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-+, Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
3 . 3 12¢h May 1874.

: No. 151. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 24th

‘ April 1874, No. 967 :—

: Read tho following letter from A. MACGREGOR, Esq., Collector of }alabar, to

l J. GROSE, Esq., Sccretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Calicut, 17th

- - March 1874, No. 77. ' o -

: I mave the honour to report the following case for the orders of the Board.

; 9. About forty-eight years ago, a Nair family, known as Valluvakat house, in

: Arakaparamba Amshomn, Walluvanad Talug, became extinct, and a ncighbouring

’ family designated Litayur Louse appropriated all the property managing it as part

{ and parcel of their own. In the latter part of 1870 the case came to the notice of

! the local Revenue authoritics, when the Tahsildar of Walluvanad eet on foot an

{ inquiry as to the property left by the extinct family which was estimated at Rupees

- 2,400, exclusive of all encumbrances. .

‘is 3. The Etayur family, who have appropriated it under a pretence of right,

:,"admit. that the property belonged to the extinct Valluvakat house, whilst they

" assert that they came in possession of the property by means of anadoption effected *- -

{ by one Kunhi (female), the last member of the extinct family, who, when

: unable to maintain berself in her old age, was taken care of by them for one or

' two years, and who, for want of heirs, adopted from their family one Kunchu
(female) in consideration of her being the daughter of her (Kunhi’s) brother.

4. The question which has to be decided in this case is, therefore, whether
There is no evidence whatever to show .
(Scient reason to conclude that the

or not there was an adoption as alleged.
that there was an adoption, whilst there i3 su

ELS

 plea is totally falso.

:- It is a well known fact that the female Kunchu, who is stated to have
" becn adopted, lives to this day asa member of Etayur family with that bouse
{ name, and under the same roof with the rest of the family ; moreover, certain
. property belonging to the extinct family of Valluv@kat have been demised by
¢ the said Kunchu in conjunction with other members of her farily as joint owners
and under the designatien of their house ; a course which would never havo been
adopted if the alleged adoption were true, as it would have conveyed no right to
her relations, There are also other circumstances which negative the adoption
end point to tho misappropriation of the property in question by Etayur family,
and this fact can sufliciently be made out, if necessary, to the satisfaction of a -
Court of law. ' ‘ -

6. The next poin
Governmoent to assert their cl

5.

o s T e Ny ke g s e

t for consideration is whether it is worth the while of
aim {o so inconsiderable an Estate which has for
pearly half a century been in possessiolv} of a quite distinet family. I would not
Lave hesitated to state that it is not worth the interference of Government; but
for the fact that even chould the Government weaive their claims, the property
would not pass to tho Etayar family but to an-impostor, 8o to call bim, which it
is desirable it ghould not. . ‘ '

- 7. From the investigation held iu this case it has come to light that in later
i years tenants holding property belonging to Valluvakat house have disrespected
. the title assumed by Ltayur family and refused to pay jenmalhogam or proprie-
* tor’s share to the latter who were pnable to remedy the matter. With a view,
nty to subjection, they colluded with one |

T YTt T T, e e

thercfore, of Lringing the opposing tena
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. ‘ rovernment, Revenue Department, b - « Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
12¢h May 1874, ; N T ' 12t May 1874
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Ittikumara Pani iAot . g
umara Panikar, a wealthy and .influential man in the place, and executed a . ‘ Excrosuze No. 2.

document conveying th / a '
ying the property of Valluvakat house to him for Rupees 2,000, oy N From A. MACGREGOR, Esg., Collector of Malabar, to D. BUICK, Esq,, Acting ead Assistant

The wording of th sument s ~
g of the document shows that 1,000 Rupees has be Collector of Palghaut, dated 12th May 1871, No. A.

-+

remaining 1,000 Rupees being . en paid in cash, the : ..
1 ttikuma:ﬂ; ’Pﬂ.nikarphad 6135 de{\lucted as encumbrances on the property which o = I mave the honour with reference to the subject of your letter (No. 123) of the 24th February
undertaken to discharge ; and for the 1 ,000 Rupees said . U last, to inform you that I am of opinion that the proper course to pursue with reference to the
ht to the tenants as in the case of other

to have been paid i . ; SH . = e , . b [
paid in cash, the Panikar has executed two documcnts which ho now 52 ,% FEstate of the Valluvakat family is to sell the jenm rig

... denies to have ’ : - .
has b begn exccuted by him. The document exccuted to the Panikar S S escheats. .
1as_been duly registercd, so that in the event of its beine taken t ' /A ) 2 The claim of adoption set up by the Etayur family are obviously false. It is essential
the chances are that the Panikar would get a decree N -»e n to o Court of 1aw Y in caso of adoption that the party adopted should remove to the house into which he or she is
; house ; and that in future the names of other members of the

"8. I'he waiving of Gov : : he n f that
. g ernment claim wo i - . . adopted and assume the name o ‘
uld, in that case, only result in the h A original family should be in no way mixed up in business transactions relating to the property

confirmation of the title of Etayur ho .
ransfor to Ittikumars Panikar < : Uis.e to the Pr(?perty, and, thercfore, in its ik S passing by adoption. All theso points have been ignored in the present case.

‘would then go 1o whose unqualified possession the property . " . 3. Even if it were considered that the original unlawful taking possession and subsgquent

9. 1 fm. theref. . . ‘ \ fraudulent concealment might be condoned on account of the lapse of time, it is still doubtfal

. “therefore of- opinion that Government should now declare tho i * whether the commission would be of the least value to the Etayur family who, ?)y a registered deed, »

d with their property to one Thammai Ittikumara Panikar, a man to whom,

dulyi exccuted, have parte

property to have escheated. In consideration of thedone
- O
so far as the document prove,

. ) ) r possession of Et 3
and of their having taken care of the last member of Vzlxlluvakat familyaji':::ilflu{;e
, e

& matter for consideration whether the pro.
v 18 property m ;
house or to the tenant. - Possibly it mightx be )fo e sold to the former

no cofisideration whatever is due. - .
4. Defore, however, finally deciding on the case it i3 desirable that you should inspect the
the partics already alluded to, as well as the tenants, and report your opinion as formed

lands, see L 88 -
and I request you will take advantage of .the firat occasion of your visiting this

on & local engquiry,

T e .7-;—:-—-,":',-
Sz
W oot s I

und advisable as suggested by

"‘Mr. Buick to take the case into Court, - . . o~ | s you wil
Jopi ' .. - 1 the talug to inquire into the matter.
10. Copies of co'rrcsv{‘)f_mde‘nce (?rn t}x_ci_s—ubjo?t are herewith forwarded. -.," 1: part of q toinq Trao Copy) N
R » L . Excrosvze No, 1. f' " 4 (Signed) A MACGREG&%;“%
o . Ii'rtm' . r&gz:t‘z:';fn.;fa’la}i:d: ’;C;,‘-ll' :a:iuaut-CuHecbor, te V. i:bGAN E;q Acting :\ ‘;\' e | | ‘
: , date P € rJS N ’ i N _ o J— ) " _
I mave the honour to submit the followii:c:::’fjjth'rebllm'ry 18?1' o- 123. }“' | f‘ ' T eaCLOSTRE B 3 3 ' I
2. The Arakaparamba Amshom Ad:lgir?rep-orted yt(;u:ht;o;s;};l;;'sioq a.néi orders. ‘: é From D. BUICK, Esq., Acting ITead Assistant-Collector, to A. EIACGR.E(‘}ORg Esq., Colicctor of
Valiuvakat family in the said Amshqm has become extinct by the (ica(.h o;nthee‘r;iember lnst.that (‘ ! » Malabar, dated ]E’alghaut, I4£hYMarch 1872, No. 144, ‘ |
‘waa the last representative of that family. ’ wan Kunki who "Q,l/ P Iy reply to your letter of the 12th May 1871, I\'o'. A., T have the honour to 1.nform you that
.- 3. Inquiries have been made by the Tahsildar regarding the property, which cons; J ) f on my late .tm‘n' throuzh th_e W.al.luvanad Talug, I -inspected the landg .belqr:gxng to th'e late :
: , nsists of lands » Valluvakat family and made inguiries of the members of the Etayur family who lay claim to

them, and of the ryots in whose possession they are. I am of opinion that there is eufficient

of the value'of about 5,500. The Tubsildur considers it as an cscheat, theush claims have b
s LBy : ave been
evidence to justify our asserting that the lands ought. to beshald to have escheated o Government.

gdvanced by Ltayur Kunhi Amma and three others on the ground of Kunhu Amma bei o
eing tha

-
\"\

AY

~adopted daughter of the deceased. There i documen . e e
witnossos ex;mined differ on the subject Tino d”"flm“‘“m"y evidence of the adoption, and the ' v : 2. Considering, however, that Government have been as it were out of possession for the
L b thom by Goper h b mod(‘;‘ t ese claimants themselves offer to purchase the lands o0 f*' last forty-seven years, that during this period the Etayur family in possession, and that they assert
. H 8} ]y *_ . . . . . .
) 1 Tho dotaased appears to bave s a (? terms. Thisin itself is a suspicicus fact. A l L that they hold by virtue of the adoption by the last member of the Valluvakat family of the
. . Q N . . At . . . ..
" bed from the hands of Ittirarapan Nai ceived n:m,h assistance and treatment while laid up ia ‘Pb/ L present senior member of the Etayur family, it scems to me that it is rather a hareh procedure
: : ;n O el funoral ¢efemo;' xril ve of the Karnavers of the pregent claimants.” On her N to at onco pronounce their title invalid, and seli the lands as cacheats, and that it would be e
aatii, t } I > ; A . : <G L7 . v Lt - .
, i q . Monics fsvebom performed. This seems the cause of the propert A any rate fairer to recover the lands throuzh the Law Courds where tho title of the Edayur family
passing iuto the bands of tho présent claimant’s funil property : o . . . .. _ - :
5. The Tahsildar i ideration . ‘ ' U . can be satisfactorily scrutinized. v
. 2 o ahsil artm cousl ._ratm'n ..of the claimants having etated the truth of the case, of N - ) 3. I return the enclosures received with your letter.
. their indigent _mr(.‘unxs_l;.@n(.;s,‘ and of .tb"'”:.a“‘?‘-’“tors having rendercd zssistance to the decea’.ned : t: : j ' (True Copy.) o
woman, recommends b at the property which should cscheat to Government way b soid to them on ot g AT : ! (Signed)  A. MACGREGOR
favourshle terms. , ‘ S ‘ & ) ‘ p ll’
. Adians : L R /it oudceler.
. 6. Th? A.m.c.?xom Adigari appears to have refrained frow reporting this matter earlier from : i¢£\ | _ SR
sinister ,‘n‘,}mes’ and wily veportod 0a tho case, on apprehending the matter being brought to A Supyitred for the orders of Governinent. .
h{i 1ae '.L . { 3 i ’ r . . . ’ \_ \ f ’{V.' J - -
potice otherwise. On the receipt of your orders on this subject, this will be looked into. ° NS iz 2. About forty-eight years ago property worth about Rupees 2,400 was left

without heirs. The Amshom Adizari who ought to have reported the fact
refrained from doing so through * sivister motives,” and a neighbour who had
taken care .of the last member of the extinct family, a female, appropriated the
cscheat which ought to have gone to Government, . - :

7. The Tahsildar’s report (reqaestcd to bo ret y h
) ¢ urned), dated 31let Decew No. 355
~with the records as per list are berewith forwarded. . aber 1870, No. 535, .
¥ - (True Copy.) ~
' (Signed) A, MACGREGOR,
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Proceedings of the Madras Goverament, Revenue Department,
12th May 1874.

e S

3. Tke title alleged is founded on a false story of an adoption. Unless

" Government interfere the property, in consequence of certain transactious which

need not ba particularized will pass from the present possessor to an outsider who
has no claims to consideration. )

4 Tho question is whether Government should sue for the escheat? The 1 -

Board think they should. ST ;
5. Tho Collector will report if the Amshom Adigari bas been duly
punished. :

_No. 152. Ozrprr THEREON, 12th May 1374, No. 591. . _
. Miscellansous. Tre Government do not think it
. worthwhile asserting the rights of the

Stato in this small matter after the lapse
of well nigh half a century.

(True Extract.) '
(Signed)  C. G. MASTER,

deting Secretury to Government.
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o La ' 24th April 1874. ;o
sj . B b rp oF Revexug, dated | . P
i 5 Procsepixgs oF Tz Bot CGREGOR, Esq., Collector of Malaba;'} t;) s
VH 5 MA e d Calicut, 17th 3
ko vo . . r fronl A- ‘vyenue date ’ . D
B ;?z Read tha fOHOW",lgF]e‘It?e Seeretary to the Board of Rev ) "
g %Y J. GROSE, Lsq., Se ‘ ‘ — B
E t'ﬁ ' March 15874, No. 77 :— wing case for the orders of the Board: )
i =1 ‘ rt the following Talluvakat house, in
. 2 \ I nave the honour to repo Nair family, known as Valluvaka hbouring
I : ; . . ar k . eighbouring ;
1k 35 ~-eight years ago, a & tinct, and g neig e
‘! ' . : g; 2. About fort,}/ e W)a“u‘,anad Taluqg, becz}gle ex crt;’ managing it as part e
i ‘ CH akaparamba Amshom, - iatad all the propert Ny tice of : o {
i g y ) iﬁ‘g, ‘ Ara}(&pal ! ted Etavur house_ appropri t of 1870 the case came to the no Lo . % i
1 e ' & family designa Lo In the latter part o . Walluvanad set on foot a . H
(3 <! 1 parcel of their own. 1 en ‘the Tahsildar of Wa imated at Rupeces 34
.o TN and parce > authorities, when the Luh ily which was estimate i
I ' X the local revenue ty left by the extinet family | G
g by T ; s the proper ' . i
i1 ol © = ';\ o as]tosivé opf all encumbrances. iated it under a pretence of right, S
3 2 = % 2,400, exclus : have appropriated. hilst they é
3 & . = ' v R > family, who ha . /ulluvakat house, whils :
i, > R R 12 3. The Etayur ' he extinet Vallu ion cffected |
) Q B tA . : X > he property belonged to t ty by means of an adoption ¢ ‘
B v . W 0 e At admit that the | ¢ in possession of the property ly tinct family, who, when :
i - Q Pt bt e oy Y AN _ . they cuni b Of the ex or
; e R > . e ssert that member ) T one :
‘L ms : ;.; E\: ’M: :qf i %/ !;.;je one Kunhi (female), t }e llastl()ld ave, Was taken care Of by t.lllcm ? Kunchu
: P . 4 g “‘:: Y7 I Y . 1 herself 1n her 5V from their fami y on
: = = 3] o LT o nable to maintal Leirs, adopted fro “unhi’s) brother. ;
2 Lo REEE : - ;""ﬁ :;: "'?/ :WO years, and who, for W; ﬁirolf;eincr tl’xe‘daughter of her (hun]tl; S)e})ore whether g
: re o e - PR oo SR -5 in consideration of he > ided in this case is, ther !
) N f o e ot Y 4% (female} 1n const tion which has to be decided in th evidence whatever to show i
N » - } st ‘r]‘n : ; 7y 4 e i . the unS There 18 no d h t the -4
3 i - wo " SR I LA ; £ 4. Tl : alleged. : »nclude tha e
Ly 7 - - Pt A . - option as . . to conc ;
b 5 "= by -y Bt ‘ 4 r not there was an ad P ‘hilst there is'sufficient reason to - ey I
P g Pwt o i Wi '_ Y © ¢ was an adoption, whils - ST have [
. : P ' SRS T 6 that t,hexe;; o ST f male Kunchu, who is stated to} §
i { : T L s totally fa the female . . hat housa |
i ? | Lo D T T e . 15’ %?' ploa:’; It- is a well known fact thatun:-mbcr of Etayur family mtthr certain o
L] bt et i L.“ P e S 1A adopted, lives to this day asa s¢ of the family; moreo nised by 18
A LS ’ 7 been adopted, he same roof with the rest o luvakat have been demised by ]
_‘_:.,‘,,f, cL s e + S - ) : . i . t ie < . 1., f uva 'a . - " K E
’ A name, and uﬂdex.' ) he extinet family of Valluva r family as joint owuners
1 | ) [{ : erty belonging to the ¢ ith other members of her er have been ;
5 { B broperty chu in conjunction wi sourse which would nev soht to :
1 E the said Kunch . ion of their house ; a co onveyed no rig
: £ he designation ) it would have ¢ tion
y oA - snd under the lesed adoption Werd true, as i hich negative the adopti .
& t s A adopted if tho a}r*;o re are also other circamstances w sstion °by Etayur family,
T . ‘he g in qu 5 .
(! i her relations. isappropriation of the property in q to the satisfaction of a
; A and point sufficiently be made out, 1 ‘
i) Pzl is fact can ] -
: % 31\."' aud thl; ]fdbt - . ion is whether it is worth the wgllefor o =
* ] P Court of law. . or consideration is w v A te which has fo _ I
i g 6. The next poltﬂtt] fe‘ir claim to so inconsiderable an }J St?[y I would not I
FEEY “assert the ] ite distinct family. . R
} b Government to :ury been in possession of a}qu-lt: dfl'zrcnce of Government; ,b;%t, R
: I half 8 cen s rth the inter . he property o >4
; CorE nearly half; tate that it is not wo . ir claims, the p : ¥
: , (R . ate their claims, t! . .
T ‘have hesitated to 8 hould the Government waive to call him, which 1t Yot
. A R fact that even should. : t to an impostor, so ‘ v
. - L For e waa to tho Etayur family bu . S S
| 1 e Id not pass to . licht that in later it
wou t . e to hg i
: ‘ K 5 . it should not. in this case it has com . ted LR
s s is desirable 1 : ication held in this cas se have disrespected, L
. : 13 de stigation -akat house ha _ R
Vool ) he 1nvestigatu . lluvaka _ f
Ll . 7. Fromt rty belonging to Va , S
= : s tenants holding property . | % iR
‘i yes ' R
.5 » N
- s
‘ b
7 " i Sy, i “r } ) o
o Y
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the title assumed by Et ; ] e / IURAR
: ayur famil : : . wd £ . :
tor’s share to the laytter w};o we ’ af;j refused to pay jenmabhogam or proprie- ..j' . N " .
therefore. of bringing  the o re unable to remcfdy .the matter. With a view, g -, 7. The Tahsildar’s report (requested to Le returncd), dated 31st December 1870, No. 335, §
Ittilrumo;w,, pani g pposing te.nauts to subjection, they colluded with one - with the records as per list are herewith forwarded. ’

O dom;me: t( anixar, ah“-'ealthy and influential man in the place, and executed a - | {True Copy.) '

b , it conveying the propert al . - ' '
The wordine ofzh od property of Valluvakat house to him for Rupcees 2,000. Z (Signed) A, MACGREGOR, o
remain la e ocume.:-nt shows that 1,000 Rupces has been paid in cash, the s Collector. -
Tetik ning "OOO. Rupees being deducted as encumbrances on the property which ol L

- o umaga Panikar had undertaken to discharge; and for the 1,000 Rupees said ) “ Escuosoes No. 2.

HSE ave be a1d 1 Al L p) . - . .

j denics t En paid in cash, the Pamltar has executed two documents which he now N ) From A. MACGREGOR, Fag., Collector of Malabar, to D. BUICK, Esq., Acting Tead-Assistant

100 2n1es to have been oxecuted by him. The docuwment oute Yyl % . Collector of Palzhaut, dated 12th May 1871, No. Al ’ ‘ .
has been dulv rees ; executed to the Panikar R © 4 .
‘t} ' ¥ registered, so that in the event of its being taken to a Court of law N ) 1 mAvE the Lonour with reference to the subject of your letter (No. 123) of the 24th February o ‘ ]

1e ¢ lan?(%s are ?hat the Panikar would get a decree. “) ; “}"- to inform you that I am of opiaion that the proper cvwiss v puious wili reference 1o the LTI
. ﬁ8. I'he waiving of Government claim would, in that case, only result in th R Estate of the Vallavakat family is to scll the jenm right to tho tenants as in the case of other
confirmation of the title of Eta s 2 - © : _ . escheats. ‘ : '
o ayur house to the property, a : in i ~ N ; . .
transfer to Ittikumara Panikar into whoso unquraligad );qunc?,. ltherlcl)fore, 1n 1ts ] L 2. The claim of adoption set up by the Etayur family are obviously fulse: 1t is essentx.'}l
would then go. _ | ‘ cd possession the property ; 1D case of aloption that tho party adopted should remove to the housc into which he eor 8?;9 hls
9. 1 am therefore of Opinioh that Gov o, :"-'i : ad.o;?ted and'a.‘mume the name of that .house ; a.nd tha.t in future the'names of ?ther members o tte
property to have escheated. 1 : : ernment should now declare the i . original family shoald be in no way mixed up in busincss transactions relauing to the property .
“"and of their havi ted. In consideration of the long possession of Etayur house i i passing by algntion. All these points hare been ignored in the present case. T o
and of their having taken care of the last , . ) Y W .30 "Lven if i i jurt paking sion and subscquent -]
! X ast member of Valluvakat family, it will b ] W .30 Tlven if it were considered that the original unlawiul faking posscssion
a matter for consideration whether the property may then be sold to t,} ) e i * fraudulent concealment might be condened on account of the lapse of time, it i3 etill doubtful

£ house or to the tcnant. DPossibly it might be found advisabl 16 lormer i whether the commission would be of the least value to the Etayur family who, by 8 registered deed,

% - Mr. Buick to take the casc into Court. . able a3 Sugggs@ed by 5 ( duly exccuted, have parted with their property to one Thammai Ittikumara Panikar, a man to whom,

A 10. Copies of correspond . : ’ i { 8o far as the document prove, no consideration whatever is due.

b : : spondence on the subject are herewith for ¢ ; y idi it i i i  th

AU S : warded. £ 4. Defore, however, finally deciding on the case it 13 desirable that you should ingpect the
EI 4 - ’ . Excrosure No. 1. ' :3 ! lands, sce the parties already alluded to, as weil a3 the tenants, and report your opinior.\ a3 forme.d '

“ L From W.. T. AUSTIY, Esq., Acting Hoad-Assistant-Coliector, to W, IA "/L + on alocal enquiry, and I request you will take advansage of the Brst occasion of your visiting this

s R : © Collector of Malubar, dated Palghaut, 21th February 1871 I\)G’flf. Esq., Acting AN . part of the taluq to inquire inta the matter. o cae

,, .o ) o 4] 4- . YO. f’-l ) B ?;h " . ey e e e s . e T R ey EERT N SURPRTE

T uave the honour to submit the fonowing casa for your consideration and 4 ) ‘f R - U UV S (TI‘M Cnp’v_.) S ; e \ i{&é‘GREGOR

2. The Arakaparamba Amshom Adagiri reported to the Tahsildur in 8 °: ers— ‘,( _ . (Signed) - A4 Cbll;ctor, e
\ralluvakut family in the said Amshom has become extinct by the death of th eptember hSt. that
was the last representative of that family. ¢ woman Kunki who ;/J : ExcLosces No 3 o

3. Inquiries haveb ; . . R u o (ENERORE v e _

 tho val quiries have been made by t}fe Tabsildar regarding the property, which consists of land ‘)£ ' From D7 BUICK, Eeq. Acting Hoade Assistant-Collggtor, £ A. MACGREGOR, Fiq., Collector of
:dva:c\::i1;301f;:b0ut1{f,5(;(?.AThe Tahsildar considers it as an escheat though claims have ;:o: %J : " Malabar, _dntc‘,é‘l l’alghaut, ql iih‘hfaréh 187?’:";?0. 146, _ ‘ , _
Ctayur Kunhi Amma and t : ' 3 e . w o et a” T . '
adopted daughter of the deceased. Th hrefa others on the ground of Kunhu Amma being the w* > 414 feply- to your lettenofah® I2th May 3871, No-A., § have Lie hpnout,te infyrm ol that -
 witnesses examined differ on the 8;},%:%%1110 documentary evidence of the adoption, and - the . ;{ o my late tour through the Walluvanad Talag, I inspected tho lands bglonging to the late
vlte 4 hject, H i v .. . » . P I . B3 . st T4 .
F eold to them by Government on z:odemt ese plqlmufxt.a.; tl?emsclves offer to purchase the lands Z : valluvakat family and mads jequiries of tho members of the Etayur_fanoily, who' ]a&.f’,‘“? to
4. The deceased appears to have rec ° terms. - This in itsclf is a suspicious fact. \ﬁ: - . -_;the_m, and of the ryots in whose  pussession they are. I am of opinion that thcre is- suffivient
bed from the hands of Ittirar e received much assistance and treatment while laid up i v | evidence to Justify odr amerting that the lands oughe tohe held to have escheatsd to Goyernment.
apan Nair, ona of the K 1¢ up 1 A " 9. Consgidering, b vor. that Gover LA T N T e T e for the
1 present clai 3 o ' . e M at have becu a3 it were oul o pOSS 4
arnavers of tl P laimants. On her ongidering, ftowev CF ) at -owr.nmg th _ b . t t of session lof ba
last forty-seven years,:that during this period the Ltayuar family in possession, and that they assert

that they bold by virtue of the ndoption by the last member of the Valluvakat family of the =~

yrescnt scniorpembcr of the Etayur family, it scems to me that it is rather
{ to at once pronounce their title invalid, and geli ﬂu‘i‘-il\t;fi.sf ae escheate)” ind tu
any rate f‘_’"rcr to recover 'th.e lands through the Law Courts where the title of the Edayur family
can be satisfactorily serutinized. : :

' : . \

. 3. I return the cnclosures receited with your letter.

Qi

- death, the required funeral ceremonies have b
. h, th ecn performed. 1 ;
passing into the hands of the present claimant's fimily e Thisseems tho cavse of tho property
5. The Talsildar in considcration of th (mar
c the claimants havin
A, - i im: g stated the truth of
'thcxr indigent circumetances, and of their ancestors having rendered assistance to t;ie dccise, 0§
" : . endered assistance t .deccas
woman, recommends that the property which should escheat to Government may be sold \
favourablo terms. oy be sold to them on
6. The Amshom Adigari & . ‘ .
. r1 appears to have refrained from r i i
o _ eporting this matt ie
smtl.ster fil“mv.esz and only repox:tcd on the case, on apprehending the matter 3be(i::; eab‘:‘:’l" hf‘.m:n
notice otherwise. Qn the receipt of your orders on this subject, this will Lo looked ?’nto e e
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SurmitTED for the orders of Government,
2. About forty-eight years ago property worth about Rupocs 2,400 was luft )
without heirs. The Amshom Adigari who ouczht to have roported the fact
refrained from doing so through ¢ sinister motives,” and a neighbour who had
taken care of the last mcmber of the extinet fanily, fonale, approprutcd tht, @
» escheat which ought to have gone to Governmment. - ~ PN f“
3. 'The title alleged is founded on a fulsc story of an adoption.’ Unless
(rovernment interfere the preperty, in consequence of certain transactions which
need not be particularized will pass hox a the probnut [JON\(bSOt to an OutbldLr who
hus no clnins to conmderation. :
4. The question is whether bovumncnt should sue for the escheat? The
]mmd think they should. : .
The Collector will report if the Amshor Adigari
pumxmd
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