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f . Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
12th May 1869.

e

_ . Read the following :— X L
No. 275.  Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated Oth March 1868, No.
1,715 :— -

Read the following letter from the Collector of Salom, to the Secretary to the
Board of Revenue, dated 25th February 1868, No. 55.

I gave the honour to bring to the Board’s notice the institution of a suit (No.
157 of 1867) in the Principal Sudder Amoen’s Court at Salem, sgainst myself and

ten others.

2. A translation of the plaint is enclosed. The plaintiffs, Streenevasa Charry
aud two others, pray for the recovery of certain Inamn lands and houses, which
they claim a8 hereditary property, and which is in tho possession of some of the
other defondants. Tho object with which the Collector's name is included in
the plaint, is to got him to issue s puttsh in tho plaintiff's name for the lands

which form the allcged cause of action. This seoms to be unnecessary, for, when-

over & Court’s Decree is produced, the Collector is at liberty to change the puttab,

if there is no objection otherwise. I find, however, that two of the lands entered
in the plaintifi°s list aro pot Inam lands, but Government wasto.

3. Enclosed, I beg to submit, for the Board’s approval, the draft of an answer
which I propose to fil

o in the suit. Besides objecting to the inclusion of the two
lots of land which belong to Government in the plaint, 1 proposo simply to urge,
that the adding the namo of tho Collector to the list of defeudants was wholly une -

NECCBsAry. A
e for filing the answer will expire on the 4th of March, but I

4. Tho tin o 4th .
havo applied to the Court to allow tho ususl two months, which will carry tho time

to about the cnd of March. :
5. 1 may add that the Inam f-mmissionor has imposed a quit-rent upon the

. Inam lands in question, which form part of the causo of action in this suit, and
that he lias issued 8 Titlo-deed in the names of Narasinga Row, and others.

L 1 T e
————

———

Excosuss No. 1.
; Ameen's Court in the Diastrict of Salem.
Plaintiffs. versws. -DC/Cl.dl.llllo. ,
. Charry :ding 10 Olaven- 1. Nulhod Sabib, residing in Ahtur, of Salem
.ls.on; :: N};::;:i Ttlook'. '::::’3 ‘District ; casto, Mahommedan ; livelihood, Abkarry
:o‘;oni.:ﬁcg. in the Nandidroog Division of Contractor.
. . 2. Ramanugslyeagar ; caste, Vishnura Brab-
Myaore territory. b o min ; livelibood, employment.
1. Btrocnerast Charry: 3. Sedurs Charry, residing in Abtur ; caste,
2. Kristoa Charry. b Vishouva Brahmin. ;
3. Aswasthanarans CharTT: 4. Lutchooma Blayee, sister to the third
defendant. .
5. Venketraya Charry, son of Narasimmg
Charry, rcsiding in Ahtor.
6. Strccnevass Charry, son of  do. '
., - 7. Iysthors Iycngar, residing in Virsganur,
of Ahtur Tulook,

ThAe Principal Sudde
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- Proceeds —— ~ " "
. eedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, A
12th May 18G9. ‘l
: - 8. Murari Iyep, residing in Abtur. '
i . 9 . Anandatila Charry, son of Vasans Charry,
? . pesiding in the villagcof Virasolapuram, attached

; to Munjacuppum.
10. Venkobs Row, Overseer, rca.iding in
Tarroor, of the Tttongeri Talook.
11. Collector of Salem. T
Value of the sait Rupees 1,130-10-0. .

I, Runga Row, Vakeel
' possession of ce M; landed :: *heoplunﬁl.., beg to prefer this guit for the purpose of rocovering
' 1,130-10-0, which the phintilr::a' (w list of which is herewith attached,) valued at Rapees
* of obtaining o decision for registeri m as hereditary propertics sccording to tbe Hinda Law, end
’ registering the lands in the names of the plaintifls. .

l . A"u‘hm arans
18 claimed. rry was the origioal or firat heir through whom partition of inheritance

2. The said individ
~ Charry. vidual bad two sons, namely, Venketanarasimms Charry and Ragunsda ;

: 3. The said Venk -

f°!frﬁ.l defendant, Sikk:;::i:,::‘ Clarry having left no male issues, Lutchma’ Bbayee, the

 enjoying the propertjcs of the fami . (d."femd.) and Kristnammal, who wore all widows, were

: 4 The phintifs ¢ fanily conj»intly with the plaintiffs.

f 5 The familvi are the male heirs to the said Ragunads Charry

'; © 6. While oo.’ :;:0 ::: ;,'“'n.g day an andivided one. .

: fO\mh defondant, fraudulent] ‘:l‘."““. (decoased,) Kristnammal, aod Lutchma Bbeyec, the

;p $intits ave lawtuly am.;,, lienated by sale aud gift, the landed propertios, to which the

© tbe lands in question. This kv yeA? 1003,"whem the Insi Commissioner issued puttabs for

+ 1. Under thew cim:t‘::::. tance induced the plaintiffs to prefer this spit-

 lands now occupied by the defendant I beg the Court will place the plaintifls in posscasion of the

L The first defendant is enjoyi ts under the said alienation, and cause puttalis to be issued. !

* haviag purchased the same, wh yiog & house No. 82, and the lands from 1 to 68 shown in the list '.
The third and foarth dcten(inu“ they were put up in suction on account of the second defendant.

.' 86 t0 100, balf of the house N ':,,h““‘l posscssion of the lands from Nos. 67 to 80 and from

! The 50b aod sixth defendants o 85, thren-fourhe of land No. 82, aud threo-fourths of No. 8-

. occopying half of the house No. ;;JOyms one-fourth of the land No. 81. The cighth dcfcndant
No. 82. The ninth defendant is eq: . The seventh dcfondant is occupying one-fourth of the bouse

enjoying lands Nos. 79 and 80. The tenth defendant is bolding

. posmession of half of the b
. ouse N
lands in the names of the Pmn:c:‘. The eleventh defendant should issue puttahs for the above

R LA S

-—

o s Wt © -

(Signed) C. RUNGA RO,
Dleader.

l. the first intt
: Plaintiff, do o .-
. and belief, ' declare that what is stated above is true to tbe best of ‘my knowledge

| (Sigued) STREENEVASA CIARRY,
‘ (True trapslation.)

. -

" 14tA November 1867-° (Signed) C. N. POCIHIN, :

Colleclor.

t

Excrosoas No. 2.

Draft dnecer.

Tear the inclus
{ clusion of tb
! uDBecemary, . o Collcctor amopg tLe defendants 83 8 PFYY to this suit is aitogetber
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'Proceeding: of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
12th May 1869,

2. That the Collector, (eleventh defendant,) bowev

er, urges that lands Nos. 225 snd 278

are peither Inam landa, mor do they belong to any private party ; they are Government waste

Janda.

3. That, for the foregoing reasons, the Collector, (eleventh defendant,) prays that bis n.uno‘

may be removed from the guit ; that Jands Nos. 225 and 278 be struck off the plaintif’s list ; and

that the plaintifi'e be ordered to pay the costs incurred by

o ——

Trz Board suthorise the defence of the suit, oD the usual terms at the public -

the eleventh defendant. .

(Sigoed) C.N.POCHIN,
Collector.

cost, and request the Collector to filethe following amended answer :—

Tag Collector denies the right of the plaintifia to
and 278 as Inam, and requests that they may be required to P
Inum, and if so, of what kind, and on what title held, and to s

been enfranchiscd.
2. In regard to the other lands

simply to stato that he is prepared to

finding sgreeably to usual practice,

rove that the land is
how why it has not

claimed by the plaintiffs, the Collector has
alter Lis Registor according to the Court’s
and that his nasmne has, consequently, becn

needlcssly included among the defendants in the suit.

3. Under
may be non-suited in respect of the two plots
with his costs in regurd to the res
£led,

No. 276. Proceedings of the
No. 2,858.

Read the following lotter fro
' the Bosrd of Revenue,

Rerereino to the Proceedings ©
March 1868, No. 1,715, sanctioning .the d

¢ of the property for which the suit has

the above circuinstances, the Collector prays® that the plaint.iﬂ’u
of land Nos. 225 and 278, and saddled

begn

——

-

Board of Revenus, dated 28th April 1889,

m the Collector of Salem, to the Acting Secrotary to
dated 15th February 1869, No. 29 :— '
{ the Board of Revenue, under date the 9th -
ofonce of Original Suit No. 157 of 1867,
the suit has been decided, as far as the Govornment -

to state that
1 have the honor to 8 judgment and decree is enclosed for

was concerned, i0 its fovor.

the Board’s information.
9. The Govemment

costs.
ExcLoscss No. 1.

Ia the Court of Princip
Pasesat.

Original Suit No. 157 of 1867.

Seenivassh Chari snd two others
Natbadoo Said and 15 other® -
for heariog this day

Tais suit coming 08
Judgment.—The plaintiffs sue to
pecs 1"30'10'0. as per list, and to be

9. The circumetances of the &
hld two 008,

the Court delivered the following :
pecover their paternal lsnded property of the value of Ru-
registered 88 the proprietors thereof. .

oo o8 set forth in the plsint are {bat the origins! ancestor,
one nsmed Veuocatansrasima Cberi and the other named _

to move the Court to recover the

1 Sudder Ameen, Salem—26th December 18G8.
_C. Lutchmish Naidoo.

Plaintifls r*
Defondants

. e e b @ ot

the plots of land Nos. 225 3

1
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: Proceeding ' Qf7ke Madras Gotvernment, Revenue Department,
: 12th May 1869.

)

dagoonada Chari; that Vencatanarasims Chari left two sons, Ansouds Narains Chari and Rungs
Chari; that Ansoads Naraine Chari bad two sons, Appasa Chari aad Soenivassa Chari, while Run-
6 Chari had one son, Vencataramana Chari; that Appans Chari 1efs & son, Rama Chari; that the
#1id Seenivasa Chari, Vencataramana Chari, and Rama Cbari dicd without male issues; that the
origioal ancestor's second son, Ragoonads Chari, lcft & son named Narasima Chari, whose sons are
the plaintiffs, and their brother Bunga Chari, who died issucless; that Sccnivasss Chari's widow
Narssammal, Veneataramang Cbari's widow Kistnammal, and Rama Chari's widow Latchmaboyee,
‘h" 4th defendant, bave in view to defraad the plalntiffs whilo enjoying in common with plaiutiffa,
alienated the plaintifs’ property by mle and gift, and that, thereforo, this suit is brought. It is
sdded that the properties Nos 1 to 66 and the bouss No. 83, were sold in auction for 2nd
defendant and purchased by the lat defendant; that the 3rd and 4tb dcfendants are io enjoyment
°f the lands Nos. 67 to 80 and 86 (o 100, and & moiety of the bouse No. 85, and {ths share in
Nos. 81 and 82, while the &b and 6th defendants are bolding quarter sharein the land No. 81; that
the 8th defendant is in enjoyment of the house No. 85, and the 7th defendant of a quartcr share

® the laad No. 82; that the 9th defendant iy bolding the lands Nos. 79 sl 80, and 10th defend-
ant a half share in the bouse No.

‘_efccting the transfer of the regist

77 of the lands in the names of plaintiffs.

G ::h n‘.",‘ dd’“‘!‘“ in answer contends that tho claim is barred by the Statute of Liu.:iu-_
H00; that plaintiffs are in no way entitlod to the property aued for, as will be sccn from the writtea
_;'htemenu of 20d and 41 defendants; that the 1st defendant purchased in auction the bouse
No. 83 for Rupees 191, and the lands Nog, 1 to GG for Rupeos 7,000, and obtaincd auction certificate
.08-the 21at December 1866, and that plaintiffs bave no right to claim them.

Anoo:;h :1::"-;:2 ::l;e‘r:dang slleges that plaintifs are not the descendants of the origioal ancestor,

_ s ) UEHUG Qid Wiy gocy Syvy Vv piain By’ pivpoary, \ad tuo suid is\arred
‘1’1’ L;I'_' of Limitation; that the village of Valiamadavi, speciied in the plaint, had beon granted by
tis Mighoew the Maharajah of Mysore, Samaraja Wodier, to Ansouds Naraina Chari, father of
,the 4th defendant's fath

: er-in-law, sboat 13 3 2ud Noveraber 1795 regis-
‘tered in his name and in that of 1 years a0, and was on the 22ud Noveraber 4

by them and tleir descendants
Chari his widow, Clicka N
. Poosbea Soodidam of Sary
- of the 2nd and 3rg defen

Appana Chari and Scenivassa Clari; that on the death of Seenivasss
Aridammal, inorder to discharge her busband's debta, sold on the 1st
ari ber share of lan

dants in Original Suit No. 44 of 1866 o this Court's Gle, for Rupees 5,000;
\.:nd;r ..detd.but baring failed to tedeem the mortgage was sued by 20d dofcadant in the Superin-
14 ; e::: Court st B“Kﬂ?ro in Original Sait No, 12 of 1863, and a judgment passcd in favor of ?n.d
: C:: S t]; ‘h‘:; sxecation of that judgment the mortgaged property was, by orler of the Cnv:
. » Salem, sold in auet; . .  an
Wit 2nd defeadaat hay action by the Salem Moonsiff's Court and purchased by lat defondas

2 improperly made o party to tho suit.
5. The 3rd defendan

devi, bad been vout 3t ates that the lands Nos. 67 to 78,and 86 to 97 and 100, in V.linml.-
busband sgistered in the name of Ansouda Naraina Chari, grand-father of 4th defeudant’s
; poea 29 oF bis divided brother Ranga Chari; while the lands No. 81 in Gengavalli bad been
. (ﬂ:ted .u: gl to A‘”“?l Naraina Chari i the former Raktashi by Samarajah; that those lands,
,?ﬂh l.'elldl\:l between their .lou. fell to the share of tho ellest son Appana Chari,lnd has Leen
o erites o7 A dcfendant bia dangher-io.Law; that on the 10tb of Ani of Sarwari the 4th defond-
 Antgare fo tho 3rd defendan the laals aforesaid ig gift, and Lo has been in uninterrupted enjoy-

: ment fur the last 28 years, and that the ¢ . ( s
| ' tested by App
Chari's brother's widow deed of gift passcd on the occasion was &

‘. tation. » Chicks Narasammal, He adds that the suit is barred by the Law of Limi-

! 6. The 4th defendant amery that
i that \bey are not cousing, neither dig
4k defandant; that the property in

84, and that the 11th defendant is included in the suit for

bis brother Runga Chari by the Collector Mr. McLeod, and enjoyed

ds, with some other property,to Narasings Row, father.

Row mortgaged the lands Nos. 1 $0 66 to 2nd defendant for Rupees 5,000

Plaintify are in no way entitled to the property in d'itpau; :
they ever enjoy tho plsintiffs’ property in common ?mh tb: :
Possestion of the 3rd dofendant was givea to him in gift about

- emltew .

o

.. od
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Proceedings of the Madras Gorernmen!, Revenue Department,
12th May 1869.

28 years ago, and bas boen since in his enjoyment; that this property, as wfll s noae.ty of tl:lo
bouse No. 85, and of the Jand No. 82 in Chocanoor, was scquired by Ansounds hmm.a Chani, grand-
father of 4th defendant's busband, aad fell oa division to 4th dcfondnto'l futher-m-h.v, Appans
Chari; that the 4th defendant performed the obsequies of her busband, while thoes of Chicka Nara-

sammal's husband were performed by 4th dcfendant's husband; that the funeral rites of Vencatars~

mana Chari, s divided cousin, were performed by his widow Kistoammal;that these would not ht:;
occarred if plaintifis were actaally cousins; thats portion of the houso N o. 8.5 was sold by the 4d
defendaut to the 13th defendant, and has been in his enjoyment; that the original ancestor, Ansou .:'
Naraina Chari, had an ooly son named Vencatanarssimma Chari, but had no sop of the name

Ragoonada Chari.
7. The 5th and 61h defcndants are declared exparte.

8. The 7th defendant says that out of 2§ Pangoo of land No. 82, tho 4th dcfonjs:‘t dben::
in poascssion of 1) share, the remaining 1§ share was sold to 7th dofendant by 4th odu: ::ed
divided cousin's widow, Narasammal, on the 24th Auni of Atchays f?r Rupees 110, l:nl td oo
execated in his favor; that the 7th dafendant has been in' er.\ioymant u?co; .?d"h;; the mb.fo,.
alwaysin enjoyment of Narssammal, and never held by plaintifls at any time within 12 years

the suit was laid

9. The 8th defendant urges that a moicty of th.e h:u.n N 0. 85 :n:h f:ll;:gbcr:::;ll.:ﬁﬂli;
P er enjoyment;
ssmmal’s '."‘"m“,,";:;:.“é".i..’:;:.?“i;'éiﬁi (;:ui, alo':u’l)umjah Chari,and was, on the
v “ch "8 185’9 sold by his sons Ranga Chari sad Kistoa Chari to 8th defendant for Rupees
ey .\“emb.f in tifis were in any way entitled to the property there is no reason why th-ey
48; and that if plll.ﬂ be eujoyed by othera fur scveral generations. 1le adds that these plaintiffs
should havealiowed it “,.;,?;: Original Suit No. 48 of 1865 on this Coart’s fle, that they bave
:::: 1. dm:t:‘t‘;: e ?on but that they now pretend that they have been enjoyingconjointly vitl’a
ong posecesion,

the 4th defendant and others. o
10. The 9th defendant avers that the lands Nos. 79 and 80 had been originally obtained in
. ¢
oedan Pootamal, .
ste am of _do':: b{zzh Sravans Dahoolam, of the year Crodana, 61 years ago; that it had been
faramana Cbari on tae ramaaa Chari and his widow Kistoammal, and was on the 5th Cartigay,

in the ejoyment of Vencats i b as gift to the Sth defendant; that he has been in
by Kistoamah as g1 e :

Sooddam of gnvdnc,h; ::n:.d l.’“ 31 yesrs, and performed obsequics for Kistaamah. . o adds

unioterrupted posseas

d tained in gift by Kistnamah's father-in-law Bungs Chari, and
that the house No. 84 m{‘ :c::n:tnt:nwhm claim Kistosmah discharge3, and sold the house No. 84
was malde over to the 1:‘: e; 210; that the 9th defondant subsequently sold it to 10th defendant
;o 9;:: de:e;&:;l.l:‘: g},;gpplsinll“. claim is barred by the S_utm of Limitation.

or Rapec ;

' res that b is in posscasion of the entire house No. 84, but that the

11. Thel0th dcfen.dlﬂ dccl;w of only » moicty thereof; that it had been originally obtained
plaint alleges that be ia 1a dw'“"b’ his last doscondant, Kistnamab, sold on the 5th Cartigay of Rat-
in gift by Ranga Chary, :;‘55 to the Oth dcfendant, by whom it was sold to the 10th defendant for

chasar, 19th November Veute of Siddaree, of 10th June 1859; and that if really entitled to the
:lnpee:hu(l) ‘Z‘:itl‘:.wi(:‘l: n:t have suffored it to pass into three diffcrent bands.
ouse the plai

. o plaintiffs’ right to the lands No. 225 and 278 claimed by
12. The1lth d°{.‘nd:n:|:: ;Zﬁly‘,lnm they should have been enfranchised. .
them ss Tnam, and c““nq' declares that one-fourth of the laad No. 81 bolonged to Cadamba
13. The 12th defendant :: ee-fourths to 3rd and 4th defendants, and that those three-foarth
Narwsinma Char, aad (10 ".; I’d 4th dcfenlant to 12th defendant for Rupees 250 on the 2nd
ahares was mo'rtnxod by 3:1 h“! beea enjoyed by him, together with the other one-fourth share
rmm::ck:l;’o:m' : hin.in Jeass by Narasimma Cbari, at & reut of Rupees 13-2-0 & yeor,
which Lhas beca alien _

ﬁ‘-f

b |

aud after long enjoyment was given in gift by her to Venca- °

‘e Aol cod e c A
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12th May 1869. ' o 12th May 1869 S

hough divided mewubors, the last survivors in the elder
branch, namely, Rama Chari, busband of the 4th defendant Lutchmamna!, and Scenivasss Chari, ,
btusband of Chicks Narasammal, and Vencataramans Clari, husband of Kistnammal baving died
11, and 347 of Manua! of Hindoo Law. e

" 14, The 13th defendant states |
‘h ‘ h [ 4 . .
at the backyard of the house No. 85, which bad fallen on Hindoo law, and entitled to sacceed, t

+ division to 4th defendant’s hus '

; band’s share :

1 , was purchased : :
. 3th defendant for Rupees 19, and bas been in his enjo :::3& Avani of Roodrokari from ber by

15. The 14th, 15th
» and 16th dcfeadants are sons of the 7th defendant, and were included \
|
I

in the suit after his death. . jssueless, — Fide Sections 310, 3 _
22. Now with regard to the property ipherited by 4th defcndant, Latchmamal, from her;
busband Rama Chari, she statcs that she bas alicnated in gift to her brotber, the 3rd defendant,’

GINEZALOOY.
wnder the Document X11., the lands Nos. 67 to 78, and 86 to 97 and 100, as also three-fourths of

Original ancestor Ansoud : .
neouda Naraius Chari. - land No. 81; and that she berself is in enjogment of balf of the house No. 85, and of l.:nd No. 82.
) 23. The evidence to the alicnation is of an unsatisfactory character. It is, bowever, admitted

;
Vencatanarasima Chari
v ari, | .
: ] Ragunatbs Chari. : by 4th defendant to bave been a mere gift to 3rd dofendant, and is operative doring her life-
‘ Sons. | | time. The plaintifis’ reversionary right can ouly take effect ou the death of the 4th dcfendant,
) Ansouds Naraioa Chari. Run 28 Chari Son. | _and their claim now to recover the property alienated by her cannot stand. '
; ' Narasimms Chari. ' 24. To respect of the property descended to “hicka N arasammal from ber busband Scenivasss
‘A Ch Sons. _ | _Chari, it appears from tbe Eshibits Nos. I, "L, v., VL, VII, V1IL, XXSVIIIL., and XXXIX,,
. ppui. ari. Seenivassa Chari. Vencataramana i Soen.} . that the lands Nos. 1 to 66, and the bouse Wo. 83, bad been sold by Chicka Narasimmal to Dangalore
:_ Son. . Clari. Ruuga Ki,lm Qe | . . Narasiuga Row in 1810, and was by him mortgaged to 2nd defendant in 1834 for Rupees 5,007;
" Rama Chari. _ Cbari. Cbari, 2ud éf,::‘i“m' ﬁ:::;ldt ‘ ! and tbat the mortgage {ransaction subsequently formed tho sulject of & euit in the Bangalore
’ His widow “‘- . . plaintifl. plli!;tiﬂ. Chari, ;?::] : . Superistendent’s Coart, and resulted in ® decrec being passcd in favor of the 2nd dcfendant for
" Lutebma. Nl.:.:iovChlgks His widow  plainuf . _ : : which the mortgaged property was sold in auction by the Salem Moonsiff's Court, lnd_ purcbased Ly
. - mal, im:?: died K"'.“"";Nl died \  the 18t dcfcndant in the year 1860 for Rupces 7,000 snd odd. : :
. issucle . :
e ‘ 25. The saii Chicks Narasammal it is truo is o tenaut for life, snd trusteo for the ulterior
Section 159 of the Manual of Iindoo.

Jerived from het busband, (see

" Law,) but the plaiotifls, who, according to tbeir own accouat, bad Deen enjoying property in common
. with the widows of the last survirors, have not taken carly steps to bave the auction sale cancelled
! and their reversionary right cstablished. They bave obviously allowed fourteen montbs to expiro
! bofore resorting to Court after the coufirmation of the sale, as will be seen from the Exhibits

* YXXVIIIL. and XXXIX. Their clsim, tLerofore, must be held to bave been barred by Clause 3,
pect of property disposed of by Chicka Narasammal as aforessid,

' Sacrion 1, Act XIV. of 1839, in res \ of b .
with the exception of land No. 23, which is sdmitted by plaintifis as belonging to Government.
: inheri Kistuammal from ber husband Vencataramana Chari !
18. The Docume - i aG6. Rcgarding the pl’opﬂ’U inherited by "
. nts, Nos. 111 IX — d given bim (9th defendant) in gift the lands Nos. 79 and.
n th . 4. . . and XX : .y . Negcs that she bad give g
lbou: :‘“:Gel of Valiamadavi, Gengavalli, and Ch:]'; put in for -dcrﬂ.mc' 8o to. show tlat the laode - . :0.3:::1‘:: t::::a .x;‘;c( snd also sold bim the Louse No. 84 under the Deed XXXI., and that
Nanaina é::,“" et by the late Rajah of Mysore o iLe "‘f‘f‘";’ iu the plaint bad been granted | i ho (Oth defundant) sold Ly Bouse to 10th defendant uuder the Decd XXXIX. '
1in the clder branch, and : ¢ origiual ancestor's grand-son Ansouds ' ' . ' . _ . . . .
prore those documente il zheyh' do no;u:o“gh in consequenco of their antiquity it is dificult to ‘ 97, The mid Kistoyomal 838 Mindoo widow has 0° B3%00 RS ':‘:Z‘;:b::,?’;":’ "
refore, be relied on s trustworth ppear to have como frow proper custody, snd caonot, ' : except in cases of urgent peccasity which is apparent ¥ . gift y ber
orthy. ) ' . per. tho Oth dofondant, to the dctriment of the lawful right of her hasband's
' in favor of ber broti et alid— Vide Section 159 of the Manual of Hindoo Law.

‘. . , dowever, are gh .
registered in th own by the Puttah 1V, of Mr. . ki ot be held ¥ :
20 far back sa ::ol:lmu of the grand-son Ansouda Naraina ((,:h h ’ C(;llcfc;:r McLeod to bave Lecn -  Kinsmen, -““-_ dant bss archased balf the 1snd No. 82 from Chbicks Narasammal vader
ants exclusivel ?m"" 1795, and to bave beea nince beld and g is brother m,mz' Chari 28. The7th dc{c.n > 8 bpicfcndam bas bouzht under tbe Decd SXVIIL half the Louso :
certainly would’ ::h::t any interference on the part ofnn l:ni?;cd by ‘:‘ e :nd their deacend- - . the Decd XXVIL; while the 5t w‘ho bad derived bis titlo from Chicks Narassmmal under XXIX.
1.} : : N 3 o i’ s, T .
property were in rnlit; :h:”n the case if plaintiffs were tctnalll;u:rdi:h;; ::::t::‘: o .;nm ;‘: 2(3) ‘1:0: rne;.;ci:‘i: ;o::s!'lon of house No- 54 of which plaintiffs clain & moiety, and which '
* s ' . - h : :
scquisition of the original ancostor Ansouda Naraina Cari ol the b.‘;m :;oc :r:: ot dcfendant, who bad purchased it ffom Kistoamnal, as appears from the Exhi-

20. The presumpt; .
ption being ot . _
property being the acquisitio rengly in favor of the family bei divid " bits XXX1V, and XXXV, :
. oof them y being a divided one, and the J . ) . L ) . . .
mow ¢ embe inei . : rty iuherited by Chicka Nsrasanmal and Kistoamd3l
ow to consider whether the plaintiffy’ s of the elder branch, tLe Priucipal Sudder Ameen Las . 29, There being 8 Pt;l’ll;ondo:ch:dl;;’f‘:o !“” puauus’, O s e, aal et
{ from their husbands is lawfully d¢ PO ’ .

l K o« .

::n be held to be legally valid, claim to such property, as divided mcwlors of the funiily, ood in 1a¥ '
< as in la®. '
| ‘thercfore canuot be uphcld 08 B o bat purchasol from 4b defendant half the backgard ground )

. 30. :2‘.;;‘: sgem:':l‘::: 4th defendant admits the fast in her deposition given 89 9ib
- No. 63 “u‘ -l" ) 'n: archase thoush it gannot take aff vt havand M’“‘*’a'gm&..t e e —
:, dofundaut s witaush. a0

16. It would o ; |
ppear frn Skl
ol ancestor Aumud N.n'{“mc:,hu' {;encllogy that plaiutifis are the great grand-sons of the origi- . heirs in respect of properts
aat Latchmamal is the widus of ari in the younger branch of the family; while the 4th defend- .
of the gréat great-grand son Rama Chari, and Chicka Narasammal sud

Kistnammal were the wi
o wid
the family. ows of the great grand-sons of the origiual anccstor in the elder branch of -

-

17. The plaintifis b
adduced by them, tbongh.;ee:::ic ?“‘ thc.;r Fonnexion with the original ancestor. The testimony ;
Y, is admissible in matters of pedigree, but they bave not brought

forward evidince to

o . ) 'ho' th“ ‘hl . .

i . J are

‘lc(';mlmon of the original ancestor. undivided members, and that tho property sued fur was the

-

21. It will be geen fro
m i '
gotram or family ss the d““::: P"i‘ll’!?te above given tLat plaintifis Love rprung from the sam
offering funeral oblations to the ats of the eldcr branch, and arc Sggatra Sapindas or kimme: '
e \_."'_m’ tncestor. They c<_>u_u_witbip the degrees limited by the .

4 ® -, -
——— ’

Sae———
P ———————



. * Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Dcpariment,
' 12th May 1869.

Y

4th del;ondmt. caunot work on immediste forfeiture of ber title in favor of ber husband's ultimate
beirs during her life-time. It cannot, therefore, be sct aside in the prescat case.

31. The plaintiffs have relinquished their claim to lands No. 23 and 96, which are claimed
by the 11th defendant as belonging to Government, and which in consequence call for no remarks.

32. The 1st, 20d, 3rd, and 9th defendantscontend that the suit is barred by the Statute of
Limitation. The right of action in this case did not accrue when the property was alienated bat
when the widows of the last survivors died. These widows were Chicka Narasammal and Kistoam-
wmal, both of whom are shown by the evidence to have dicd within the last four yoars. The suit
being laid #ithin twelve years from the time of their demise cannot be held to be barred.

33. For the foregoing reasons the Principal Sudder Ameen confirms the plaiatifs’ rever-

sionary right to lands No. 67 to 78, and 86 to 97 (excepting 23 and 06) and 100, and also to §ths

. inland No.81 and balf of land No. 82, and of house and backyard groand No. 85, and awards to them
| immediate possession of lands Nos. 79 and 80, balf the bouse No, 83, balf the land No. 82, sod

balf of the bouse No. 85, with registry of the lauds in their names. The claim to the remainde
L is disallowed. .

; 34. The parties, save and except the 11th defondant, are to pay their respective costs, and
! plaintiffs to pay the costs of the 11th defendant. .
(Signed) C. LUTCHMIAH,

" 28th December 1868, Principal Sudder Ameesn,

: (Trae Copy.) ,
! (Sigoed) J. W. JOIINSTON,
Deputy Collector,
for Collector.

—

Excrosuaz No. 2.—Decree.

o W aasn o N @t

- SuBiTTED, together with & copy of Board's Proceedings, dated 9th March

{ " 1868, No. 1,715, for the information of Government.
2. It will be seen that the suit was brought for the recovery of cortain lands,
\ some of which were stated by the plaintiffs to be Joam,

>

3. In the answer filed (with tho Board's sanction) tho plaintiffs wore put to
the proof of this assertion, and with regard to tho other lands in dispute, the Col.
loctor declared his willingness to register in accordance with the finding of the

e . -

Court. _
’. . 4. The suit has been dismissed.
No. 277, «Ozprs THEREOX, 12th May 1869, No. 1,318
. Miscellaneous. ‘ OxprERED to be recorded,
’ (Truo Extract) -
(Signed) R. A. DALYELL,
. Acting Scerclary to Gorernment,
o= : ’
To the Board of Revenue.
t' ) Exd E. C, Shunkey, - >
" -
\
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. - Abas X,

: . Nos. 275—9277.

Suit No. 157 of 1667 oqoinst the Collector
of Satem.—Report of ity diemizca) by the Princie
pal Sudder Amecn, vecorded.
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