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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
8th June 1864.

No. 90. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 22nd April 1864
No. 2,430.
- Read again letter from the Collector of Tanjore, dated 31st December 1863, N 0. 494, in Board’s
Proceedings dated 19th January 1864, No. 367.

Read also the followmv letter from the same Offizer, dated Negapatam, 13th February 1864,
: No. 38 :—

With reference to the Board’s Proceedings of the 19:h ultimo, No. 367, I have the honor to
state that, as therein divected, I made a reference to the Civil Judge on the subject of the claim
in question, and have received a reply from that Oflicer, stating that he sees no objection to the
sum claimed by the Petitioner being paid to the heirs of the deceased Sikkaram, the individual
mentioved in paragraph 7 of my letter to the Board. The present Petitioner i is, as I have
already stated, the undivided brother of that individual, and is further the guardian, jointly
with his other surviving undivided brothers, of the minor sons of the said Sakkaram Rau.

———

ExcLosure No, 1.—Petition,

s

1. Resolved that the above letters, together with tha Pelition to which they refer, be
subiitted to Government with the Board's recommendation that the Collector be authorized to
refund to Petitioner the sum of Rupees 160-11-0. .

2. Thissum is a portion of the Native Pension Fund not yet refunded to the heirs of the

- subseribers. It appears that a late Head Sheristadar of Tanjore had paid a considerable sum
to this fund, and that it was some time in dispute between his descendants.” The Civil Courts
eventually ruled that the greater portion of the amount should be paid in certain shares, and
excluded Sakkaram Row, the party whom Petitioner represents, from a share, on the ground that
his branch of the family bad divided from the original stock ; but as one of the individuals in '
whose favour the Decree was given had agre=d that Sakkaram Row should have a share, this’
person was held to be bound by his agreement, and his share was reduced accordingly.

3. Though the Decree of the Court did not state to whom the difference between the larger
and smaller share should go, the Civil Judge hasnow written to the Collector, stating that
there is no objection to its being paid to the heirs of Sakkaram Row  whom petitioner
represents, P

4. The charge can be met from the Budget provision of Rupees 1, 300 undsr F, IX. Mis.
cellaneous mmor_head ¢« Refunds of subscription to the late Native Peasion Fund.” N

No. 91, ‘ . OrRDER THEREON, 8th June 1864, No. 978,
‘ Miscellaneous- Sanctioned as recommended by the Board of Revenue,
- (True Extract.)
. (Signed) C. G. MASTER,

Deputy Secretary to Government

o the Revenue Board, with Petition returned,
,, tho Deputy Anditor and Accountant General,
» the Civil Paymaster.

Exd, S, T. Augustid,
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE Bomn or Revevve, dated 19th J. anum;y 1864.

Read the followmnr letter from the Collechor of Tanjore, dated 31st December 1863 No. 494 : —
1. I have the honor to report as dxrected on the subject of Board Petition No. 3,851 of 1863.

2. The facts of the case are these : Gundopandit, a former Hefnd Serishtadar of this District, ~
had four sons, and in a division of his property which took place during his li'e-time, one of his
sons, Venkat Row, voluntarily relinquished. all claim to-a share in his father’s property, which
3 was accordingly divided between the father and the other three sons.

3. Subsequently however, and on tho death of both Guudopandit and Venkat Row, a dispute
aross between Vedkat Row’s sons and two of the other three sons of Gundopandit (one of them
having stood aloof), as to receiving from Govelmmnt the refunds of the Pandit’s subscription to the
¢ Native Pension Fund,” the former asserting their right to one- fourth of it ag due to their deceased

'faﬂfer according to the ordinary law of succession, and Le latter contﬂndm" that by relinquishiog

f(a,s *he had done) all claim to a share in the family prope1 tf Vénkat RSw hdd hkewise relinguished

hlgledlm to hLis share of the Fuund in questlan, a.nd the ! same was’;zonsequently divisible only

amonn the other three sons of Gundopandit. ° " ‘ 'E f) -

‘ 4, Tie dispule was at length carried to the Courts, am} was eventually decided on appeal
o of thé auruvmfr three sons of-

b}’zthe Civil Judge Mr. G. T. Beauchamp in favor‘fof‘tw
Gundo andit. £ LA r’; 2 b/
P * " .f ‘ »

ver ha,vmcr aém}pted ’Ve’nkat‘ Bow 2 right to a share, such

admlssmn was consndered by the Court to be bindifg Oﬂvhfm, ﬂndfhe MS/ﬂGCerdmvly declared to

be entitled to oifa-fourth share only jnstead of to one-ﬂl}_rd;hke hi:; twwbrot;hers.

6. The s‘xa;e}»t'hus awarded, viz., two- -thirds t "two? brgthe:'s an’d one-fourth to the thxrd
have been paid tothem respectwely by the Court to whicf. the money ﬁas remitted on application
from  the. C _,olf;'ct,ors Treasury ; thus leaving the , ﬁgrenicej between?one .third and oue-fourth
%hare, or one-t\;elftlx of the whole, viZ, Rupees 160- l}-O -ﬁu;dra“ n g’,}

7. It is the balance thus Jeft undrawn that Pemmntr, who is one of the sons of Venkab
A elaime on bebalf of himself and his undivided” “brothers._ He, in_support of his clim®

AT &
t ' POlnfs to ,paragmph 16 of the Decree of the Civil Court (a copy of which forms an enclosure to
g of the Cdurt referred to in paragraph 5

his Petition), and which paragraph contains the finding
above. The individual Sukharam Row therein refelred to was ~the deceased wadivided brothet ~

of the Petitioner. ‘;
8 Ttisto be observed that while reducing the clalm of Naraina Row {

}

X . fourth, the Court has not expressly declared to whond the difference is to go,

é cation lately made by him for the same the Civil Court has referred the Petitioner
]

J 5. One of ‘tbem (Naraina Row) howe

o«

3

“ .
com one-third o one-

though on an sppli=
to the Collectors

‘9. .The pomt would seem to be inv -olved in some doubt ; but as secms to m&, the Detitioner’s

claim appears open to no dispute ; inasmuch as the claims of all his rival claimants have been

a'ready satisfied, I would, with the permission of the Board make a reference to the Civi! Court to
the remaining ‘balance above- mentwned being paid to the

-

t lrnow whether any objection exists to
) l’etluvnel and his brothers, and should I be informed there is none, pay it accordingly.
R 10. The sum of Rupees 160-11-0 claimed _by- 1he POUYAOUEI‘ is, however, not in deposit a8
Funds in the samé

;o stated by him, If sanctioned, it will have to “Te paid from Governmeut

4 -manner ag such payments have always been made.
: \ 11. The charge can be met from the sum of Rupees 400 plov1ded fo
under IX Miscellaneous Subordinate to F Lml Services,

1

r this item in the current
_year's Budget and from which sum no
payments have yet been made.

————

‘ e : EncrLosvRe No. 1.—Petition.

nough to address the Civil Court as proposed by him and will

The Coliector will be good €
report the result. )
ST (A true Copy and Extract.)
) . . (Signed) L. A. DALYELL,
Sub-Secretary,

“To W. M. Cadell., Esq., Collector of Tanjore.
) ¢
Exd. J. Wright. ] o
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No, 2,430.
PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF szmmz, dated 22nd Aprll 1864.

Read again letter from the Collector of Tanjore, dated 31st December 1863, No. 194, in Board’s

. Proceedings dated 19th January 1864, No. 367,
Read also the followmcr letter from the_ same Officer, dated Negapatam, 13th February 1864,
No. 38:—
v . With reference to the Board's Proceedmﬂs of the 19th ultimo, No. 367, I have the honor
, to state that, as therein directed, I made a reference to the Civil Judge on the subject of the
. ®laim in question, and have received a reply from that officer, stating that he sees no objection

to the sum claimed by the Petitioner being paid to the lheirs of the deceased Sakkaram, the '

“jndividual mentioned in paragraph 7’ of: my letter to the Board. The present Petitioner is,
as I lave already stated, the undwxded brother of that individual, and is further the

guardian, jointly with his other survxvmor undivided brothers, of the minor sons of the said )

‘ Sakkamm Ran.

, g L]
A Excrosure No, 1.—Petition.

.

: T
-1, Resolved that the above letters, to'rethel with the Petition to which they refer, be
submitied t2 Governmont with the Board’s wcommendatwn that the Collector be authorized to

refund to Petitioner the sum of Rupees 160-11-0.
"2, This sumis a portion o W&tive Pension Fund not yet refunded to the heirs of the

i subseribers,
. £0 this fand, and that it was some time in dispute ‘between his descendants. The Civil Courts

.eventually ruled that the greater portion of the amount should be paid in certain shares, and
_excluded Sakkaram Row, the party whom Petitisner represents, from a share, on the glound
‘that his branch of the fa.mlly had divided from the original stock ; but asone of the individuals
in whose favor the decree was given had amee,d that Sakkaram Row should have a share, this
person was Leld to be bgund by his agreemeat, and hxs share was reduced accordingly.

3. 'l‘houo'h the decxee of the Court did nob ‘state to whom the difference between the
larger and smaller sh'u'e should go, the Civil J udvre has now written to the Collector, stating

 that there is no ob_)ectlon to ils bemcr pud to t.he heirs of Sakkaram Row whom Petitioner

represents. "o e o e :
Y 4 > The charge can he_met from the Budvet p10v1310n of Rupees 1,500 under F, 1X, MlsceL
la,neous minor head * Refunds of subscnphon to the late Native Pension Fund.” )
we g
- ‘. .5 (Atrue Copy and Extract )
. . i i o y s %
" , ST @ 7, o
. * AV . s LR
o e e . Snb-Secretary.

To J ‘ D Sxm, qu " Secretary to Govemment. R. D,
s WD .7 with copy of Board’s Proceedings, dated 19th January 1864, No. 6_7\

Copy to . M C'adell Esq 4 Collector of Tanjore.
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It appears that a late Head Serishtadar of Tanjore had paid a considerable sum -

.
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Dated 22nd AprT 1864.
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No. 2,430,

Submitting with the Board’s recommenda
tion letter from the Collector of Tanjore fur
nishing further report on Petition No 3864 o
1563 presented by the heirs of the deceasec

- ...\.\ \\. | Sakkaram,
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