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DProceedings of the Madras Gorernment, Revenue Depdrisment,
24tk April 1866.

No. 370. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 13th

April 1866, No. 2,558 :— EToe.

Read again letter from the Collector of North Arcot, dated 27th February 1366,
No. 45, recorded in Board's Proceedings, 17th March 1866, No. 1,867.

Tead also the following letter from the Collector of North Arcot, to the Sccretary
to the Board of Revenue, dated Poloor, 28th March 1866, No. 74.

1. Ibave the lionor to submit explanation on the two points noted in Pro-
ceedings of the Board, dated 17th March 1866. The Board aro right in supposing
that the family of the Zemindar of Kangundi is undivided.

9. This feature in the case escaped my notice, I admit, in my

~e

position of the several claimants.
3. If the ordinary law of inheritance be applicable to the existing

the estate, Section 330 of Strange'’s Manual would, if rcad with Section 34
tute Venkatapathi Nayanivaru, the late Zemindar’s younger and only brot
Lcir and successor.  Venkatapathi Nayanivaru, has from first to last, been so earncst
a supporter of Muni Venkata Ramappa Nayanivaru’s claim, and so reticent in
regard to his own individual title, that it never occurred to me that the question
aims of this lad and of the several widows of the deceased

review of the

tenure of
2, consti-
her, his

lay beyond tho relative cl
Zemindar.
4. I have submitted my draft of certain amendments in the original Milkeat

Instimirar Sunnud under which this estate is held, and beg respectfully to leave it

to the Board’s larger resources to determine whether the Zemindary, as now cir-

cumstanced, should devolve on the brother, now temporarily appointed manager

of the estate.

5. Looked at as a mode of reconciling conflicting claims, T am free to admit
that the nomination of tho brother would be the ecasicst and most gencrally
acceptable arrangement that could be made. .

6. As regards the second point, I'must admit that Ihave expressed myself
somewbat unguardedly ; having satisfied myself of thc administrative abilitics of
tho first widow, I applied the principles cnunciated in Clause 2nd, Section 3,
Regulation V. of 1804 to her case, and bave claimed the position for her in moro
positive terms than circumstances warranted. Admitting this, I bhave no doubt in
my own mind, that the interests of the estate would be as safe in her keeping, as
they will be in that of her brother-in-law, if the Government sce fit to recognize
Lim as her late husband’s successor.

1. Ordered that the foregoing papers be submitted to Government, in contin-
uation of Board’s Proceedings, dated 10th February 1866, No. 973, and with the
Board’s recommendation that the Collector be authorized to recognizo Venkata-
pathi Nayanivaru, younger brother of the deceascd, as his successor in the Kun-
gundy Estate.

9. A revised form of Istimirar Sunnud, for issue to the new holder of the
estate, will bo shortly submitted for the approval of Government.
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DProceedings of the Madras Gorernmeht, Revenue Department,
24k April 1866. .
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i No. 1,807.
~ PuoceeDiNGs of g Buard or Revesue, dated 17th March 1863.
Read the fullowing letter from J. 1. ROBINSON, Esy., Collector of North Arcot, to the Secre-
_ . i , tary to the Board of Revenue, dated Kangancllur, Gudiattum Taluk, 27th February 1865,
| Miscelleneous, | The Government “concur with the Doard, and’ No. 45:— '
auf 3 " . 14 '
I\'u lor.uc the Collector to recognizo VCDkﬂt:lpntby} 1. T have the honor t» repart the results of my inquiry respecting a succeasr to the late
. . ayamivaru, younger brother of the late : Fo Zenindar of Kanzundi, whose demise on the 2fth ulti: ced ne Board i
Lis success N ’ , g ate proprictor, ag anzundi, whose demise ou the 1 ulti:no was announced to tne Board in my
cessor to the Kangundy Estate. . R S ! } letter, dated 27th uitimo, No. 18,
(True Extract.) I J J o 2. My inquiry was conducted in th2 Zanindar's p lace at Kangundi, the head-quarte}s o¢
: (Sign_cd) 1D, S, “x the Zemindary. I submit translations of Lhe dep sitio.s taken from the several members of the

“ ' S o Sg’crclary to Government. larly bears on the question at issue, viz, who is the lawful heir and successor to the deceased
- e R s . ‘ Zemindar.

Waa e L i, e B

- A————— 'y a3\
.

No. 371. Orprr mi-:nr.oy, 24th -Apri] 1866; }"Io.f 959 '

-

P Y e T )

_family, and shall first give a summary of the evidence (a3 set forth in these) which more pariicu.

e 3

The partics directly concerned in this inquiry, are the following :—

1st widow, Tippamma, who has no issue; 20d widow, Subbamma, also childless; 3rd
. wilow, Yerra Kaodamms, who has a daughter two years old ; 4th, Pillaka, the so-called
fourth wife, 'who has a son, Muni Venkata
Ramappa Nayanivaru,® nearly twelve yers age;
and 6th, Venkat.pathy Nayanivaru, the late Zemindar's younger and only.brother, tenpo-
rarily appointed manager of the estate, as reported in my letter of the 30th vltimo, No. 20.

® 5th.

4. The validity of the marriages of the threc first-named wives, is adnitted on all sides.
These three widows were marriod at intervals with the full rites and solemnities of their crced
and caste, and were themselves previously connected with the Zemindar's family. The legiu-
macy of the dau shter, the issue of the third of thes: marraiges, is likewise not disputed.

5. Defore entering on the claim of the fourth so-called wife, and the question of ber son’s .
legitimacy or illegitimacy, I should mention that, it was the late Zemindar’s studious endeavour
I : . . _ to have this boy recognised as his heir and successor, and that the Z:mindar’s brother, the pre-
sent manager, is entirely in the same interests.
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[o the Board of Reverye. 1 Eaclosares Nos. 1, 2 and 8. 6. The Board will find, on reference to the

¢

L v‘i’}}lit\ccountant General, . -~ » : " depositionst taken from ihe three first-named

W TR : ‘ 3 Vivahapa, widows, that they all answer the question, *“ Ilow

. many (married?) widows did the late’ Zemindar

leave,” by saying, ** bo left three widows,” and that the brother, the present manager, gives tothe

same question, & simiiarly qualified reply. The three widows go on to state, in reply to a further

question respecting Pilluka, the so-called fourth wife, that ehe (Pillaka) was a ¢ Kantu bottu” wife, -
with rights and position equal to their own.

§ Eaclosare No. 5. 7. Inlike manner, the pro-tempore Zemindar

and Manager, after speakingy to tbe validity

of the three first marriages, and the legitimacy of the issue by the third of these, proceeds to des-

scribe how Pillaka first attracted the attention of his late brother, the Zemindar, and how, on her

attaining ber ninth year (the ordinary age of betrothal), she was subjected to the rite of Poocha-

krankitam (flower branding) and prescated with the ‘¢ Kantu bottu.” He adumits that, neither tho
were present at the two ceremonies which he describes as

family priest, nor any of the connection,
J having taken place on the occasion of Pillaka's betrothal and of her coming of age.

1’ 8. On the birth of her son no snnouncement of the event was made (as I shall show is
usual) to the Stite authorities, and at the ceremony of the Nawa Karanam (name giving) which
was celebrated ten months after the birth of her son, the only representative of the family and
the family priest (since dead), he (leponent), thy late Zanindar himself and his

household were,
deponent says, a second end larger “ Kantu bottu” was presented .

mother, On this last occasion,

—~——"e

Exd. S.T. Augustin, N\ .
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to Pillaka, Althouch d V
. eno o v . . . .
pamma says, she toocwas :re:en: (:hei manager) does not include her name, the frst widow Tip- oceasion of tho Nama Karanam of ber son, sl it is plan o the evidance, that the whole alaie
; ; ent at the" 2 ’ : wasam iv 8 : ) .
the Purohitalu. Deponent fur her ad::its\i;m: Karanam,” a fact which is further corrghorated by - coni e\i(;e’x}qapx:;‘:i ;ie(;e::.“;y ::r::i;el:m:li:.bout:s:he :°gn‘zal‘:‘° .m! sttendunce of tho famly
. ) Moy . ] a s u .
i menials. e describes the subscquen u .I’nllakus the bastard daughter cf one of the palace ’ s y P J . rved on such occasions. o _
and caste tnan, at which the thres wil t marriage of Pillaka’s son to the danahter of s relative : . 12, .No official intimation was givew, 28 13 usual® on the birth of a sor and beir, and
- i ow c ' . Lot . .
/ . s\ Were prcseng, as U-le)' themselves adwit, : ® Translatinn of Khat announciog the birth of the late Pillaka’s son’s subsequent marriage o the
Enclosure No. 6, 9. S- S T g R . Zemivdar is lcd snd marked B. o daughter of a caste-man and kinsman of the
marriage which . speak . oobbarojappa Gar, fawmily )m.' ‘? : family was challenged} at the time by Vijia -
celebr "t 1Ch Was performed by his futher, wh peaks® from hearsay 10 the validity of first wife's t Or.ginal Petition Sled sod warked &. Vecra Venkatapathi Nayani Varu, cousin of
f‘;rme:; :')int:r '{:‘:‘marr;age' of the second andr:h?fde:“;e (deponent) was a boy. Took part in the - ’ _ the late Zemindar, as opposed to law and usage.
8 1 16 rhi 1 n : s ' . . . .
‘bave 0o issus bm\i}:xtes and fejoicings usual un sucll: Zws,-\.\ hich he describes as havinz b“et? per- ) It may, I thivk, be fairly inferred from the guarded and somewhat contradictory te;q{s mﬁ_w:hu;h .
. bavachanam 'cer atthereisa dsughter by the third Cca:l.ons. States that the two rst widons Pillaka’s position is described by the lute Zemindar's brother and bis three widows that, notwihe |
L ted that it had becmony performed on ber birh but:: marrisge, Did not take part in the Punia- standing their testimony_(whether vojuntary ot co-npulsory) o favor of Pillaka's claims, they do.!
. . 3 . . . - R B - - . . . . R . .
)' " “bad onty ke &hre;n t;onduc(ed with all the u;ual foas ;fﬁljl’esentcd by his Gumastah, who repor- - not bona-fide believe that the rights which they would claim for her and her son belong to them
witness the rite, f‘f ove-nsined widows, but thas lrxma lties. States that the decenscd Zemindit - ; by law or usage. The case against mother and son thus appears to me 80 weak and untenable,
- Bmallec,* Kanel’:b‘ h?kmnmam’rbém" per{&lﬁ."{é#ad a concubine named Pilleks. Did vt I that any further evidence than what lies on the face of these proceedinges touching the precise
} , 3 . S ~ . | . s - o
but did not prepa,eo:;nf' Was asked on the birth of :n m:' Mr;Ll;o presentation of the it and ' meaning and validity of the several ceremonies gaid to have been performed during Pallika's
Was present at the ‘,‘exlluroscom which was drawn y N{fl illaka's) son, to compulo the patis iy, connexion with the Zemindar, and after the birth of her son, is immaterial to the question at issue.
MNal » a o H v . [ . )
son, On that occ'n/aion :na Karanaw” oq the hill, tez myoml:tmfnﬂe priest from ‘amembddf}'. 13. Referring to Chapler X[ ,(succession) of “ Strange's” Manual of Hlindu Law, and
’ ‘4 N 3 . .
preseutaiions are not’ ysy :w ho * Kantg Yotta” presented 2 aficr the birth of ber (lelaku) reading Sections 309 end 820 by the ruling
}n the post of family/ Pri; * the Nawa Karanam Was ¢ ltio :,he mother (Pillaka). Saje, such Circalar Order, 20th Octaber 1837 noted in the margin, Jarrive at the conclusion
‘: * 4 ’) i ; j . 3 3 - -
! A'J Celcbrate&h..a\’o‘sﬁch sole N .‘h“ on the birth of the 1at Zey.hls father, who prcccded bim that the lawful heir and successor to the late Zerindar, 18 his first widow Tippamma, and that
N Pillzka. Isof o;i'.,-i‘;;, th :umt_y,)‘.mk,j\lﬂco whep Muni ve mindar, the * Puirachavan” ¥t [ the succession on her demise will pass to tbe two other widows Subbama and Yerra Kondamma B
sons, bad there been ap ab, the Loy {hyg born ‘-'O'ul'd ;; c;"!“}f B:mappa Naidu was born 10 - ! (it"(héy survive her)in the order of marriage and eventually to Muni Ramakka, the..daughter of w__*(f"_ "‘
Yoya cacte. T buri 0 the three widows. S ot have the “rights wbd’ poaixion'of ‘hel. ' - the third widow, and to her son if she have one. The case is clearly one in which the Court of
o ates that the Zenindary fomily 13 of the el ,/" Wards could nnt interpose, and from all 1 have been able to learn, the first widow, Tippamma, .
A ' : ' is a woman of very superior ability, and having been (as may be gathered fromn the evidence)

10.  Vijia Veera Venkatapat
her late husband’s confidant and adviser, is quite'compctcnt to administer the aflairs of the estate

bi Navani
vani Varp :
. Cous 1
. ) n of the deceascd, files a gem-alnglcalf

——— e ey

t Eacl v -
sures Nos, 7 a0g8, : ;ne :f the Kanguadi family, 7The late Zemin- ., with judgment snd firmness. . ‘ ‘ : :
4 : . . : ar ‘d . v . :
s ,';ge_d tWo years, The firgt : * fiest hay o .lhreo lawful wises, ‘The 10 ’ 14. It doos not occur to me that the interference of Government need be exercised beyond
! at second marriage, which TmArrAge took place before bi: :0 tssue, the third bas 3 daughtet . the settlement of the question of immediate succession, a3 all other interests may be safely loft "
third marriage, which was celebrated ag A akudi. i (deponent's) birth, Was put prescut to find their own place in law and usage to the constituted tribusnals. L .
three wives were of '8 % celebrated gip 1" ad), in the District of Madura. Attended the . . o - 0 -7 T o i T \\ )
: Vith snd bic io the family connexjoq du taneously with Lis (deponent's)” own. These ' 15. Should the Board desire to refer to the previous hirtory of thig estate, they will find it
i . . Nom »and wer : . ’ " . . RS »
! cribes Pillaka's meui:]mey ¥as paid ta the parentq i:arne\l. with the full rites and consent of the succinctly given in their Secretarys letter to Gorernment, dated 20th March 1548,
' son with Pillaka wop(;(slluon lu the hiuseholy Ke'mmru"e, wore * Kanika Dhanam.” Dee- 16. The difficulties connected with the ITnam tenures there adverted to, have since been
. Presentation of the Kanu; ‘:oubtlesa bave heard hadn:: nul::mg at first of the Zemindar's lini- s0ch pareh 1661, Ko. 476 disposed of in the Proceedings noted in the
EOA 7 omindans ubotw, F; ’ cre bee) : be are P o BB i 4 T hope very shortly to be ablet
.\/"*"‘. . Zemiudar's ope . 18t becag any nuptial ceremony or! margin, an P b y e
; il - of the c:-lebré'f’fa?ilyo:zl‘r’]: Q,.pa"iality for the cii::m: of the liaison in consequence of the late subwit the amended form of Sunpud called for in the Proceedings of the Board, dated 27ih
= . viage of Pillaka's aon‘t:i‘alma Ketumam- o the b’lil e offspring of this lisison. Kbows pothing November 1865, No. 7,557
‘ ‘ . ¢ ‘daughter of o kinsma: R;?e;vod arrimivitation4o atiend the mar- | . . _ .
E . s which - . L el ' "NCLOSURE NO. ).
{ Frters it . ' Lut prot e _(d.<3poncm) not only d“llx?d' { "+ Apstract.—Translation of a statement f Tippamma, first widow of the deceased Zemindar
N the marriage was contrac d to G csted agaiust at the time,in & Petitions - BSTRACT.— 1rd no atement ol 11pp , ‘ .
R €d under pr overnment, H 0 i hat | ’ e "
. .'/bd"°’leTbh datemont & Pressure aud from, interested m ‘:‘h ch hf files. Dfplmns l‘za‘ ) ExcrLosore No. 2. s
: 'm,u!‘,“’ and forwarded wb:'nl}?,tni“ been foard, pyy filed by the 1a ° w“.’ Calls attention w 2 ?5 ! . ApstracT.— Translation of a statement of Souvbama Garu, second widow of the deceased N
- comiog, wil . VY the lae Zemindar, during the Inam io* ' { Zemiodar .
. 3::3 (‘i“ 1861.62,in which the name of Pillaks. ‘ ) ) . o o
ool 1L The o : o e asfourith wife, and of her son, are struck, i ExcrostRe No. 3. .
' ),, fourth et :V.;del;cc is thus, T think, conelug with the lute Zemindar's tacit consent. ' l ApsTasct.—Statement of Erra Condama, third widow of the deceased Zemindar.
. o lle of the dece . 1ve 87ainst Pill.ka’s ti . b , -
menial ia the palace bousehold 3:34 Zem..lgdf"'- She 1: heneI; :}:n ¢ titlo o bo recogaised 12 P2 ! Exctosone 0. 3 .
/casze, The family priest gjst; » ber father'such gy |, ‘Was bej ¢ t.m't““d d'.“b'm\“\“ 8 mEC .. ABsTRACT.—Statement of Pellawmak, residing at the Kangundi Zemindar's palace.
J p 1stiactly denjes that - cing of an eutirely ditferent (Ballaj:l) g

an
5 Kaotu botty was presented to Pillaka on the



Excroscre No. 5.

ABSTRACT.~Statement of Kanbi Nayaui Zuvazi Venkutpaty Nayanin, brother of (L deceased
Zenindar,

Lxcrosure No. 6.
ABSTRACT.— Statement of Soobbaroyappah Garu, priest of the Kangundi Zemindar.

Excrosvre No. 7.
Asstract.—Statement of Vijia Veera Venkatapsthi Nayani Varu, cousin of the Kangundi
Zemindar, residing at Rudla Boodkoor,

.
—

) Excrosuke No. 8.
AnsmAC‘r.—GencalogicaI table.

Excrosyrr A, No. 9,

AssTRACT.—Original Petition filed by Vijia Veera Venkatapathi

Nayani Vara, cousin of the
deceased Zemindar,

—

Excroscre B, No. 10.

ABSTRACT.—Translation of a letter addressed to tho late Priacipal Collecior, My, Roberts,
by Ramapa Naidoo, father of the deceased Zemindar,

ey ey

1. The Board obseive that this Estate jsina somewhat peculiar position as the late pos-
s<830r held no permanent Sunnud, and was, therefore, merely in the position of g holder of an

unsctiled Poliom, the succession to which is dependant solely on the pleasure of Government,
2. The Buard are not, bow

in fact issued a Sunnud i 1850, whi
to accept on the ground of jtg j
the Poliem, Ife lately propose
decision in regard to the Inams i

had been relaxed ipn his favor,
the Sunnud should be cast into a corresponding form before jtg
this has led to the present position of the Estate,

s of the Government
it was considered desirable that
actaal issue to the Poligar, and

3. Assuming, bowerer, that it may be dealt with ag o Zemindary,

ect the most desirable person for success
e Poligar’s brother, as he has left no |
nd why the Collector has recommendeq

and not a3 a Polier in
Of, Who in the present
egitimate eon, still the

hich » Supposing the
» Which the Boarg doubt not is the case. The Collector a to have
lost all sight of (his claim, ppears to hay

4. The Board also cannot
can be *“clearly one in which the

he above points,
(A true Copy aud Extract.)
(Sigoed) VYV, HUDLESTON,

To the Collector of Noyth Arcot. Secretary.

Exd. J, Wright,
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" PROCEEDINGS OF TRE EOARD o Revevve,

\

Dated 13th April 1866,

A5y 0377

Submitting letter from Collector of North

Arcot, and recommending that autbority be
granted for recognizing Veokatapath Nayain-

varu, ycunfer brcther of deceased Zemindar °

of Kuuguudy, as successor to that estate,
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