng his
Board’s Procecdings, 29th April 1833, paragraph 14. " majority, re-transferred this village to his

brother-in-law Damera Vencata Row by gift on
19th November 1837. It was registered in the name of the laiter on 28th December 1837. On
"~ the death of this man, his widow succeeded to
the] village,’which was accordingly registered
in her name on 1st June 18¢1.

*To Board, 23th December 1837.

To Board, 26th Pchruary 1241, No. 21.
From do- 8th March do.

7. The remaining ﬁllage of Nilapalli was sold to Mulavissala Jagannadham, for Rupeas
5,000, on 5th October 1824, and registered in
liis name on 22nd Noveniber 182%, O his

death, it was transferred by his son to Digu-

To Board 28:h Octohar 1824,
From do. 4th November do,

ide 1 16th 852, No, 86. . .
Vide letter to Bm"‘.’ Gch June 1852, No marti Ramaswamy and others, in whose names

the village was registered in 1862,

8. With regard to Cheyeru estate, a permanent Cowle was given in the nama of Pusapati
Narayana Gazapati Maharajah, who transferred it to one Agnigundala Venkat Row on Sth -
January 1803. Of this esta'e, one village, named Wappalazuptam, was transferred by sale by

' : the said Venkat Row to T. Ramarazuon 25th
From Reard, 5th December 1811, June 1812,arid was registered in his name. It
Vide Board’s lctter, 18th January 1813 wag sold by Ramarazu to T. Venkanna for
Rupees 3,000 on 12th November 1812, and
registered on 11th February 1813, but it reverted
to Government for arrcars cn the 15:h Septem-

ber 1813.
9. The remining eight villages of the Cheyeru estite were emjoyed by the aforesaid
Venkat Row during his life, and on his death his son Venkata Nursimba Row succeeded to the
estate ; he died in 1823, anl the estate was retsined undor the management of the Court of Wards’

To Board, 20th Sentember 1813,
From Board, 1st October  do,

along with Nadavapalli es'ate as stated in paragraph 4, and made over to his widow Sattamma

in 1828, as explained in that. paragraph ; and this was specified in the carrespordence already
: noted in the same paragraph. TLis estate was

Collectar’s report, 19th September 1833, paragraph 4. . o - . .

Vide Board's Pro-eedings, 20th February 1814, paragraphs sold for arrears, and purchased by Govirnment

5 and 6, and Miuutes of Coosultation of Government, 1th  for Rupees 9,000,
Mareh 133k, No, 228, .
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1 Proceedings of the Madrds Government, Itevenue Departmeﬁ
} 13th September 1864.

o ——————————
A ——

Excrosvre No. 2.

Genealogical Table.

! Tolete Ramarazu, the
original holder of the
estate of Nilapalli.

. | Venkaona’s widow
Son Veukan- Ramanamma, who
na. managed the estate,

Narasamma, widow,

bbanna. | No issue now liv.mg )
S at Tottaramudi.

Agnigundala Ven-
gkata Row,

l *
l '

Son Venkat Nara-

Son Sundara-t yeri40 0 Buchi 1st Daughter, |1, Row, and the| |- Daughter
masya being | 7 hmama AgnigundalaSat-ip oo g of Sattam- Kopparti

minor, his | ~° living in _ | tamma, tbe last ma, to whom the Venkata

mother manag+ oo, holder of Nadava-l, /1, to of Nadavapallii | Narsamma.

ed the estate. paili estate.

was transferred.

—

2nd Daughter .

Bollapragadao(fhinna Husband

| Sattamma, the pre- | Bollapragada

sent holder of Na-| Ramaswamy.
davapalli estate.

So-n Sundara-
mayyas, died
. unmarried,

l

3rd Daughter
Koti Subbamma, |- Son
widow ; no issue. . a
She is now at Sitaramayy
Georgepetta.

(Signed) T.A.N.CHASE,

Cocaxapa, 21st April 1864, Acting Sub-Collector in charge.

. Resolved that the papers above recorded be submitted for the consideration and
orders of His Excellency the Governor in Council, :

2. In the early part of last year, the Collector of the Godavery District repor}ed that
Agnigundala Sattamma, a childless widow had, in 1860, trans(erred her estate of Nadavapalli to
her younger sister, Chiona Sattamma ; that on the death of Agnigunidala Sattamma in the same
year, Chinna Sattamma had taken possession of the estate, and that the (}ollector, had now rcgis: ;
tered her as the proprietrix of the estate. A I A L

z
LN R . oy

[24

d. The Board, in requesting a further report regarding this estate, pointed out to the . -
Collector that, under the recent rulings of the Law Courts, a childless widow possesses butva
qualified proprietorship” in an estate, and has ‘Do power 1o alienats it, to the disadvantage of . _
the next heir, which in this case might be  the Government, if the husband cf Agnigundala left ~
no collateral heirs, L S R LR SRR AR SRR

ROV
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I’roceéding: of the Madras Government, Revenue Depastment, 5
13th September 1864.. E C .

4. Th> Acting Collector, Mr. Morzis, in reply,.reported that the Nadavapalli estate was
purchased by Agnigundala Sattamma’s late husband in 1820, fcom his wother-in-law, Ramanamma,
who was then in possession of it as a portion of the Nilapulli estate ; and that on her hus-
band’s death, Agnigundala Sattamma was made a ward of the Court of Wards, who made over
this estate 1o her on her attaining her majority in 1828, e added that his predecessor had
sincticned the transfer in accordance with the powers of transfer given to proprietors of estates
by Section 8, Regulaticn XXV of 1802.

5. On referring to the correspondence which took plice in 1828, the Board observed
that Agnigundala Sattamma’s busband died possessed of two other estates, Cheyur and Guttana-
devi, and that both these estates, as well as.that of Nadavapalli, Were made over to his widow
in 1828. Tl.ey, eccordingly, requested the Collector to report what had become of the two other
estates, a3 the widow’s ** qua'ified proprietorship” would apply equally to them as to Nadava-
pali. The Board, at the same time, pointed out to Mr. Morris that he had overlocked a very
important proviso in the Regulation quoted by bim, viz., that the transfer should not be repuz -
nant to Ilindoo Law, ~

G. The Acting Collector then reported that Cheyur was the ancestral property of Agni-
fundala Sattamma’s late husband, who had no heirs now living, and that it had been sold for
arreeTs and- purchased by Government in 1817 ; that Guttanadevi, also a portion of the old
Nilapulli estat~, had been purchased like ths estate of Nadavapalli, from Ramanamma 5 that Agni-
gundalaSa-ta vma filed a Razinama before the Courts in 1845, agreeing to the registration of this
property in the joint names of herself and another party, and that previous to her demise she
transferred hgr own half share to Ballapragada Ramasawmi, hersister's husband, for Rupees 5,000.

7. Meantime, Chinna Sattamma having apparently become aware that the Board had doubts
of the legality of her claims to the Naudavapalli estite, forwarded petitions puiting forward her
claims to.it; as the heir of her brother, Ramanamma's son, pleading that the said Ramanamma
had no pover to a'ieaate these estates during her son’s life-time and minority, '

8. The Board accordingly requested the Collector to report upon Chinna Sattamma’s
hereditary claims to the estate, if any. The letter recorded at the head of these Proceedings is
the reply to this requisition. It will be observed from this report that Chinna Sattamma has no
hercd'tary cla'ms to the estate of Nadavapalli, even supposing its transfer by Ramanamma to
Lisve been illeval, as her deceased brother, Ramanamma’s son, is reported to have lef; a widow,

who would of ccurse succeed to his property in preference to his sister.

9. Tualsoappears that the Nilapulli estate was heavily indebted to Government for arrears
of Peshcush ; that Ramanamma had no option but to sell portions of it to mest the Gorvernment
demand ; and that inso dving she was not unmindful of the interests of her minor son. The sale
of Nadavapaliian! of Guttanad:vits Agnigundala Sattamma’s husbind ﬁ'as, moreover, approved
by the Board of Revenue.

10. It now rests with Government to decide whether, as wltimus heres, they will dispute
Azuizundala Sattamma's right (1) to transfer her estate of Nadavagalli to her sister ; and (2) to
8 1l her remaining ha'f share of Guttanadevi to her brother-in-law. The fact that Agnigundala
Saitamma had transferred a half share of Guttanadevi, under a Court Razinama, to another party
was reported by the Collector to the Board
in1845. The Board then* sanctiongd an altera-
tion in the registry, and in the same year they
) sanctioned} the sale of Nadavapalli under a
preeept of the Court to satisfy the Court's decree against Agnigundala Sattamma, though the salo
did not take place, a private arrang>ment having been previously made.

11. Tt thus appears .hit the Revenue authoriiies have hitherto treated these estates as the
absolute property of th.e lits Agnigundala Sattamma, and that her selling one and transferring the
other in 186) were sarctioned by the Collector. Under these circumstances the Board doubt the :
propricty of the Governinent putting forward any claim to either estate, At the same ti me'

® Board’s Proceedinge, 5th June 1845, No. 1,342,

t Letter to Collector, 27th Fobruary 1645, No, 538,
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6  Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, |
13th September 18614. '

lest any omission on the part of the Government, to put in their claim in t!xe pr;s&nt 1:::::;:, E
might be converted into a preczdent, the Bourd recommend_ that the clnmso" ove e ;,; ‘
as Oultimus heres, to the property of thelate Agnifgund:.ﬂa Sattamma, be formadyr\;atv: i ‘,.1
favor of Chinna Sattamma, in consideration of her relatmnshl.p to the.]ate holder, and o .:r ;u;g 3
a descendant of the person who held the property previous to its purchase by Agnigundala

Sattamma’s husband,

OrDER THEREON, 13th September 1864, No. 1,688, )
The recommendation made in the last paragraph of the fore-
Miscellaneous. | - going Proceedings, is approvgd.
(True Extract.)
(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Deputy Secretary to Government.

No. 217.

To the Board of Revenue.

Exd. T. O'Cornor, : ~
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. o ‘ N No. 564.
: ProczeoiNes or Tz Boarp op Revesve, dated 28th January 1863.

Read the following letter from A. PURVIS, Esq., Collector of the Godavery District, ta V.

HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Rsjahmundry, 8th January
1863, No. 3:— ' ' ’
. I have the honor to report that Agnigundale Sattama, the late Proprietrix of the small Estate
of Nadavapallj, Paying an annual Peshkush of Rupees 3,190, died in 1860 leaving no issue.
She transferred the Estate to her younger sister, Bollapregada Chiana Sattama, and executed a
?vill to that eflect, nominating her her heir. The aforesaid B. Chinna Sattama took possession
of the Estate on the death of her elder sister, and oblained a certificate from the Civil Court at
Bajahx_nundry under Act XXVII of 1860 on the 22nd March 1851. The Estate has this day

registered in the name of the aforementioned B. Chinua Sattama,
l.% The Ch.llector will submit & full report on this case,

R

i
oo Presuming that the late Proprietrix succeeded to the Estate as he’r to her deceased
husband, the Board are by no means satisfied of the legality of the Collector’s proczedings, He
is referred to the ruling of the Sudder Court in note 2 at page 239, volume 1 of the Board’s
Circular Order, and also to the decrees of the Privy Council in the Vissanapetta case circulated

by the Board for the information and guidance of Collectors, under dates 12th March and 13th
June 1562, :

r'~ 8. He will see from these decisions that the Estate of a Hindu widow inberiting from
ber husband, is a “qualified proprietorship,” That she has « no power to alienate the property
éxcept for special purposes,” and that in the absence of collateral heirs to her husband, the
Government, as ultimus heres, * have the same power which an heir would have of protecting

Y its interests by impeaching any unauthorized alienation by the widow.”

i

+ 4 Itis for the Government to decide whether they shall assert their rights in such cases
br not, and in the absence of any order from tiem on the subject, the recognition of the transfer
by the Collector, and the reéfstry of the Estate in the name of the widow’s sister, zppear to the
Board, as at present informed, a sacrifice of 1he rights of Government, so far as the Collector's
.}ucti are of force in 1he matter. ’ _
S The Board expect an early reply to these Proceedings, with ful} particulars of the
origin of tke Estate, and the subsequent succession to it, as well as of the family of the decease
widow aad of her late husband,
. (A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) W. HUDLESTON,
' Secretary,

f

To A, Parvis, Esq., Collector of the Godavery District,

}

Exd. J, Wright.
!
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; o No. 6, 22, -

: : b Pmnomcn o as Boiup or Revexue, dated 8th’ October 1863 ) N
Sy Read lgam letter from the Collector of the Godavery District, dated 8th Jamury 1863,‘-.--
- ;No. 3,in Board's Prooeedmgs 28th January 1863, No. 56%. =~ , |
t‘ B.end also the following letter from the same Olficer, dated 23th June 1863 No. 170 -— _

’, -~ L In reply to the Board’s Proceedings dated 28th January 1863, calling for further

information regarding the Estate of Nadavapalli, I have the honor to forward the following -

&teport for the Board’s consideration. .

MR- The Muta of Nadavapalli ariginally formod a portion of the Estate of \’xlap.dh. The
‘perimanent settlement of the whole Estate was determined on the average collections of thirteen

'yaars, commencing from Fasli 1196; and according to the Spec\al Commlssmner in A. D. 1803a
amounted to 2,498 Pagodas.

3. A Petmanent Cowle for the Estate wus presented to Toleti Ramurazu on the 20th J uly ;

The Estate remained in his possession .
dunnrv his life-time ; and on his death, passed into ths hands of his dauvhter-m-law Ramanamma.

11803, and he executed an agreement in the following year.

4. At Ramanamma’s request, it was sub-divided in A.D. 1820; and seven villages, which
_were formed into an Estate bearing the namse of Nadavapalli, were sold to Agai, sundala Venkata
Nurashima Row for Rupees 34,206, and were registered in his name. He subsequently sold two

of 1he nllzwes, the other five, still under the name of Nadavapalli remaining in his possession
mml his death in A, D. 1825.

5. Hiswidow, Agnigundala Satamma, being a mmor, the Estats was then placad ander the
management of the Court of Wards, until she became ¢f age in"A. D. 18283, whcn it was put into
her possession, and remained in her enjoyment untit her death i in A. D. 1860.

6. The nextfownerlof the Estate was her younger sister, Ba.‘lapra'rada Chinna Satamma, to
,whom she bequeathed it by a formally exzcuted will. Chinna Satamma received a Certificate as
ber heir from the Civil Court, and her name was inserted in the Register by the late Collector.

" 7. A. Satamma left five relations, her sister, Chinna Satamma ; Chinna Satamma’s husband,
Ballapragada Ramaswami ; their son, Ballaprazada Setaramudu; Kotti Subbamma, another sister ;
, lnd a sister-in-law named Toleti Buchilakshwamma. Her husband had no relation's

8. My predecessor probably recommended the transfer of the Estate to B.Chinna Satamma, .
{n accordance with the provisions of Section 8, Rezulation XXV of 1802, where it is stated, that
¢ Proprictors of land shall be at free liberty to transfer, without the previons consent of Gavern.
:“ ment, or of any other authority, to whomever they may think proper., by sale, gift, or otherwise,
¢ their proprietaty right in the whole or any part of their Zemindaries,”

b

_with this case (which should invariably be given), has greatly impedeld the disposal of this matter,
' . 2. From the papers which have been triced, the Board, however, find that Aonwundala

Venkata Narasima Row left on his death landed properly consisting of three A\Ioo.abs, viz., Chey-

ary, Nadavapilly, and Guttanadevy, while the present correspondence mentions only the second
Fof theso Mootahs, By the Board’s order as Court of Wards in July 1828, the widow (now
deceascd) was put in possession of the three properties. -
raporb what has become of the other two.
P

The Acting Collector mll inquire and

3. - As regards the succession to the property, Mr. Morris, when quoting from Reaulatlon
rXXV' of 1802, fails to observe that the disposition made by a Proprietor of.land must be “not

"repugna.nt to the Mahomedan or Hindua laws,” aad it his been already pointed out to him that
‘.r_the hmnesbJudxclaI tribunal has decided that a childlass w.dow is nat ¢o mpeatent to dispose of

slanded pr0p°rty,except under those sp=cul ciccumstances wnxch u: is not pretended have any
Jxlstence in the present cage.
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1. The Acting Collector’s neglect to give the dates’ of the former correspondence connected -
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4. The rightful heirs to the Estate on the widow's death were the heirs, if any, of hep
Husband, and failing them, the property would escheat to Goverament as ultimus heres. The widow
was not competent to bequeath the estate to her sister. ’ L

5. Before addressing Government as to the propriety of asseriing any claim to the Estate,
the Board desire to be informed, after full inquiry, wacther any legal heirs of A, Vencata Nursimha
Row are forthcoming, and on this point Mr. Mocris will please to report at an early date. It

would appear from Mr. Collector Angtey's letter, dated 3rd April 1823, that A. Vencata Nursimha -

Row left & uterine 'sister surviving him. Her descendants, if living, would seem to have a
- ¢laim to succeed. : ’ o )
) (A true Copy and Extraot,) : R
- (Sigued) . W. HUDLESTON,
I - o o Sccretary,
To H. Morris, Esq., Acting Collector of the Godavary District. B C

-Ezd. J, Wright.
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No, 295.
PROCEEDINGS OF TRE BOARD OF REVENUE, dated 16th January 1864,

Read tha following letter from fhe Acting Collector of the Godavery District, dated Cocanada,
; 28th October 1863, No, 359 :—

A 1. Inreply to the Board's Proceedin gs, No. 6,422, dated 8th instant, I have the honor to
state that by the Board’s Order as Court of Wards under date the 10th July 1828, the three
Muttabs of Cheyyora, Naduvapalli, and Guttenadivi were placed in the possession of Agnigun-
dala Sattemma, widow of Venkata N arasimha Row. The first Muttah was purchased on account

:)f Goverament for Rupees 9,000 as reported to the Board on the 19th August 1817.
¢ 2. The Muttah of Guttenadivi consists of one village only of that name. It was formerly

Included ia the entire Estate of Nilapalli, and the Sub-division of that Estate was sanctioned
‘by the Board on the 31st January 1822." The village of Guttenadivi was sold by the original
Zemindar to Agnigundala Venkata Narasimha Row, and was registered in his name on .the’
f3:1Jaly 122, ° C o : )

-

s 3. .“jxile this village was in the possession of his widow Satbé;n:ma, it was again regi'ste.red‘
jon the 23th May 1813 in the joint names of Agnigundala Sattemma and one Toleti Buchi
+Lakshmagima, in accordance with a Razinamah filed in the late Nerthern Provincial Court in

Suit No. 25 of 1841 at the request of the parties ; and this transaction was communicated to
the Board on the 9th Jannary 1845. R

4. Toleti Buchi Lakshmamma, the joint Proprietor, transferred three-fourths of hér half

)
1

ghare in lbg',’.’rillage to one Ballaprazada Chinna Sattemma, under a Razinamah filed in the Civil
Court of Rajahmundry op the 20th September 1859, received with the Court’s Proceedi;ggsr of

_ the 11th October 1859 ;"but the registry was not made, owing to the non-attendance:of .the

Darlies and the death of Agnivanda’a Sattemma.

3. Agnigundala Sattemma transferred her half share I->y sale for Rupees 5,000 to Bulla.
pragada Ramiswami, Petitioner's husband, when she transferred the Nadavapalli Muttah to her.

6. A. Venkata Narasimha Row has no legal heirs: Venkata Narasimha Row’s sister
named Venkata Narasamma wasmarried to Kappurti Keshavarayudu at Masulipatam, and both
of them died long ago, leaving a son namzd Sundara Ramayya, who died lately in his boyhood.
There are no other descendants,

Before submitting this case to Government, the Board resolve to request the Collector to
report fully upon the hereditary claims set forth by Ballapragada Chinna Sattemma in her
Petitions Nos. 3,837 and 3,958 of 1863. A Genealogical tree of the various families should be
submitted with full explanation of the shares in the various Estates possessed by each, and of
the mode in which those shares were acquired. All former correspondence should be carefully
ceferred fo by date and number,

(A trus Copy and Extraet.)

(Signed) R. A. DALYELL,
Sub-Secretary.
To II. Morris, Esq., Acting Collector of the Godavery District, with two Petitions.

2xd. J . Wright.

.
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.7 % Ths Acting Collector, Mr, Morris, in reply, reported that the Nadavapalli estate was
purchased by Agnigundala Sattama’s late husband in 1820, from bis mo:her.in-law, Lamanamma,
nwbo was then in possession of it as a portion of the Nilapulli eslate ; and that on her hus-
_ buand’s death, Aguigundala Sattama was made a ward of the Court of Wairds, who made over
this estate to ber on her attaining her majcrity in 1828, He addcd that Lis jredecessor bad

_sanctioned the transf-r in accordance with the powers of tiansfer given to proprictcrs of estates
by Section 8, Regulation XXV of 1802. ‘

: 5. On referring to the correspondence which took place in 1828, the Board observed
thab Agn}gnudala Sattama’s busband died possessed of two other estates, CLeyur and Guttana.
‘l'devx,’md that both these estates, as well as that of Nadavapalli, were mede over to Lis widow .
in 1828, Jhey, r«;mdingly, requested the Collector to report what had become of the two other
: b . . .
estolrg, ps u::ndaﬁf's *“ qualified proprietorship” would apply equally to them as to Nadava-
palli. Tih ara,‘a\\the same time, pointed out to Mr. Morris that he had overlcoked a very
: mportant proviso in the Regulation quoted by Lim, viz., that the transfer should not be repug-

~ nant to Hindoo Taw.

* 6. The Acting Collector then reported that Cheyur was the ancestral property of Agni.

" gundala Sattama's late husband, who had no beirs now living, snd that it had been sold for
-~ arrears and purchased by Government in 1817; thut Guttapadevi, also a portion of the old
Nilapulli estate, had been purchased like the estate of N adavapalli, from Remanamma; that Agni-

" gondala Sattama filed a Razinama before the Ceurts in 1845, agreeing 10 the registration of this
property in the joint names of hers:lf and another party, and that previous to her demise ske

_transferred her own half share to Ballapragada hamasawmi, her sister's husband, for Rupees 5,000,

7. Meantime, Chinna Sattama having apparently become aware that the Board had
‘doubts of thelegality of her claims to the Nadavapalli estate, forwarded petitions putting
. forward her claims to .it, as the heir of her brother, Ramanamma’s son, pleading that the -

said Ramanamma had no power to alienate these estates duriog her son’s life -iwe and minority. ' j
s
- L3 .t . )
8. The Board accordmgb; tequestéd the Collector to report upon Chinua Sattama’s 7 : j‘ }
. . e taty e ey . -
bereditary claims to the estate, if any. The lefter recorded at the head of these Proceedings is the ’ ' i
- . . e . - 5 . . Pt .
'"gly & y"’;{efl‘l,“"”{‘on’ If:wm'be g?s&gved f:,om, this ;eportﬁthat’ Chinna*Sattama has no ;’ .
. - B RTS ~¢ . & PROTRE S . : S Y - s g » -
“hereditary clains to the estaté of I\*:zd-avap_am,‘éfen?up;c;’siig its trans fer by Ramanamma to have .. » .
b_e_grx,illegﬂ;g‘s Ke; aeceased brother, Ramauamma's 8sn, is reporteuo hiave left a wi,dd:’ who ~ f’{ {_f/
- X ENON NP e b S S P G by s W YW f ’
woum_L of course succeed to Ris property 1o preference to his sigter, ™ & " ¢ —* t‘, // ;
T I T S - . pIE ' >
9. Is-slsapppears that £he Nilapulii ‘estate was heay)ly indebted to Governmen:- {o‘r BIrears ) e £
of Peshkush ; that Ramanamma had no optien but to seil poitions of it to meet the Government 3
- B4

defianbg and that in so doing she was not unmincful of the interests of her minor son. The sale
of Nadavapalli and of Guttanaderi to Agnigundala Sattama’s husband was, moreover, approved ~

S by
N e Cabte AL IR * o e R T

by the Board of Revenue. < S S NERWI o
.

|
1

> - ‘\\ Q_“
10. It now rests with Government to decide whether, as ultimus keres, they will d'ispute PRt ;ﬁ'\ |
Agnigundiala Sattama’s right (1) to transfer ber estate of Nadavapalli to her sister ;“éiu'(i)’m\‘; 1
|
|

sell her remainiug half share of Guttanadevi to her brother-inlaw. The“faq_t _t,ha.; _.Agxlig‘und[ﬂa,: R

Sattama bad transferred a half share of Gutianadevi, under a Court 'R;zihm;:a,_tog'-ar‘mther. patty -

‘® Board' ings 5th Jane 1845, N 1'342 was.reporled by the Coilecior to the Board in
0, 1, . ° . |
Board's Proccedings une 1545, 5 -+ 1815, The Buard thea® sanctioned au altera-

. ) b Febrasry 1845. No. 533 4« tionin the registry, and iy the same year they
- ¢ Lettor ector TUATY " . " Ve . )y .
~ ,'Du bo Col 37th Fe P ,'Jf sanctionedt the sale of rNadavapalli under a
P $ £ > >

Precept of the' Court to satisfy the Court'sfdg'cregf;zgaiust Agnigundala S}uﬁa'ma,‘ though the s1le
did not take place, a private arrangement baving deen previvusly made. ¥
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11. It thus appears that the Revenue authorities have hitherto treated these estates as the
absolute p}operty of the late Agnigundala Sattama, and that her selling one and transferring the
other in 1860 were sanctioned by the Collector, Under these circumstances the Board doubt the
propriety of the Government putting forward any claim to either estate. At the same time,
lest any omission on the part of the Government, to put in their claim in the present instance,

.might be converted into a precedent, the Board recommend that the cliims of Government,
as ultimus heeres, to the property of the lat: Agaigundala Sattams, be formally waived in
favor of Chinna Sattama, in consideration of her relationship to the late holder, and of ker being
a descendant of the person who held the property previous to its purchase by Agnigundala
Sattama’s husband. :

(True Copies and Extract.)_ C %M

. Sub-Secretary,

To J. D. Sim, Esq., Secretary to Government, R. D.
"~ CopytolJ. Fraser, Esq., Officiating Collector of the Godavery District,

Exd. J. Wright
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