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mother and guardian of Ravan Vassereonr Vevcara Luromr Narasma
Namoo, Bahadoor, Munna Sultan of %istp‘a Distriet, to His Excelleney the
Governor in Council of Fort St, Georgs, dated Madras, 8th May 1875.
‘Most Resererrurey Smewpre, 3 | |
TaE petitioner prays your Excelleusy ¢ forward the enclosed petition »nd its
- anclosures fo Tis Bxvelleucy the Right Hotiorable the Viceroy and Governor-General
of India.
- For whick act of kindness your petitioner, as in ‘duty beungd, shall ever pray.

rm——

7.

Tux humble Pefition of RAJAH VASSEREDDI VEN CATA LUTCHMI GAURD,
mother and guardian of Rasan VassEREDDI Vixcara Lumamg FNaragivma N AIDON,
Bahadoor, Munna Sultan of Kistna District, to ‘His Excellency the Right Honorable
THOMAS GEORGE BARING, Baros NORT.HBROOK or STRATTON, Viceroy
and Governor-General in Council of ¥ort William, Calcutta, dated Madras, 8th May 1875.

Most Respecrrurry SHEWETH, b R il N

TaAT when the _petitioner’s fn.mﬂy estate, styled “ The Vusereci-?i Estate,” in the Kistna
District was resumed by Government, certain amownt of allowances wag granted on behalf of

the respective allowances without any stoppage or deduction, and that of the original recipients,
two widowed ladies, Rungammah Gaury and Parwathammah Gaura, the mother and paternal
grandmother, respectively, of the petitioner’s husband, died in 1873 and 1874, and that the
petitioner applied for the continuation of both the allowances,

That it appears that the Board of Revenue, on the recommendation of the Collector of the
district, hes reported to the Madras Government for the ®ntinuation of one of the same to your

- petitioner’s minor son, and the other to g third party ; but the said Government only recom-

mended the claim of the other party for Rs. 150, but nothing to your petitioner and her son.

That your Excellency’s petitioner begs to bring the following, among other circumstances,
ﬁomlar&hip’lmruifuj‘mdderaﬁonintﬁqm&n‘goﬂhin matter -— ;

father, excopt Rs. 160, which wag allowed to their mother, tho Madras Government resolved to

(3) Thelapssin question being what was allowed to the immedinte members of the peti-
tioner’s family, but the petitioner’s family is entitlad to compass snate cousideration.

. 4) While the petitioner’s husband was alive, he, as well as his mothe:; was in receipt of

separate sllowances. Now the petitioner's son is in receipt-of the allowanco graited to her

husband, and the petitioner is without any, the mother’s bein : one of the lapses now under re port,

No.75. From RAJAH VASSEREDDI VENCATA LUTCHMT AMMAR GAURU,
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nmper,avhose fzauds pnd malpractices ruined petitioner’s farily and its resources, the ill

“the prmcxple of the recent ruling op the sn'b;eut they became at once hereditary. This is

:qtuef. without asking for any compensation, while they were otherwise pursuing then' claims
_belore the authorities for even a continuance of the cogpassionate allowance.

. (18.) The trath is that the only estate which was resumed by the Government whs that

it did not survive the lorg and Potracted litigation which ensued on his death as to be resumed
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Procvedmgs uf the Madms/ vaemment, Rwemw Departmmt,
8th Tune 1875.

.1 A

S

(f \; vae'mfba Baboo whase sons the nhimants ars, was rejeatodly pmmﬁnmah be the

savings of which his sons still are ia pwsuldi_ for their livelihood. The petitioner begs to
endlose.a printed copy of the Proceedirgs /£ the Madras Board of Revenue, in which the claims
of the petitiones’s family are detailed, and to &e extent which thsy suffered by the fraud of tho
usurper Ramanatha Baboo. 0 410

These Proceedings formed the basis of yoar Eacellency’s recontmendation to the Secretary

of State for India for the continuance of the allowancs to the petitioner’s sou in 1873, wlnuh WORL s

a.ooordmgly granted.
(6.) The allowances in question are in aa!;m'e of heredltary grants, being whntmadein

lien of landed pronerty resumed by Government. It is, therefore, wrong to treat as pmond, and
unnecessary now o create them hereditary.c - c

(7.) These grants formed parts of the amount, originally set apart in return by Govern-
ment to be allowed for the members of the Vassereddi family in lieu of the resumption, and on

farther evidenced from the circumstance that the allowance of the male members being to this
day enjoyed by their heirs are persorful repreqmt&t'tve&

(8.) * The petitioner and her minor son is admitted by the authorities to be the chief
and the sole hoir or legal representative of the deceased ladies, and therefore it is undisputed
tha.t no third party can inherit anything belonging to them or their family.

(9.) T is admi‘ted by the authorities, including the Board of Revenue, that Ramanaths
Baboo and his son (for one of ~hom one out of the two allowances in question is recommended)
do not legally belong to the Vassereddi family. It appears that the Board of Revenue even

now consider that the adoption of Ramariatha Baboo being declared invalid by the highest
" judicial authorities, his sons have no legal claims to the allowance of Parwathammah Gauru.:
 (10.) The compassionate personal grant allowed to Ramanatha Baboo by Government in
1848 after the decree of the Privy Couneil, whinh disinherited him of all his title to the
Vassereddi Estate, was of a separate and mdapmdent creation, and which only lasted to the
period of his life, and in half alone continued fo his widow, but ignoring the title of his two
sons to any portion, though they arewsuperior legal representatives under the Hindu Law.
This allowance is en]oyed by the widow i in pxaferenoe to the sons up to this day, now nearly
seventeen yea.rs. =

(11.) The. questmns for the sons of Bamanathu Baboo vo inherit any portion of hxl
allowance or those beloriging to the members of e Vassereddi family was several times mooted
before the authorides, but Was always negatxved it is, therefore, wrong to suppose now to the
contrary. '

(12) Itis }ugbly mpmbable to mppoce now that any portion of the estate resumed by
Government was formed of any that for which Ramanatha Baboo was entitled. In such &
case, it is not " likely for so many years Ramanatha Baboo and his heirs would have remained

well-known one distinguished as the V,augu_:qddl ‘Estate” in the Northern Circars, the ancestral
property of the noble family of the same mame. There could be no self-scquisition of the
Zemindar Venkatadri Ngiddv, and even if such a thing existed, it heing sufficiently clear that

by GSvernment Zhe only property resumed by Government was the estate of the Vassereddi

family, oLwiioh the petitioner u\l‘msband was doclared to be t.ho gole hexr by the decree of
HerAIa;estyﬁn Conneﬂ. :

Proceedmga of the Mudras Gaverm*mf Rez e Daparhent

. Bth June 11‘\'5\. ;
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(14.) The petitioner enolosm a oopy of ewohoi’ ‘the petltlona she a.ddmssed PN 2 lower
authorities in the matter, that it might meet your . noy's kind perusal. <
' That it is, therefore, humbly prayed that youqmblp will kindly take all the gircame-
stances into your kind consideratioh, and give her jlﬂm» in mercy, being a poor widow encums
bered with the education and bringing up of a minor son to be received and recognised by the
intelligent public as the head of her onee-mowned M now fallen family.

z X&gned) A M'ACGREGOB.
St i Acting Becretary to Government,
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$ H. E. THE RIGHT HON'BLE THOMAS GEARGE BARING, -
, BARON MORTHKGOK OF STRATTON,

; ’ . Viceroy and? Governor General 3!
1§ % : : in Councyl of Fort William, i
: 8 : CALCUTTA.

Tue auMBLE PETITION 0FsRAJAH VASSEREDDI
VexcarAa Lurcaman Gavroo, MOTHER
AND: GUARDIAN OF RAJAH VASSEREDDI -
VevcaTa Lurcayi NARASIMMAH NAIDOO |
Bauapoor, Muxya Surray oF KiIstya -
Districr, : s

——r .

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH—

That when the Petitioner’s family estate, styled “The"Vassereddi Estate,” T
in the Kistna Dist:ict, was resumed by Government, certain amount of allowances was 5l
granted on behalf of Government in lien of the same to be distributed among the 5 1
members of the family. ' ‘ . &

- That there were both male and female members of the family at the time
who enjoyed the grant; that on account of the demise of the male members their
personal representatives enjoyed the respective allowances without any stoppage or
deduction, and that of the original recipients two widowed ladics, Rungammah Gauroo
~ and Parwathammah Gauaroo, thé mother and paternal grandmother respectively of the
, « Petitioner’s husband, died in 1878 and 1874, and that the Petitioner applied for the
150 continuation of both the allowances. : 38, :

gl That it appears that the Board of Revenue, on the recommendation of the
Vi Collector of the District, has reported to the Madras Government for the continuation
e of ofie of the same to your Petitioner's minor son and the other to a third part, but

: the said Government only recommended the claim of the other party for Rs. 150,

' 3 but nothing to your Petitioner and her'son.
L b That your Excellency’s Petitioner begs to bring the following, among other

| | 488 circumstances, to your Lordship’s merciful consideration in dxapgsx’ngof;ﬂus matter.
T UL Ttis admitted by the authorities that the sofs of Remanatha Baboo have
Ay no right to inherit any allowance on the ground that your Petitioner’s minor son was in
VR receipt of a liberal allowance, namely, what was allowed to his father, the Petitioner’s
43 husband, during his lifetime. But the other party not being in receipt of any allow-
: ance out of what was allowed to their father, except Rs. 150, which was allowed to their
mother, the Madras Government resolved to recommend Rs. 150 for the sons, whicb. i-

}
4 4
‘ % jid appears is now pendirg before your Excellency in Council.
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AL The allowance granted to Rimaaatha Baboo ’\Sl't being in lieu of any pro-

. Co : ¢ o .
perty resumed, was in nature a me. ; compassionr ¢~ .\ warice . 4d not inheritable, and the
Government continned a portion to the . . . without conferring anything on the sons.

III. The lapse “n question being what was allowed to the immediate mem-
bers of the Petitio..~~". family, but the Petiticner’s family is entitled to compassionate

. consideration.

IV. ‘While the Petit oner’s husband was alive, %ie as well as his mother was
“in receipt of separate fallt{,wm'.;’ ses.  Now the Petitioner’s sonSs in recefpt of the allow-
‘ance granted to ner husband, and the Petitioner is without any, the mother’s betag one
.of the lapses now under report,

V. Ramanatha Ba’boo, whose sons the claimants are, was repeatedly pronoun-

- céd to be the usurper, whose frauds and mal-practices ruined Petitioner’s family and its

‘resources, theill savings of which his sons still are in possession for their livelihood.
“The Petitioner begs to enclose a printed copy of the Proceedings of the Madras Board of
Revenue, in which the claims of the Petitioner's family are detailed, and to the extent
which they suffered by the fraud of the usurper Ramanatha Baboo,

These Proceedings formed the basis of your Excellency's recommendation to

the Secretary of State for Indlia 10r the continuance of the allowance to the Petitioner’s
~son in 1873, which was accordingly gr-nted, | '

V1. The allowances in question arein e of bgreqhw grants, bi g.whaf
1nade ju lieu of landed property resumed. ‘.b‘x;e?@'emgg’ t. It is thorefor
t‘reat ﬁﬂ pdrsOnal’ m-id-h T e g, L e - #

unnecessary now to create them hereditary.

‘ VIL. These Grants formed parts of the amount originally set apart in return
by Government to be allowed for the members of the Vassereddi family in licu of the
resumption, and on the Erippiple of the recent ruling on the subject they became at
once hereditary. This is further evidenced from the circumstance that the allowance
of the male members being to this day enjoyed by their heirs are personal represen-

a

VIII. The Petitioner and her minor son js admitted by the authorities to bo

the chief and the sole heir or legal representative of the decensed Ladies, and therefore
it is undisputed that no third party can inherit any thing belonging to. them or theit
family, : ' . P 7 | (.

‘s IX. Itis admitted by tho authorifics, including the Board of Revenue, that
Ramanatha Baboo and his son (for one of whom one out of the two allowances in question
is recommended) do not legally belong to the Vassereddi family. - It appears that the
Board of Revenuo even now consider that the adoption of Ramanaths Baboo being
declared invalid by the highest judicial authorities, his sons have no logal claims to the
allowance of Parwathaniah Gauroo, LT i 2 o oy o

X Tho compassionate personal grant. allowed o Remapatha Baboo by Go-
vernwent in* 1848 after the deorce of the Privy Council which disinherifed him of all
histitle to the Vassireddi Estate, was of a'gepgtfate and independent creation, and\‘whxoh

only lasted to the period of bis life, and in half alone continuod to his widow, but jgnor-

b

ing Yhe title of his two sons to any portion, though they are supe};iyl‘"h@l representa-
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tives under the Hindes Law. . This allowance is.evjoyed by the widow in prajerence to

the sons up to this day, noy nearly 17, e & \

XI. The questions for the sons of Ramanatha Baboo to inherit any portion of »
his allowance or those belonging to the members ofh,r:?ﬁc Vigaivedldi family was several
times mooted before the authorities but was always viegatived ; it is therefore wrong to

suppose now to the contrary, i

XIJ. 1t is highly improbable to suppese n#.‘;v that any portion of the estito
resumed by Government was formed of avy that for v hichk Ramanatha Baboo was en-
“title®. . In such a case it is not likely for so many years Ramanatha Baboo and his
heirs would have remained quiet without asking for any compensation, while they wero
otherwise pursuing their claims before the authorities for_even a continuance of, the,
compassionate allowance, :

XIIT. The truth is that the only estate tvhich was resumed by the Govern-

ment was that well known one distinguished as the “ Vassireddi Estate” in the Nor-
thern Circars, the ancestral property of the noble ft{mily.of the same name. There could =2

- be no self acquisition of the Zemindar Venkatadri .deoo, and even if such p ihing

existed, it being sufficiently clear that it did not survive the long and protracted litigation

which ensued on his death as to be resumed by Goveriment. The only property.re-

sumed by Government was the estate of the ** Vassireddi” famﬂy. of which the Peti-

tioner’s husband was declared to be the sole heir by the decree of Ier Majesty in Council.

XIV. The Petitioner encloses a copy of cach of the Petitions she addressed to

- the lower authoritics in the matter, that it might meet your Excellency’s kind perusal.

: That it it is therefore humbly prayed that your L‘orfkhip will kindly take all
the circumstances into your kind consideration, a.nd ‘give her Justiice in mercy, being a
poor widow encumbered with the education and bringing up of a minor son to be reccived
and recognized by the intelligent public as the head of her once renowned, but now fallen

kb oS LB )

(Signed) Ravam Vassinevor, Vexcars Luromys
Usvian Gauvroo,

.. High Road, Door No. 54, ;
Madras. '
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