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. Read the follc;\ving —
No. 364. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 6th July 1867, No. 4,230.
" Read the following letter from the Acting Sub-Collector in charge of North Arcot,
' to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Chittoor, 18th June 1867,
No. 163.

1. Iregret to have to report the death, on the 9th instant, of Venkata Chen-
drappa Nainivaru, Polligar of Pullacherla Polliem. The intelligence was communi-
cated to me by Venkatatherumassu Nainivaru, the son of the deceased.

2. The correspondence which passed on the occasion of the installation of the
deceased Polligar, is being traced among the records, and a detailed report will be
submitted, as soon as possible, regarding the appointment of a successor.

The Board await the report of the Sub-Collector in charge, which should be
submitted with the least practicable delay. ’ ‘ ; -

No. 365. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 2nd April 1868,
No. 2,449.
Read the following letter from the Collector of North Arcot, to the Secretary to the
Board of Revenue, dated Chittoor, 25th November 1867, No. 327.

1. I have the honor, with reference to the Proceedings of the Board, dated
6th July last, No. 4,230, to submit my report respecting the appointment of a suc-
cessor to the late Polligar of the Pullacherla Polliem.

9 The late Polligar, Venkata Chendrappa Naidoo, held the estate from the
as restored in 1826 up to the 9th June 1867, the date of his demise. The

correspondence which took place on the
gﬁol?ofr?frg’t hlit Iﬁ:;g{lgg(}szr’ oceasion ?f th(.a restorfxtio.n o.f ﬂ.liS ar.ld
other Polliems in the district is cited in

time it Wi

the margin.
3. The deceased Polligar married five times. In 1820, he married Kaderam-
o Kaderamma on one and the same day. The former was recognized

ma and Chinn
o, and the latter as the second or junior wife,

as the ¢ Pattaba Bharya” or senior wifi
The latter died in 1825, leaving an only son named Thimmappa Naidoo who died

at the age of 6. Kaderamma, the senior wife, died in 1833, after having given birth
to a child which did not long gurvive its mother.

4. The Polligar then married for the third time Papamma in 1826. Papam-
ma is still living, but is reported to be imbecile. By her the Polligar had a son
named Venkata Narasimma Naidoo, who died about 18 months ago at the age of
30, leaving a son named Venkata Ramappa Naidoo,. now 6 years old, and a daughter
of 3, named Venkata Luchmamal, by his second wife Chex_vlrasekzwamma ; and by
his first wife Rungamma, a daughter named Sitamn}a 4 years of age.” This Run-
gamma filed a suit in the Civil Court at Chittoor against the late Polligar for main-

tenance, and obtained a decree in her favor.
5. Tn 1834, the Polligar for the fourth time married Mungamma who died 1n
1844, leaving 2 daughter Suramma aged 30. .
6. The Polligar’s fifth and last marriage was with Kaderamma, and was cele-
prated in the month of August 1845, Kaderamma died on the 1st November 1862
A
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leaving three sons and one da

gt ughter,
l;eta. 'I.'hunmappa Naidoo ag
Narasimma Naidoo aged 8,

Their names and ages are as 4follow —Ven-

and a daughter named Narasimma now 16 years old.

7. Thus,; the male issue of all fi i nkata Ram
A : Ve marriages now iving i '
m?,ppi g.?dm;, gle ion (a nfmor) of the Polligar’s then mv;?ni'?mgye b th.
thxrdappa iqz;?doo ear;l ;t& Thunmappz? Naidoo and his two younger brothe:: nVeI{kat:
R. ama hinna Narasimma Naidoo, his sons b \d i
in the order of the dates of marriage, ’ pieigbace o

8. The succession to the Polliem i
g iem is now e
Naidoo, the eld'est of the three sons by the fifth v:i(:':t‘::fidbby a8
behalf of her minor son, Venkata Ramappa Nai ’ y Chendrasekaramma on

: : doo, t :
son by his second wife. Venkata Thimmappa 1(:1(:&(;:: obasesnly sl‘:i‘; Otl‘ t'hG htethpot!hlfw’s
claim on the follow-

ing grounds :—First, that on the demis

; _ e of th s :

- ma in her stead, and that on her (Mungam ?s;i:;:::l‘lfe];:w fa.ther married Mungam-
y he again married Kaderamma

hfs (Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo’s) mother to take h
h;sben.lothcr thus continued to occupy the position of se
:hat 1bI;lg her t;‘aldeie;:on, 18 t.hc. representative of the elder branch of the fami
in divisil;.li :oe st SUEviving, o0 of his father, he is entitled b l(;.v:nt) ﬂ?; sccond,
la.te» Pollie P hpettyth ; third, thaf: having performed the funemly " lthent his
.5 U;r, eta ereby establishes a title to succeed to his egtz:;m!}lomes of the
¢ minor Venkata Rama . ) : bl
Papamma who w appa Naidoo is only tho son of the lato Bollisacs cun 1y
T ﬂskmarned to replace the second or junior wife on h lgadmrs a:: -
vm Cmmmthammmaidd a, OI; the other hand, claims the Polliem forel:ér St
b = fNaidoo on the ground that her husband and I g 4
olligar’s son by the third wife, and that iie and bis father was the
tive of the elder branch of the family.
10. A day wasfixed for the hearing

er (Ml-mgamma’s) place ; that
nior wife ; and that he, by title

» and most of the principal witnesses named

Witnesses on behalf of Venkata Thimmappa

1st. Munc appa%l;lfﬁz)oo'. » f[? (f::- Z(;a!tl;tliceispreﬁoud y issued to them,

2nd Verrinayani Venkst: Vai 1ents were taken

Srd. Aloor Narasia. AP N0 me, the ¢ . : doutn before
) ase for each side being con-

4th. Pacham Chenga Reddy. ad | 2
Sb. Venkals Badar: ducted by duly authorized Vakeels. Tho

Wbisek o0 bhall- of Vibais: Babuipps names of the witnesses thus examined on
Naideo. either side are given in the margin

1st. Subba Ramappa Naini
4 ubb pa Nainivaru, 2 .
é‘ )i I\Lm A A et b These witnesses; it will be seen from enclo
T ams N al : c . 35
ppa Naidoo. sures marked 1 to 10 which accompany

4th. P. Narasimha Naidoo.

5 Baichar Buagsnne Niidse this report, give their testimony in favor

of the particular party 1
: ¥y by whom
have been produced. 4 e
g 11. Of the witnesses examined
E . N L : "hi it
AT ot T Byilge: behalf of Venkata Thimmappa Naidao
Ppa. (tlhree' support his statement that on th;
- emise of the Pollicar’s first wi
- - .t
mm_'zed Mungamma to take her place with all its accessoriesoof preced :nfe, h:
p‘(;sa nk(:zn, alld.. that on Mt'mgunmm’s death the Polligar married K'ldem‘:xicc alI:
(Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo’s) mother to take her (Mungamma’s) place asmr‘:*pr:

ged 20, Venkata Rammappa Nuidoo aged 10, Chinna

(her minor son) is thereby the representa- -

by both parties having attended in obedi-

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
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sentative or substitute of the senior wife. Of these three witnesses, the first and
gecond are Rajabandhu Inamdars, and are distantly related to the late Venkata
Chendrappa Naidoo, and the third was the late Polligar’s Vakeel. None of these
witnesses was able to adduce any precedent which proves that it is the practice in
the family to determine the relative seniority of the wives, not according to the
order of the dates of marriage, but on the principle of one particular wife being
replaced on her death by another. These witnesses’ assertion that the fourth wife
Mungamma was married on this principle is flatly contradicted by the Gudipati
Polligar who was examined for the other side (vide enclosure marked 6), and is

Mungamma’s own nephew (brother’s son). :
12. Of the five witnesses examined on behalf of Venkata Ramappa Naidoo,
the minor grandson, one is, as just stated, the present Polligar of Gudipati Estate,
whose family has intermarried with that of Pullacherla for some six generations, and
another is the pensioned Polligar of Pulloor, an old man of nearly 70, whois in
receipt of a pension of Rupees 210 per mensem. Thes¢ men, whose rank and
means of information should give great weight to their testimony, state'that the
late Polligar married his soveral wives in the ordinary course, that i » did not mare>
his third, fourth, and fifth wives to take the place of the first o@'
the second or junior wife, but that the wives take position in the ¢ rder_ofl
of their respective marriages, and that this is the practice of the caste t0,
belong, and -has always been observed in their own families, and in thos
Pullacherla and Bungari Polligars. The testimony of these two men wonld, in
opinion, be conclusive even if the Board were prepared to allow to his sa wll
weight which the other party seek to attach to it.
13. I now come to the second issue on which Venkata "Ll
takes stand, namely, that being the cldest surviving son of the dee ased
is the legal heir, and should inherit his father’s indivisible property. In regard to
this point, the same two witnesses, the Gudipati Polligar and ex-Polligar of Pulloor,

state that it is the usage in the families of Polligars of their caste to recognize the
grandson by the oldest son as legal heir, even when such eldest son dies during the
life-time of his father, her may have other sons surviving

and notwithstanding the fat
him. .
14. If the Board will refer to the

t Marked A. and B. statementst put in by the respective
Vakeels, they will find the question argued fl‘on_l its different bearings. These of
course seek to make the law applicable to that view of th ! Lk
respectively interested ; bat so far as my means of: forming an opinion go, t%m
Hindu Law recognizes lineal descent and I'-Opl‘escﬁltatm“ for the | e of mhe?nt-
ance up to the great-grandson. Our English notions would decide without hesitat

son in favor of the grandson, and as the legal technieality concerns the succession-
to an unsetlled Polliem, the Board will probably be of opinion tl.lat the precise bearing
of the Hindu Law on this point need not have any material influence on heir con-

1018, f : ; A
du.swl 5. In answer to the third issue on which Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo rests
i 1 ceremonics of the deceased Polli-

performed the funera

aving
entitled to succeed

his claim, ViZ, that b
gar, be thereby becomes

g e et

.-»mm_ﬂy

¢ case in which they are

o his estate ; Chendrasekaramma’s
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Va.keel states that the minor Venkata Ramappa Naidoo havine performed the obse-
quies of his own futher was precluded from discharging sinuf;nr rites in the case of
his grandfather, while he had sons of his own surviv?ug him, and that the mere
fact of Venlfata Thimmappa Naidoo having performed such ce’remonies would not
supersede his (the grandson's) title to succced by virtue of his father being the elder
son. I do. not find anything in the pleadings on either side which xhewi that this
consideration should affect the more obvious rights of the case, or invalidate the

claim of the minor V. , - :
of the familyr.l B Ramappa Naidoo as representative of the elder branch

16.  On the 10th June last, I received a khat purporting to have been addressed
to me b.y the l:.xte Polligar on the Tth idem, just two days b:fore his death. In this
Ehx:;;t is mentnoned. that according to ancestral usage, he (the Polligar) hmi married
deaﬂlmmnm, and Chuma Kaderamma as first and second wife, respectively, that on the

of the second wife he had married Papamma to take her place as second wife
that suheeqnen.tly, on the death of the first wife, he had married Mungamma in her,
stead, and again on her ( Mungamma’s) demise had married Kaderamma to maintain

.+ #be representation of the first wife. In this khat, the Polligar proceeds to request

Kad thus happens to be the wife in the senior Ij

e thus e, her eldest son
Venkata T,anmappa Natdo'o, upon whom devolves the obligation to perform his
funem 1 rites!, may be permitted to manage the Polliem during his (the Polligar’s)

illness, andl that in the event of his not recoverin i
TR R > even! g,he(VenkataThxmmap Naidoo
: ::{ybe“ oguized as Polllx;gur. The khat further represents that he (thf:‘l Poﬁi' ;
d granted three villages, one to each of the two you s,

nger brothers of Venkata
Naidoo’s) cousin the minor
that they were to receive
marriage portion on his
ed on behalf of Venkata
written at the Polligar’s
esence on the noon of the
hat was sealed he handed

r

Tl\inmappsuudqa, and one to his (Venkata Thimmappa
'-Venkjafa Ramappa Naidoo, and that it had been arranged
Rupees 2,000 from Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo as g
dec.ease. ‘The third, fourth, and fifth witnesses examin
T:lnmmappa Naidoo state that the khat in question was
dictation, and was read to and signed by Lim in their pr
Tth J ;x:e, two days before he died, and that after the k
over his signet to Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo. Th i
the late Polligar enjoined them to pI;I})fahercafter the é(;s:lew:(f:;::? tofu{:eh:; s t?at
mappa Naidoo which they had hitherto paid to himself, - Thnn‘
17. Chendrasckaramma, the minor grandson’s mother
tion which she addressed to me a few days after the death of ’t
khat which thus purports to emanate from the late Pollicar
r(}‘ilcl:tated gr signed by him, as he was insensible for se sl
e evidence of the third, fourth, and fifth wit S i
drasekaramma would show that ,the Polligar ’3:::,0 :lse::}])]:;::;lt:; ’bellllalf ¢ (?lfen-
insensible and unable to hold a pen for some days before his death bt i
18. The statement contained in the Pollig;u"s last khat, that t;h
been granted for the maintenance of Venkata Thimmappa ’Nuidoo’s two y
brothers, and that of his cousin (the minor grandson), has not been WtO. g Ounger
established by the evidence. The second witness for Chendrasckar: g 1
gentleman alluded to in paragraph 12, flatly contradicts it and BZ‘“}":’;“:) t}he 4
Veukata Chendrappa Naidoo had often told him during }:is life-til:o :?@ttlzz :::t:;

represents in a peti-
he Polligar, that the
could not have been
veral days before he died.

ree villages had

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
16th June 1868. 1

alienated three villages for the maintenance of Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo and his
younger brothers with special reference to his minor grandson Venkata Ramappa
Naidoo eventually succeeding to the Polliem. e -

This account of the transaction receives strong corroboration from the fact
that Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo is actually in possession of a village, although he
seeks to explain away the matter by saying that the village was granted to his
sister by the late Polligar, and that he only manages it for his sister, as she isa
Gosha woman. The original khat* of
which I have been speaking, and its
enclosure, are submitted along with English translations for the consideration of
the Board.

19. It is possible that the Polligar may have wished and attempted to dictate
a khat from his death bed, but considering the state in which he then was, as describ-
ed by the third, fourth, and fifth witnesses, it is not at all probable that he could
have been cognizant of its contents in all their detail. His wishes, as therein con-
veyed, are, moreover, in direct contradiction to the tenor of a letter which he wrote
in 1862 to Mr. Fraser on this very subjcct. )

In this, the Polligar requests that as he was no longer able himself, owing to
the increasing infirmities of age, to look after his estate, he might be permitted to
nominate his eldest son Venkata Narasimma Naidoo to manage the Polliem. Mr.
Fraser informed him in reply that his eldest son might, if he wished it, have the
management of the Polliem, but that all correspondence with the Collector should
bear his (the Polligar’s) own signature.
The khatt then received from the Pol-
ligar, and Mr. Fraser’s reply, with trans-
lations, are among the papers which
accompany this report.

20. From these it will be plain that whatever change may have come over his
feclings after the death of his son by the third wife, the late Polligar did in 1862
recognize him as his eldest son and presumptive suceessor.

* Marked C.

t Marked D.
1 Marked E.

It is, I think, very likely that such a change of feeling did come over the old |

. t)
man, and that he, not unnaturally, would have preferred to haye his grandson’s
claim set aside in favor of his own immediate offspring. <

However this may be, the Polligar’s former recognition of the father of the
“ minor” elaimant as his eldest son,

his younger brothers as junior member 1 ' :
be easily explained away. Whilst on this point, I may mention that the late Polligar

s of the family, are facts which cannot now

visited me at Chittoor in 1864, accompanied by this very son (the minor claimant’s

father) and then introduced him to me and spoke of him throughout the conversation

as his eldest son and heir apparent. % :
21. Having thus endeavoured to the best of my ability to lay a plain statement

of the case in all its bearings before the Board, I beg to rccommend that Venkata

Ramappa Naidoo, the minor grandson of the late Polligar Venkata Chendrappa .

Naidoo, and representative of the clder branch of the i;-?xmiy,.may’ be .rccogmzed as

Polligar of Pullacherla, and that the estate may, during his minority, be taken
3 7 1 a0 1 + 319 -,"l

ander the management of the Court of Wards. I would add, 1n conclusion, that,

B

and his provision for the other claimant and
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i

pending the receipt of the Board's instructions, the Polliem has been placed under
the management of the Tahsildar of the Chendragherry Talook in which the estate
18 situated.

-

Excrosvre No. 1,

Assteact.—Statement of Muneappa Naidoo, an Inamdar of a village in Pullacherla Polliem.
Excrosuze No. 2. | M

Asrstracr.—Statement of V. Venkatappa Naidoo, an Inamdar of Peshamvari Palli.
Escrozsure No. 8.
Asstract.—Statement of Alloor Narasia, Vakegl to the late Polligar.

Excrosvex No, 4. :

Asstricr.—Statement of P. Chenga Reddy, Monegar of Komovarum, in Pullacherla Polliem.

Excrosune No. 5.
Aspsteacr.—Statement of Venkata Reddy of Valluvadn, in Pullacherla Polliem.

Excrosore No. 6.
Assreacr.—Statement of Subba Ramappa Nainivaru, Polligar of Gudipati Polliem.

-

Excrosure No. 7. e
Assrrior.—Statement of Veri Ragoonatha Nainivaru, ex-Polligar of Palloor Polliem.

Excrosuze No, 8. :
Apstascr.—Statement of Ramappa Nainivaru, father of Chendrasekaramma Gara, daughter-in-

law of the late Polligar.

——

Excrosvre No. 9. b
Assteacr.—Statement of P. Narasimha Nainivaru, brother-in-law of the late Polligar

;huy Polliem.
Excrosvre No. 10,

ApstRACT.—Statement of B. Rungappa Naidoo, a resident of Vmahmwn;* in Pllﬂl'

cherla Polliem. & A2 :
. Excrosvre No. 11.—A. A e
: mma]

Assreact.—Statement of Nagiah and Namiah, Vakeels on bebalf of ‘thb'.l‘ln ppa

Naidoo, the son of the late Polligar. <
Excrosure No. 12.—B. ' 2
i i i 2 for Chendrasekaram-

Apsrmact.—Statement given by Lakshminaraniah and \"’enkullT Vakeels !

ma Garu.

Excrosvre No. 13.—C.

ApsTRACT —Family-tree of the Polligar of Pullacherla Polliem.

Excrosusg No. 14.—D. |
Translation of a letter addressed to the Collector by the late Polligar.
ApsTRACT.—
Esciosozs No. 15.—E. )
Translation of a khat addressed to the late Polligar of Pullacherls by the Collee~
T.— | |

ApsTRAC
tor of Narth Arcol.

L e 4 ."‘b ?, o
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Read also Petitions No. 819 of 1868, from Mr. Scharlieh, Vakeel tothe minor PoIligar,'
and No. 159 of 1868, from Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo, claiming sue-
cession to the Pullacherla Polliem. :

1. Pullacherla is an unscttled Polliem in the district of North Arcot paying
a pesheush of Rupees 5,569 to Government. The late Polligar, Venkata Chendrapp:
Nainivaru, died on the 9th June 1867, and the succession is disputed by Venkata
Ramappa Naidoo, son of Venkata Narasimma Naidoo, son of the deceased hy his third
wife Pappamia, and by Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo, son of the deceased by his
fifth wife, Kaderamma.

2. The claim of Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo is based on the following asser-

~

tions :— '
First.—That his mother was married in substitution for Mungamma, who had

been married in substitution for the first wife, and that she had the rank and pre-
cedence of first wife. g
Second—That he performed the funeral ceremonibs of the deceased.
Third—That the deccased named him as successor to the estate in a death-hed

khat, or letter to the Collector.
Fourth.—That as son, he has a preferential claim to a grandson, especially ag

~ the grandson’s father pre-deceased the Polligar.

3. In order to make the first plea clear, it is nocessary to give a briof ‘aceount
of the marriages of the late Polligar. In 1820 he married Kaderamma as hig senior
avife, and Chinna Kaderamma as his junior wife. In 1825, Chinna Kaderamma died
and the Polligar married his third wife Pappamma, the grandmother of Venkata.’
Ramappa, in 1826. Kaderamma died in 1833, and the Pollizar married his
fourth wife, Mungamma, in 1834. Venkata Narasimma Naidoo, Venkata Ramappa’s
father, was born in 1836. Mungamma died in 1844, and the Polligar married”
his fifth and last wife Kaderamma, the mother of Venkata Thimmappa in 1845,
She died in 1862. Papamma is still living, but is imbecile. Venkatq Thimmap'pa
argues that Papamma was married on ‘the death of the junior wife and suc-
ceeded to her position, whilst Mungamma was married on the death of the senior
wife and succeeded to her position, and that similarly on the death of Mungammag,
his mother Kaderamma was placed in the vacant position of first wife. :

4. This argument, not having the authority of Hindu law to support it, rosts
entirely on the alleged usage of the family. The evidence of two distant relatives
and of the Vakeel of the deceased supports it, though they can quote no precedent ;
but it is utterly diseredited by the testimony of the Polligars of Gudipati and Pul-
loor, who are both competent and reliable witnesses, and the former of whom belons
to a family which has inter-married with that of Pullacherla for many genorationi,

5. The Collector’s arguments as to the inconclusiveness of the fact that

- Venkata Thimmappa performed the funeral ceremonies of the deceased, and as the

incredibility of the story about the death-bed khat seem to the Board sound and

convincing. :
6. The’only point left t? be considered is whether g youngor son has a
preferential right to the son of his elder brother. According to Hindua Law, % if the

son have died in the life-time of his father, leaving a son, and that son also die
b
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leavin s ing one, and then the great-grandfather die, the great-grandson succeeds as his
A < ; if he had
* Strange’s Hinda Law, p, 194, grandfather would have done
R survived,”® Hence, Venkata Ramapps
N e has the same claim as his father would
idu, - Privy oo mecdavamab eorsus Vengaroma |, had if he had been still living. The -
Naidu, PﬂVyCouncilRe ts V. 5 ave i hel n ving. T
L. p. 6. A Privy Council bave ruledt that a Madras ‘
7 : Polliem is an ancestral estate of the
nature of a Raj, and. the usage, with respect to such property, has frequently been
?UOWZOd to be the exclusive succession of the eldest son, In the present case, there

8. The First Member of the Board is'h'ot a party to ﬂ,m Prooe "le‘dl' l-"vg:!' Tad

has recorded a separate Minute on the subject. : ' : .
No. 366. O=DER THEREON, 16th J une 1868, No, 1,681,
. - ¥ L. The Pullacherla Estate boirio o
Miscell : > being an
1scellaneous unsgettled PouiGm,‘ thedecision as to ﬂlé

succession rests with Government, and

in the exereise of their prerogative, the Government resolve, in accordance with the
recommendation of the Collector and the majority of the Board beequn"é,to recog-
nize Venkata Ramappa Naidoo, the grandson of the deceased Polligar, as his suecessor.
in the estate, and direct the Board of Revenue, in their capacity of Court of Wﬂl'dﬂ.
to take charge of the estate during the minority of the Polligar, and to manage it on
his behalf. |
= A Bty Dest attention will be given to the education of the Minor.,
F * (True Extract.) ,

(Signed) W, HUDLESTON L

: » Secretary to Government.

3
.

To the Board of Revenue,
»» the Accountant General.

Exd. F. B. Bantleman.
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L ad. yani Veukatappa Naidoo. waely . . : P act of unkat&_Thlmmappa_dewhaﬂng performglmbh.wemonmwould not supersede his (the |
; ::.1.’?:!::3 :'?:h Reddy pames of the witnesses thus examined on ither side are given grandson’s) title to succeed by virtue of his father being the elder son. Idonot find anything in the
 Stb. Veukaia Bﬂm & in the margin. These witnesses, it wili be seen from enclonn’fl pleadings on sither side which shows that this Gotiﬁﬁers;ﬁon?ahugld el e kS righ@ o
e ‘““’”““"’eii'i’dﬁi“""““"""*" marked 1 t0 10 which accompany this report, give their testi- i the case, or invalidate the claim of the minor Venkata Ramappa Naidoo as representative of
1st. Subba Ramappa Nayani Varu, mony in favour of the particular party by whom they have been the elder branch of the family. A e | priee -2 o S
H ﬁmﬁh o b p'l‘OduCOd. : \ = 18 Ol’l. h ].J j 5 SR g Ao P2 L T O g e | . sy 3 “ 2y ‘%.
_, nappa Naidoo, | ) gag”&_:rm__{ut,}mc_uved a khat purporting to have been add essed to me by the o
. & ﬁm’mﬁ"ﬁ;ﬁm 11, Of the witnesses examined on behalf of Venkata late Polligar on the 7th idem, just two Q?ﬁj;é@'@ s denth In t t}-ﬁﬁ;ﬂa?_ﬁ#ﬁwﬁié‘nﬁibﬁe o .f,r i
Thimmappa Naidoo, three* support his statement that on the according to ancestral usage, he;’(@h'é ;i}?]i_w); h;&"m?x?mgd Kadramma and- Chi s, K Gt ‘{V,_.E‘ P T
.L%.g:n&mgt%mm demise of the Polligar's first wife, he married Mangammah t'o as first and Bee‘ol_ld wife ’T”pecﬁ',‘?lya _tlia‘t Gﬁ-;ﬁﬁe dqafh‘ of the second }!‘i,fé‘;lt I % abiie (i";'f&pmﬁm:sff& e
ﬁm Narasappe. take her place with all its accessaries of preccdence and pt.m- to take her place as second v{;fje, ﬂ‘m} aubseq ntly on the death °f he ﬁ_rst ik .he;l;ﬁd marr'ie{!?}-,{:,. »
. ' ‘ tion, and that on Mangamma's death the Polligar married . Mungamma in her stead, and again- on b 5 (M Y %’s) demise ;h\ad married Kadramma to S i
- Kadiramma his (Venkata Thimmappa Naideo's) mother to take her (Mangamma's) place as repre- maintain the representation of the first ‘Ylf.e;' In th13 : éiﬁ‘i."tb? Pol‘ligaﬂb’iv‘o'@m;? Toquest thatas © e
f ' sentative or substitute of the senior wife. Of these three witnesscs, the first and second are R&jl' ~ &R Kaderamma thus happens to be tl?e w'lfe in the senp‘t"lme! her §ldest son Venkata ;[‘h;mma,ppa‘,@q”*' Wi
* bandhu Inamdars, and are distantly related to the late Venkata Chendrappa Naidoo, and the third 5 Naidoo, upon whom devolves the obligation t‘o‘_pgx_'ion!i ‘his funcral rites, may he permitted tomanage < - -
was the late Pollizgar's Vakeel, None of thbse witnessess was able to adduce any precedent which % the Polliem during his (the Polligar’s) illness, and that in the event of his not recovering, he (Venkata .~ = - -
- proves that it is the practice in the family $o determine the relative seniority of the wives, not b3 Thimmappa Naidoo) may be recognized as P olligar, The khat farther ropresents - ihat he (the * .
according to the order of the dates of marriage; but on the principle of one particular wife being Polligar) had granted three vi]lz{ges one to mﬁ;@fth.e two younger brothers of Venkata Thimmappq, . : ,
‘replaced on her death by another. These withesses” assertion that the fourth wife Mangamma Naidoo, and one to his (V{gkatu‘-ﬂa‘hnhmappn Naidoo’s) cousin the .'-mihor Venkata R&m&ppi—"‘ : 7( ]
. was married on this principle, is flatly contradicted by the Gudipati Polligar who was examined Naidoo, and that it hadbegn a’rrln'lged tha't they were to receive Bupee@ 2,000 from :
for the other side (vide enclosure marked 6) and is Mangamua's own nephew (hrother's son). Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo as a marriage portion on lufx: decease. T},g third, fourth, and fifth - -;
witnesses examined on behalfof Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo state, that the khat in question was §
12. Of the five witnesses examined on behalf of Venkata Ramappa Naidoo, the minor grand- written at the Polligar’s dictation, and was read to and signed by him in their presence on the e -
som, one is, as just stated, the present Polligar of Gudipati Estate, whoge family has intermarried of the. 7t Jicus, Gwe AepNeISis i TAF: s s ohics tlie"kha‘t FS g, o ta Iu: . B
with that of Pulicherla for some six generations, and another is the pensioned Polligar of Pulloor, sigiiet i Thimmappa Naidoo. Theso witnosses further siato ¢ bag. b5t g™ : g
s DAoL AL ety ) who i in Meoeipt. of w penslaof Bupese 214 PS¥ enspm. "iTee Mok, enjoined them to pay hereafter the same respect to Venkata Ihimmappg Naidoo W@ich- ‘they had g of
whose rank and means of information should give great weight to their testimony, state that the hitherto paid to himself. . & A b R I e LR : %;: |
late Polligar married his several wives in the ordinary course, that he did not marry his third, 17, Chentirasekitamma, the minot grandsshs m@her,'reimese'nfs, i AP i | 3
fourth, and fifth wives to take the place of the first or senior wife, or of the sccond or junior wife, 7 dress;s A afewdays after thedeath of the Polligar, that the khat which thus purportsto emanate . o
but that the wives take position in the order of the dates of their respective marriages, and that it Polligar i e v, S 'or‘si'gncd ol Ba i oy Yt s’eﬁ ti L &
this is the practite of the caste to which they belong, and has always been observed in their own days before he died. The evidence of the third, fourth, and §fth witnesses cxamined on behalf of | . Lﬁ" |
faaiilies, and in those of the Pulicherla and Bungari Polligars.  The testimony of these two men lee et kinaaiis wotild sh,o'w that the Polligar was, as represented in her petition, insensible 31 -
~would, in my opinion, be conclusive even if tho_Board were prepared to allow to this plea all the sl oo bE S Bel e i P beforgﬁhis el s ey Syt \ g ’ b
e o e ¥ | 18. The statement conta.ineld,_iil the Polligar’s last !fiiﬁ that ‘fhtgﬁ villages had been grgni'pd , L&
| R S M thastopdunis ek Mok Venkats Thimmappa Naidoo takes Witnd, pamely, for the maintenance of Venkata Thimmappa & aidoo’s two younger bro_t‘her;s, and that of bmgonafﬁ- N
ihaiheng the eldest subiying son of the duceusd Pollgar, he isthe logal heie and' sheuld inberit (the minor grandson), b not boem sutsfctorly csablihed by tho evidenco. The second witisss -
his father's indivisible property. - Iu regard to this poin, the same two witnesses, the Gudipati for Chendrasekaramma, the old gentleman alludod toin paragraph 12, fiatly contradictsit, and says
{ - Polligar aud Ex-Polligar of Pulloor state that it is the usage in the families of Polligars of their that the late Venkata ChendrappaNaidoo Moﬁenwldilm during hlﬂhfe-ﬁmethathewﬁwnggd \ ]
caste to recognize the grandson by the eldest son as legal heir, even when such eldest son dies during three villages for the maintenance of Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo and his younger brothe f ihd & 'i
f the Jife-time of his father, and notwithstanding the father may have other sons surviving him. , special reference to his minor grandson Venkata Rawappa Naid?‘“?’f‘?@! succeedir 1 |
. J : ¥ ka _ J 14. If the Board will refer to the statementst put in by the Polliem. e —;_": et 5 E TR k, : ,k pos ;
| SR % ot respective Vakeels, they will find the question argued from its This account of the transa.cﬁwn receives strong éq&b’bptaﬁon*‘ﬁ M fact ¥ .'.3 , ‘ah N ;
4 ; » ‘.d‘x&rent bearings. These of course seck to make the law applicable to that view of the case in Thimmipps-fif&idoo is mtually in possession of a v'ﬂla:g;e!-'ﬁltbough he*\seelfa tﬁ BW"‘WY;"{M . ‘
8 + which they are respectively interested; but so far as my means of forming an opinion go, the Hindu matter by saying that tl"xe*village.wasv gral'mted to .hm ‘mte,r by the la.te Poufg,}u{ and ﬂmh& only ‘ ‘
"- Lax recognizes lineal descent and representation for the purpose of inheritance up to the great-grand- & Makeaq, .y mansges it for his sister us ho'ia & Gosha woman. - The e d
son. Our English notions would decide without hesitation in favor of the grandson, and as the lega] ar] g w« of which I'hgn.}.)em qp_eakmg,. a.nd its eno}oswe, are 3_1,],,?,‘;-
{ ,mhnicdﬁy concerns the succession to an unseltled Pollicm, the Board will probably be of opinig ted along with English translations* ‘f‘o? the cénqlflqratlos’ of the Board. R i 4
: that the presise bearing of the Hindu Law on this point need not Lave any material jnfluence on A , ‘ ‘
h Leir-conclusions. |
: . |
ri -
| |
| L
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4 i o I i L
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19. It ispossible that lhePolllgafini&'bave wished and attempted to dictate s khat fromis
death bed, but considering the state in which he theniwas, as deseribed by the third, fourth, and ffth
_ witnesses, it is not at all probable that he could have been cognizant of its contentsin all their
detail. His wishesastherein conveyed are, moreover, indirect contradiction to the tenor of a letter

which he wrote in 1862 to Mr. Fraser on thisvery sulject.

: In this the Polligar requests that'as he was no longer able himself, owing to the increasing

l!'lﬁrmfties of age, to look after his estate, he might be permitted to nominate his eldest son Venkata
‘l\flrasunmn Naidoo to manage the Polliem. Mr, Fraser informed him in reply that his eldest son

might, if he wished it, have the management of the Polliem, but that all correspondence with the
Collector should bear his (the Polligar's) own signature. The
khat® then recoived from the Polligar, and Mr, Fraser's replyt

- T Marked B with translations are among the papers which accompany this
i i report, -~

» Murked D,

‘ﬁ. 20. From these it will be plain that whatever change may have come over his feclings after
death of his son by the third wife, tho late Polhgnr did in 1862 recogunize him as his eldest
sot and presampuve suecessor.

ﬁn i5, I thiuk, very likely that such achange of feeling did come over the old man, and that be
N urally, would have preferred to have h" grandson’s claim set aside in favor of Lis own im-
.medute offspring.

Hov.vever this may be, the Polligar's former recognition of the father of the ** minor'’ claim-
‘aut as his eldest son, and his provision for the other claimant and his younger brothers as junior
members of the family, are facts which canmot now be easily explained away. Whilst on this point,
T may mention that the late Polligar visited me at Chittoor in 1864, accompanied by this very 503
(the minor claimant's father) and then introduced him to me and spoke of him throughout the con-
versation as his eldest son and heir apparent,

& 2% Having thus endeavoured to the hest of my ability to
all its bearings before the Board, I beg to recommend thnz ve:.fu:%:;;f;ﬁj ‘:‘h(’:::‘ :):
grandson of the late Polligar Venkata Chendrappa Naidoo, and representative of the elder branch
of the family, may be recognized as Polligar of Pulecherla, and that the Estate miay, during bis
minority, be taken under the management of the Court of Wards. I wouldadd, in conclusion, xilnt-
- pending the receipt of the Board's instructions, the Polliem has been placed under th 2
, ment of the Tahslldu of the Chendragherry Talook in which the Estate is situated. e
Excrosure No. 1. o
Assrract. —Statement of Muncappa Naidoo, an Inamdar of; village in Poslecherls Polliem.

Excrosurg No. 2. :
Assrracr.—Statement of V. Vencatappa Naidoo, an Inamdu- of Peabamvm Palli.

Excrosuee No. 3. .
Asstaacr.—Statement of Alloor Narasiah, Vakeel to the late rouig.fr;

————

Excrosvre No. 4 :
Assraacr.—Statement of P. Chenga Reddy, Monegar ofw"m, mPool echerla Polliom.

- ———

Excrosurs No. 5.
Assrzacr.—Statement of Venkata Reddy of Valluvady, m‘l’wl«w ?olhem

Excrosure No. 6.
Asnsteacr.—Statement of Subba Ramappa Nayani Varu, pon,w dGld'M Polhem

i \ i Excmmn Ne. 7. -
!:M!.—Statemnt of Ven Ragoonatha Nmnt Varu Ex~Pohgar of l’n‘door Polliem. .

Exorosure No. 8.

s,
!

fn-law of the late I’olhgsr

= Excrosvre No. 9.
.Ai,sslfmcr —Statement of P. Narasimha Nayani Varu, brother-in-law of the late Polligar of Bun-
ry Polliem.

e
-

Excrosvre No. 10.
Ansmucr —Statement of B. RungappajNaidoo, a resident of Veera.kanellorvanpallay, in Poo-

cherla Iﬂolhem.

R

Excrosvre No. 11.—A,
~ Apsreaor.—Statement of Nagiah and Namiah, Vakeels on behalf of Venkata Thxmmappa

doo, the son of the late Polligar.

1

P —'
s«
g

Excrosore No. 12.—B. )
Ansrmcr.—Sﬁatementgiven by Lakshminaraniah and Venkiah, Vakeels for Chendrasekaram«

“ma Garu.

! Excrosvre No. 13,—C.
Anamcr.—Farmly tree of the Polhgar of Poolecherla Polhem.

ENOLOSURE No 14 el ,
Ansmacr—-'l‘ranslatmn of a letter addressed to the Gol‘lecmr by the late I’olhgar.

Eucx,osuma No. 15. ‘E

T. _ Translation of a khat addressed to the late Polhgar of I’oolecherbﬂy tho conec.

s
g ABsTRAC
" tor of North Arcot.

“Road also Petitions No. 819 of 1868, from Mr. Scharlieb, Vakeél fo the Mmor Pohgar,md ‘No.
159 of 1868, from Venkata Thimmappa Naidoo, cla.unmg sucoessxpn to the Puhcherla. Polliem-

‘I'P"‘

1. Poolicherla is an unsettled Polhem in the District of N or;th A;WM pamg P»peshonsh of

5,569 to Government.
?:;]:‘318367 and the succession i8 disputed ‘by Venkata Ramappa Naidoo, son of Venkata Narasimma

Naidoo, son of the deceased by his third wife Pa.pa,mma, an by Venkm\ Thlmmapﬁz Nauloo, son of

the deceased by his fifth wife, Kadxm;ma 7 @”* : _
2. The claim of Venkata Thmmppa prdap i3 based on.“th! fdllomiasemons Ceby

First.—That his mother was maﬂied in substitution for Mangamria who had been mamed in
that she had the ranik and precedence of first wife.

e;?unefa.l ceremomes Cof the deceased.

] | him as successoT %o ths estate in a death-bed kha.t or letter
‘9 -

: substitution for the first wifg, and
Second.—That he performe
Third.~That the dece

to the Collector.
Fourth.~That asson heiaa !a. geferentml claim to a gra.ndson, espeexally a8 the gra.ndaon 8
father predeccased the Polhga‘ i
3. Inorderto make the first p)ﬁ clear, it isnecessary to givo 8 brief a,ccount of the marriages of
the late Polligar. In 1820 he married K'vixra,'nma. as his senior wife, and Chinna Kadiramma as
is junior wife. In 1825, Chinna Kadiramma died and the Polligar married his third wife Pa-
' ‘pamma, the grandmother of Venkata Ramappa in 1826,  Kadiramma died in 1833, and the Polligar

A asrncr —Statement of Ramappa Naya.m Varu father of G‘nendmekaramma Gam daughber- :

The late Polligar Venkatachendra.ppa#l\'fa‘menaru “died on the 9th
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married his fourth wife, Mangamma in 1831, Venksth Narasimma Naidoo, Venkataramapps’s
father, was born in 1335, i

Manzammadied in 1801, and the Polligar marriad his fifth and Jast wife
Kadiramma the mother of Venkata Thimmappa in 1845. She died in 1862, Papammafastill !‘M
but isimbecile. Venkats Thimmappa argues that Papamma was married on the death-of ‘h‘.’"m.”
wife and succeeded to her Position, whilst Mangamma was married on the desth of the senior wife

8nd succeeded to hier position, and that similarly on the death of Mangamma, his miother MM
Was placed in the vacant position of first wife. \

4. This argument, not having the authority of Hindoo law to support it, rests entirsly on the
alleged usage of the family, The evidence of twodistant relatives and of the Vakeel of the deceased
supports it, though they can quote no precedent; but it isutterly diseredited by the tostimony of the
Polligars of Gudiputi and Pulloor, who are both competent and reliable witnesses, and the former

of whom belongs to a family which has inter-married with that of Poolicherla for many geaerations.

5. TheCollector's argnments as to the inconelusivencss of the fact that Venkate Thimmapps
performed the funeral ceremonies of the deceassd, -and as the incrodibility of the story about the
death-bed khat seem to the Board sound and convineing.

6. The only point left to be considered is whether a younger son has a preferential rigﬁ:b*‘,’.:::
& : ; 3 . h' ui 'S
& Biode'Law, 1 196 son of his elder brother. Aocording to thd'ﬂ.
i3, v vk have died in the lifo time of lis:father Jeaving §.son, 3ad "z
#on alss die leaving one, and then the great-grandfather die, the great-grandson succeeds ﬂ" ;
grandfather would have done if he had survived.'" Ylence Venkata Ramappa has the same claig

s a8 his father would have had if ho had been still living. The Pri%;
v S Py ema serrus Council h lo dras Polliem is an apcestral estate £
eogamma Nsido. Privy Council Re. uncil bave ruled that a Madras ort)
Poris Volume IX. Part 1, p, 08, the nature of a Raj, and the usage with respect to mcb. pro:; =t
’ has frequently been allowed to be the exclusive succession o =

i therei is reliable evidence that the c'x;vswm of a“_:ﬁ ol_’}ﬂim

5 $cea L Ugeueral usaze.  During e Tife time of Venkats Narasimma

rwdl recognized him as the heir, andg on his death the Polligar made no new mﬂm“t;
bat sppears; on the contrary, to have provided for Venkata Thimmappa and his brothers as y °‘m‘§:t
seeisbers of the family, but not for ¥ukata Ramappa. The extraordinary pains taken to prove g

Masganms, and after her Kadiramma assumed tho position of first wife, show that Veuk

Taimmappa bimself admits that the proper heir to the estate is the eldest son of the semior wife.

7. TheBoud,More, resolve to submit this report, and the petitions iu which the argaments
of ths claimants are clearly stated, for ¢

B : . he orders of Govorammt, and to recommend that Venkatd
£ 5z Saidos b° s Boa Suoceasor to tho Polliem. e isaminor 6 years old, and the
are of opinioa that his interests demand that thy Estate should ba placed under the Court of Wards.
8. The ?inti[emboro(ﬁonﬂlrdisnbt. E ings, and has recorded 3
33 s party to Pr
ssparate Minute on thio subject. these Proceedings,

eldest on. In the present ease
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