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Proceedings of the Madras Government .Ikevenue Department,

J4¢h March 1871,

_{'-'o ' . >

AR . Y e
No. 74.  Read the folloving’ Proceedings of the }Jourt‘u’ Wards, dated 21st
: December 1870, No, 7,2_;53 —_—

Read the following letter from the Acting Collector r,/f/_Tar)ljore, to the Actiné

Secretary to the Court of Wards, dated \?{’En}, 9th December 1870,
-No. 450, ) ( '

|

Uxper Section 3 of Regulation V. of 1504, T hatu:,,.z;;, honour to report the
following circumstances in connection with g;_./rfzotwa/r)? estate which has d.evolve\d-’.
on heirs who are minors,

2. In the village of Thandangorai in the Tanjore Taluq there were two
brothers named Viswanatha Aiyan, alias Nelakanta Aiyan, and Chithambera Aiyan,
who held joint possession of 24 velis 5 mals and 79 rulis of land, paying a revenue
to Government of Rs. 979-15-3, and yielding to the Proprietors on a rough estimate
a net income of about Rs. 1,000. .

3. Chithambera Aiyan, the younger of the two brothers, died about a year

Anuntham, daughter, aged 73 years, and-a-half ago, leaving behind him a son

Alasium, son, aged 54 years. and two daughters as per margin, as

Scethai, daughter, aged 2 years. well as a widow, who, however, died

) soon after. )

4. The elder brother, Viswanatha Aiyan, also died about scven months ago,

‘waving a widow named Lakshmi, aged 15 years, and (vs 1s alleged) a son by adop-
* tion ; the adoption, however, is disputed. The name of the boy who is alleged to

"nave ‘been adopted 13 Subovaroyan, and his age s1x years, e 1s wrother oFlng
adoptive mother, the wife of the said Viswanatha Aiyan,

5. 'The son and daughters of Chithambera Aiyan are under the guardianship
of their maternal grandfather Aiyavaiyan of Mangudi, in whose house they' were
living ; and the alleged adopted son and wife of Viswanatha Aiyan are living in
Lis house under the guardianship of Chithambera Aiyan, the latter’s natural father,

6. Aiyavaiyan disputes the adoption alleged to have been made by Viswa- |
natha Aiyan, and asserts that no division of property had ever taken place between
the two brothers, and that therefore his grandson is the sole heir to the estate.
Chithambera Aiyan, on the other hand, upholds the adoption, and contends that
the brothers had been divided ; and in support of this allegation he relies upon
the admission to that effcet, which both of them are said to have made as defendants
in a Suit (No. 47 of 1866) in the Principal Sadr Amin’s Court of Combaconum.

7. The fact, however, of the mirassi of the whole landed property standing
in the name of the elder brother would seem to countenance the supposition that

.the brothers had not divided the proper}ty, and in the absence of proof to the

contrary the presumption is that the brothers were undivided.

8. As the case now stands, and looking to the troublesome and vexatious
litigation which is likely to arise both as regards the alleged division as well as
adoption, and the trouble which would thus be entailed on Government by their
taking charge of this small estate, I am of opinion that the interference of the
Revenue authorities in this case is undesirable as well as unadvisable, .

[ ]

Tue Court concur with the Collector.
2. These proceedings will be submitted to Government,
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Tue Government concur with the -

Collector and Board. ;
(True Extract.) v i
" (Signed) W, HUDLESTON, A
Secretary to Government. k <
L. . J\u/ o CREE
‘To the Court of Wards. . ' ;- 3 ~/
- ; ;

Fad. F. R. Baotlemaa.

by 0. 7 203 ':.'" ; .

Pnocunwds oF m{Coux'r or Wanps, date 215 Decerv ver 1870.

Uxper Section 3 of Regulation V. of 1304, I have the honef! fort thé foilowing circume
stances in connecticn with a ryotwary estate which has devolve who are minors.

2. Inthe village of Thandangorai, in the Tanigre Talools ;% o cre two brothers r;;"\ml
Viswanatha Aiyan, alias Nelakanta Aiyan, and G adora ﬁ:ﬁ: and who Leld joint posseesic]
of 24 Velig, 5 Mahs, 79 Gulis of land, paying a revenue to Government of Rupces 979-153-3, and
yleldln}, to the proprictors on a rough estimate a net income of about Rupees 1,000.

,:.‘f Chithambera Aiyan, the younger of the two brothers,

A!mntham dan htor aged 74 yea
Alagiuo, sou,.ged 53 sears. 5 dxed about a year and a half ago, leaving behind him a son and

Semmh daughter, aged 2 yea"/ . two daughters as per margin, as well asa w 1dow who, howerver,

’ s4 died soon after.: .
4, The elder brother szwanatha Aiyan also died about geven months agzo, leavinga mio'v

" named Lakshmi, aged 15 y‘ea.rs and (as ¢s alleged) a son by a,doptlon the aloption, however, i3

disputed. The name of the boy who is allegzed to have been adopted is- Sull baroyan, and h:s
six years. Ile is brother of his adoptive mother, the wife of the said Viswanazla Aiya.

'5. The son and daughter of Chithambera Aiyan are under the guardianship of their maternal
gra.nd -father Aiyavaiyan of Mangudi, in whose house they were living;-and the allezed adopted

‘son and wife of V 1swanatha’A1yan are living in his house under the guardianship of Chithambera -

Aiyan, the latter's natural father. o .
6. Aiyavaiyan disputes the adoption alleged to have been made by Viswanatha Aiyan, and
asserts that no division of property had ever taken place between tho two brothers, and that,

“therefore, his grand-son is the sole heir to the estate. Chithambera Aiyan, on the other hand,

upholds the adoption, and contends that the brothers had been divided; and in support of this
allegation he relies upon the admission to that effect, which Loth of them are said to have
made as defendants in a suit (No. 47 of 1866) in the Principal Sudder Ameen’s Court of Comba-

conum. o

s
7. The fact, however, of the merassy of the whole landed property standing in the name of

the elder brother would seem to countenance the supposition that the brothers had not divided

the property, and in the absence of proof to the contrary the presumption is that the brothers

were undivided.
8. As the case now stands and looking to the troublesome and vexatious litigation which

is likely to arise both as regards the alleged division as well as adoption, and the trouble which
would thus be entailed on Government by their taking charge of this small estate, I am of opmlon
that the interference of the Revenue authorities in this case is undesirable, as WCH as unad-

nsa.ble.
Tm: Court concur with the Collector. A .
2. Theso Proceedings will be submitted to Government ./ "O .
- (A true Copy and Extract.) ( (f/),}/ ;6
Acting Secretary:

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.
,» the Collector of Tanjore.

Ezd. J. Tulloch:
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