


GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

16th October 1878, No. 1,672,

»
Read the following paper :—

No. 162. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 5th July 1878,
No. 1,861.

Read the following letter from J. G. IU>R-SE;\LL q., Acting Colleetor of the Kistna
Distriet, to €. A. GALTON, Esq., / ting  Secretary to the Board of
tevenue, dated Masulipatam, 14th June 1878, No. 1,222 :—

IN renewing the allowance enjoyed by the late Vasireddi Naidamma on the name
of his minor son Padmanabha Ramanna, it was stated in G.0., No. 1,471, of 2nd
July 1867, that the allowance should be paid to the minor’s mother Venkata Laksh.-
mamma until he attained his majority. The ullowzmcu'\”ds accordingly paid to her
s up to June 1877, and from July it was
stopped at the request* of the minor’s
mother owing to a quarre]l between herself and her first son.

* In arzi of 9th July 1877,

2. The latter petitionedt the ('_'ulh-.(:to.r that his mother abused the trust reposed

+ Dated 18th April 1877, m her, contracted debts and became

very extravagant, so that the allowance

Rupees 385 became insufficient even for their maintenance ; thag sk it their usual

residence at Chintapalli and went to Masulipatam, leaving him alone in the former

place ; and that he might be removed from her guardianship and be allowed to draw

his allowance himself,

3. The minor’s mother petitioned} to the effect that she has neither abused

9th July 1877 her tru;’.\t nor .>." racted 111»1.) debts ;) that

: her son’s petition was presented by the

instigation of her brother, who is also the minor’s father-in-law with the intention

of his assuming the management of the household affairs ; that she left Chintapalli

as she was ill-treated by her brother ; that there is no ieason to remove her son from

her guardiagship and to pay the allowance to him, and that if the allowance be paid to

her son it should be split up equally between her two sons Padmanabha Ramanna, the

petitioner, and her second son Chandramavuli Naidu, who was born after her hushand’s

death, she being pregnant at that time. She further requested that until the matter
was settled the allowance might be kept in deposit.

4. The petition was referred to the Sub-Collector. A copy of his letter and of
the memorandpm which accompanied it are enclosed. Tt will be observed there-
from that the statement of the minor is correct; that his mother has abused her trust
and is unfit for the post of guardian ; that the allowance may be paid direct to the
minor who is able to manage his household affairs: that there is no chance of
reconciliation between the members of the family, and that Government are to deter-
mine who are entitled to share in the allowanece in question,

9. The minor and his mother were then ealled upon to report on the last point,
1 Himself. ! 1 His step-mother. 't.l"he. 111'11}01; stutes »Fhm’ his latp futhgl"s
1 His brother (minor). | 2 1lis two sisters, family consists of six members meluding
1 ‘Hid'mother. - g himself as per margin ; that out of them

his two sisters have no right whatever to

receive any allowance as they were given in marriage to wealthy persons possessing
landed property ; that the remaining three are to be protected by himself ; and if they
do not !'ke it, he may be allowed to pay them as follows :—
Monthly.

ES.
To mother and brother I L e e AN Sl - |
Step-mother who has been drawing for a long time 25 Rupees per

month  notwithstanding the Koararnama_ to pay her Rupees 90

monthly ]
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Monthly,
RS,

or besides giving food ... 15
des giving food ... 19

m.,

9. The usual application for
Board’s sanction,
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~ 6. The mother states that beside herself and hor two sons there are three mem-

bers who are entitled to receive a share
in the pension, viz., the 1st wife of her
late husband Durgamma, and her two
daughters, who, ghough married, have
been in the habit of receiving allowances
as shown in the margin.

I do not think that any provision is needed for the sisters who have
a i : ecommend that the allowance be made
understanding that the suitable provision is made for

mother, step-mother and brother. Ile

+5 for these, but 1 think that this may reasonably be

‘ claims to be now 18 years of age, but our accounts show
gg 16. I would recommend that his father-in-law Chiramamilla Seshadri
red to receive the pension on his behalf during the remaining two years of

Paymentof arrears of pension is herewith forwarded

-
————

Excrosvee No. 1.

Explanation of cause of Sus-
pension,

Revenue.

! Remarks of the Boart of |

Government sanction,
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hlg}O.,hNo. L471, of 2nd July
the pension enjoyed by the
late ’V Naidamma 31’3& rmzwsd

ll"l the name of his eldest son

.| bis minority. Disputes havin
50 mtf; Du;?;n Mtwwg

the minor ;.nd his mother, b:‘h; ;
Payment of pension has
Stopped from July 1877 at the

Ahum“i:ﬁ:ifr;hgom”ﬁ 22,

uiry, Report No. 1,2

dated 14th” June 1878, has been
#ent to the Board.

I therefore request that you will
Ye good enough to obtain their
sanction ment to Chirg.
mamills i Naida whom
the minor has nominated to ve-

ceive his ion;on his behalf

i Vge t:&x;du of his

» the areats due to the

. 1st July 1877 to J1st

May 1878 tmounting to . Ru-
Poes 4,235, e

o N
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(Sigued)  J. G. HORSFALL,
= ) Acting Colloab_or-
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Excrosure No, 2.

From B. HORSBRUGH, Esq., Sub-Colletop to the Collector of the Kistna Distr; ik 2 " od
' Guntoor, 8th August 1877, No, g4, — 0e R
Wirs reference to your endorsements, Nos. 918 and 1,106 dated 18th Aoy o
1877, on the petitions froni the minor pensioner of Chin 11 »’ have the&!lllono; now to_submit
* Dated 8lst July 1877, No. 1.550. tThe] o 1‘;1;?‘““‘3}“&&%:@4 nbodied in the
sent ; a rough translation of the arzi is also put up with it. P "t enslos
2. From this inquiry and from all that I have heard I think

mother, who was ordered to he entrasted with the pension by G 0., No. 1 - dated
1867, has abused her trust and goue to the bad. p Y il

3. I saw Rajah Padmanabha Ramanna three months ago. I think he mioht a
to draw the pension himself, I do nof think there is a.ny.gchanoe of a reconciliation between
the members of the family, and therefore I would suggest that Government should determine
who are entitled to share in the pension, and then that each sharer should draw
separately from the treasury, ; :

(True Od;py.) }
(Signed) D, PURUSHOTTAMAYA, ¥
; : Deputy Colloctor,
. MEMORANDUM.

Raran Vasireddi Padmanabha Ramanna, minor pensioner of Chintapalli in the Satta nnepalli
Talug, submitted petition to the Collector under date 18th April 1877, Btagllazl?that on the death of
his father, the late Rajah Vasireddi N aidammagar in 1867, tie Government in their Order dated
2ud July 1867, had sanctioned the continuance of his allowance to him (petitioner :
the receipt of his ::lother who had been zgmde his guardian; that his mother
mamma had entered into extrav ance, by which the monthl allowance havin ved insuffi-
‘eient for the domestic and other et;gponses, ‘Zhe raised money h.g loans to a eonan‘m1e amount§
that the money-lenders were troubling him very much for the same; that he was unable to
describe the difficulties he was undergoing by the extravagant habits of his mother ; that he

i i to gi , but in vain; that she was con uently living
separately from him and had conceived hatred towards him, by which he was afraid o his own life,

That orders to remove him from the support of his mother as guardian and to pay the

monthly allowance on his own receipt might be therefore passed, and that if this eould not be
done, another guardian according to his selection might be appointed.

This petition and another on the subject were referred to the Sub-Collector for report,

The Sattennapalli Tahsildar by his arzi, dated 21st July 1877, No. 1,550, reports that he made

inquiry on the subject, in which Babbellapati Narisingarayudu for the petitioner and Chintapalli
Timmaraz for his mother were examined, as well as some others for the former.

« B, Narasing du, Vakil for the petitioner, states that amongst the servants of the Rajah
(petitioner) the '

 one Tungala Kotaya, who, being a drunkard, supplies' the petitioner’s
mother with liquor, &o., for dnnkm%& that by this most part of the allowance money is being
squandered away ; that the minor jah (petitioner) once dismissed the said Tun Kotaya
from his servige, ordering him not to come into the fort; that consequently his mother had left
the fort during his absence and again taken Kotaya into her service ; that should he Kot:gn)» e
remain with her, many troubles are a prehended to the Rajah (petitioner) ; that as the jah is .
a‘blgif;o mrrgt on the management for Emmlf, the monthly allowance may be ordered to be paid
on his receipt. Aoy
Chintapalli Timmaraz, Vakil farVenkatﬂ,',Inkshmamma, mother of the Rajah, stated that the " <79
petitioner is now 17 yea old; that unless he is 1&}&11 old, he could notbe,:&lmtedmthm .
allowance money ; at the elder brother of the ghﬁonﬁr’s mother, named Chirumamilla Sesha-
dri Naidu, had given his daughter in inge to the petitioner, and therefore with the view of
. having in his own hand the entire management IgOf his house) had instigated the sehﬁonu and
ﬁus( tgfiallogva\n&eafnone&dfor No;emb‘erﬁd December Igi;ﬂto m%&m expender
him ioner); in er 1o deprive is mother and is younger brother
Naidt?eofanyshareinthe estate ‘suck ) i
and that petitioner’s mother Venkata
allwance money. v

Mﬂuf:dh%mdamgﬂx of Uhmfapm: ﬁtnﬁﬂd that ghe . i ;
1 and his mother Venkatalaksh mamma are not in good terms with each other ; that Ven.
cata Dokshmammahadleftthe'foxt.‘&is now nﬁng’in‘another use ; that Tungala Kotaya 3; :
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el No. 1,861.
ki i PrOCEEDINGS OF THE BoARD oF Revenue, dated 5th July 1878.

. Read the following letter from J. G. HORSFALL, Esq., Acting Collector of the Kistna
e _ District, to C. A. GALTON, Esq., Actmg Secretary to the Board of
B od Revenut, dated Masulipatam, 14th June 1878, No. 1,222 :— :

L3 pieadd In renewmg the allowance enjoyed by the late Vasireddi Naidamma on ﬂm name
: ' of his minor son Padmanabha Ramanna, it was stated in G.O., No. 1,471, of 2nd

of his assuming the management of the household affairs; thatshe left Chi
as she was ill-treated by her brother ; that there is no reason to remove her son from
her guardianship and to pay the allowance to him, and that if the allowance be paid to
her son it should be split up equally between her two sons Padmanabha Ramanna, m
: - petitioner, and her second son Chandramavuli Naidu, who was born after her husband’s

7  death, she being pregnant at that time. She further requested that until the matter g
| 1 Was settled the allowance might be kept in deposit. s

' 4. The petition was referred to the Sub-Collector. ~ A copy of hmiettér and of

the memorandum which accompanied it are enclosed. It will be observed there-

- from that the statement of the minor is correct ; that his mother has abused her trust

- and is unfit for' the post of guardian ; that the allowance may be paid direct to the

 minor who is able to manage his household affairs; ; that there is no chance of
~ reconciliation between the members of the family, and that Government are to deter-

- mme who are entitled to share in the allowance in question. AR

5 Themmorandhlsmotherwerethmoaﬂed to re rtonthelmtpeim."*;
, The ;mmm-. states Pghat his latefwth&’ :

~ N . g ~ July 1867, that the allowance should be paid to the minor’s mother Venkata Laksh-
5 = o mamma - until o attained s majority. The allowance was accordingly paid to her
&3 = (5, * Tn arst of 9th July 1877, up to June 1877, and from July it was
ot - ! il ' Y stopped at the request* of the minor’s
{34 = : a‘ » mother owmg to a quarrel between herself and her first son. -
§§ @ ?';; : ;; i 2. The latter petltloned'l' the Collector tha]‘;; his mother ;;I:iusgdbthe trust m z
Ry o L : s in her, contrac ebts and e
_?Q RE R ‘ t Dated 18th April 1877, very extravagant, so that the allowance
S N (23 l . Rupees 385 became insufficient even for their maintenance; that she left their usual
= = N On .  residence at Chintapalli and went to Masulipatam, leaving hun alone in the former
g A - R , ~ place; and that he might be removed from her gnardmnshlp anil be allowed to dmv?
N e A (223 \ ,  his allowance himself. .
5 o ng ¢ . : 3 The minor’s mother petitioned} to the effect that she has neither abused
3 4 e il e R, + 9th Jul 1877, ‘her trust nor contracted any debts; that
= — Fo e ' 2 ~ her son’s petition was presented by the"
. ! instigation of hor brothor, who isalse the minor’s fathor in law with the m&e&ﬁsﬁ;
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ey 1e mother states that beside herself and her ‘two sons there are three mem

: Monthly, Ders who are entitled to receive a share

Nl}a,v,rgaf mma under registored ks.  In the pension, viz., the 1st wife of her

atmd?{lg S K‘“ 3’": on };fe husband Durgamma, and her two

o dmugh b:z e giving food .. )3 ughters, who, though married, have

1€ daughter besides giving food . 10  Deen in the habit of receiving allowances
as shown in the margin.

_other members of the : provision is made f
Ses to provide only Rupeesa?fli %:;r ?hzéée lgzihf 1;’hi:}lt'lfp.hnwt‘hﬁr i bmﬂ:z e Ho;
) that this may reasonably be

- I 'would re years of age but ount
bi@mpwqered to rweivg thde recommend that his father-in-gla’w (?hir?x:asxﬁfl‘]):n éisﬁl;ﬁz
 his minerit Pension on his hehalf during the remaining two years of

Board’s sanct api n}:xl.loahon for payment of arrears of

.

pension is herewith forwarded
Excrosur No, 1.

\ : “maﬂle Anmmt of Arrears of Ally
FAREDF A Y f Allowance
e  in the ﬁis‘ 8 Digte t'lue to the undermentioned individual

Padmanabha Ramanna, and it

b oy 75 30 his mother, the
q e : yIen pmuion been
* [ Mopped from July 1877 at the
I
|

o Fequest of the mother,
of After inil::;r. Report No. 1,222,
i MW‘Q 4th Juno 1578, has boen

s the arrears due to the
om 1st July 1877 to 31st
amounting to Ru-

~ (Signed) . @ HORSFALL,

g . ‘_:—— ~°——>
]
- “"22!“—7%$#_” - ol = g 1
é o M SR « Explanation of cause of Sus- E
: 5B peasion. - ol B
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@ ‘e o &
AR ‘ 3 »§ 2
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e o 2~ L&
_ 4 {imu in n'r'y"“ﬂ_ 4286 | In G.0., No. 1,471, of 2nd July
gy, Y | Heof re.| 3oy 1g7g 1867, the pension enjoyed by the
e e Sumeq w1y late V., Naldamma was rencwed
lands, in the namo of his eldest son

 caused the P
him (petitioner) ; that in order to deprive his mother and his younger brother Chendramavuli

 kata Dakshmamma had left the fort and is now living in another house ; that Tungala Kotaya was JT

3

Excrosure No. 2.

From B, HORSBRUGH, Esq., Sub-Collector, to the Collector of the Kistna District, dated
Guntoor, 8th August 1877, No. 434.

Wirn reference to your endorsements, Nos. 918 and 1,106, dated 18th- April and 1st June
1877, on the petitions from the minor pensioner (gl Chm?lpalil, {1 have the honor now to submit
: ; ' - e result of the inquiries as embodied in the
* Dated 21st July 1877, No. 1.550. Tahsildar’s report* and its enclosures herewith

gent ; a rough translationtof the arzi is also put up with it. -
2. From this inquiry and from all that I have heard I think there is no doubt that the

mother, who was ordered to be entrusted with the pension by G.O., No. 1,471, dated 2nd July
1867, has abused her trust und gone to the bad. e

"3, 1 saw Rajah Padmanabha Ramanna three months ago. I think he might now be allowed
to draw the pension himself. I do not think there is any chance of a reconciliation between .

" the members of the family, and therefore I would suggest that Government should determine

who are entitled to share in the pension, and then that each sharer should draw his share
separately from the treasury. :
(True Copy.)
(Signed) D. PURUSHOTTAMAYA,
Deputy Collector.

MEMORANDUM.

Rasan Vasireddi Padmanabha Ramanna, minor fensioner of Chintapalli in the Sattannepalli
Talug, submitted petition to the Collector nnder date 18th April 1877, stating that on the death of

-~ his fathor, the late Rajah Vasireddi Naidammagar in 1867, the Government in their Order, dated

2nd July 1867, had sanctioned the continuance of his allowance to him (petitioner) to be paid on
the receipt of his mother who had been made his ﬁuard.ian; that his mother Venkata h-
mamma had entered into extravagance, by which the monthly allowance having proved insuffi-
cient for the domestic and other expenses, she raised money by loans to a considerable amount ;
that the money-lenders were troubling him very much for the same; that he was unable to
describe the difficulties he was undergoing by the extravagant habits of his mother ; that he

ised his mother to oi thnse had hahite, hmfhw&h S
3 %leapflaraa‘.ltﬁ?‘iirgxlns fiom and had conceived hatred townr(ltﬁm, by which he was afraid of his own 1J1ﬂflég

That orders to remove him from the support of his mother as guardian and to pay the
monthly allowance on his own receipt might be therefore passed, and that if this could not be
done, another guardian according to his selection might be appointed.

This petition and another on the subject were referred to the Sub-Collector for report.

The Sattennapalli Tahsildar by his arzi, dated 21st July 1877, No. 1,550, reports that he made
inquiry on the subject, in which Babbellapati Narisingarayudu for the petitioner and Chintapalli
Timmaraz for his mother were examined, as well as some others for the former.

B. Narasingarayudu, Vakil for the petitioner, states that amongst the servants of the Rajah
(petitioner) there is one Tungala Kotaya, who, being a drunkard, supplies the petitioner’s
moather with liquor, &e., for drinking ; that by this most part of the allowance money is being
squandered away ; that the minor Rajah (petitioner) once dismissed the said Tungala Kotaya
from his service, ordering him notto come into the fort; that consequently his mother had left
the fort during his absence and again taken Kotaya into her service; that should he (ll%:taya)
remain with her, many troubles are apprehended to the Rajah (petitioner) ; that as the Rajah is
able to carry on the management for ﬂnnaelf, the monthly allowance may be ordered to be paid
on his receipt, , it -

Chintapalli Timmaraz, Vakil for Venkata Lakshmamma, mother of the Rajah, stated that the
petitioner is now 17 years old; that unless he is 18 years old, he could not be entrusted with the
allowance money ; that the elder brother of the &etxﬁone:’s mother, named Chirumamilla Sesha- \
dri i, had giver his daughter in marriage to the petitioner, and therefore with the viewof =
m his own hand the entire managen ent_-jgo‘i his house) had instigated the petitioner and ~ ~

allowance money for November and December 1876 to be sent for anr expended by

o

’Npidu of any ghare in the estate had caused such petitions to be submitted by his son-in-law;
and that petitioner’s mother Venkata Lashmamma had not made any undue expenses from the
allowance money. A, N A ’ PO b {RERY

ulugu Chendramavuli of Chintapalli stated that the petitioner Rajah Padmanabha

wmanna and his mother Venkatalakshmamma are not in good terms with each other; that Ven-

{from former times employed in the fort and is not under her in common with some other servants ;
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that he heard that the petitioner |
- ¢anse for her leaving ﬂfe m?m i‘ﬁ'g &rf"“’d Kotaya not to come into the fort, which is the
; ifore h;im 10t know what passes there ponent) had never used to go into the fort, and there-

/o Chintapalli Bhavanisenkarud o :

Vel T b e o Cisapl, et e et ago R
- | that she returned to the village and put or Laduvayi e without remaining with her son ;
- to the removal by her son of and put up in & Brahmin’s house where she mgu resides owing
‘ f received Tungala K. it gﬁfﬁla KO“:*!]: fr?m his service ; that Venkata Lakshmamma a.gfug
i }fﬁ"’mﬁ Lakshmamma ; that helé’hvme H'dﬂszb'%hm a Kotaya used to bring liquor and supply
i having Gl&ﬂﬂmbnel&y; brought liquor snd b s Kotaya had been convicted of the offence of
f

v

| mamma had paid for hig: h D punished with heavy fine which Venkata Laksh-
' make extravapant epmer .. o0 Kotaya being a drunkard persuaded Venkata Lakshmamma to
i and live "‘Tﬁl expenses ; that the Wh@ﬁt’ﬁ“ﬁd his mother while ata Taduv:yi to nt:xm
b oy mo#ey ;,0111 d @ maxt for ¢ lfe&r 01111:: g(i:.so; that with frugality of expendi-
. He ﬂsomhnhad ded tmhdt m&mlnksd the Vf:hgeu;‘;& corroborated the above in every particular point.
 contracted loans to a large amou.nthmamm. ; to make the expenditure extravagantly, and also

Pesapati Ramayva of Chix s ‘
w of Rajah memﬁrmcmfapam ;ﬁ‘,{?@* Cherumamilla Chinna Seshadri Naidu, son-in-

which they had reccived from hi;ngalp. Kotaya, both had executed to him a bond for
ey s n cash on account of the abkéri kist ; that he had

A hmumhad ma an(ih her son
PYR G k ) beca the former spent the entire
ar -mzmw putting him (petitioner) to inconvenience
ing hitn ; that this Tano Q,K, r the repayment whereof the money-lenders
ants, and then he was alay gimbtm ws fed in the fort in addition to batta
Butchayya of Chintapalli state :
ting m%oﬁm%mm that he used at different times to procure loans

¥ E Bma",- 0 and pay the money to Venkata Lakshmamma and
- Qen money ;asml:thr pmhndngthliqum and gthlt:r
 Taaney M shopkee $ t some of the
m‘mﬂtﬁf of her jewels ; that sfte;’ell(‘ota a was sent away

liquor, &e., by T
sald Kotaya is

mﬁ' flaa.erd tha:h Venkata Lakshmamma
i 0 oyed in the fort, for her own use,
7 addicted to inking ; that on account of this

, squandered away ; that the Rajah (petitioner)

in the fort, Venkata Lakshmamma left the fort

by the Vakil of Venkata Lakshmamma to prove the contrary.
as Tahsildar) ; that from years past, he

it therefors i ’-‘m liquor by E 61’Kot.aya and
money n ‘o mortgagoe her to proeure
' Bot hizg m?}wforfl;;r expenditure ,1 ‘;.:d that Is’lx;e has
hich shows that she e Ba;d Kotaya ; that she had the
°ve& Botaya from service, Venkata Lakshmamma by favor
and_others, the said Kotays bel eft the fort with her second i
tellsthat she will remove Kofaye fubyr e 1oy i her servico that Venkaia Lakeh-
%9 and that enmity would he n her service, but it would not appear probable that

b tue Yak ma hqhmm between her and her son., :

allowance, Rupees 990,55 L0manns Guru fled o list which shows

“‘R@MM'TRM&S*“W m- will be required for exp?::u,o‘;tm:ii;h:

. K v
R

i 1 Moot ﬁWM%MW 105 8 3
s R 7 L1 O SIS _d;,d “ee ::: :“ 50 o 0
titioner... 90 0 0
:f;'_ ; J R 45 0 0

ment to Durgamma Garu, step-mothes o
~ *o Ramanamma, o sharer hzm“h’ ; L

3 >y s is

1amma ; that the money had been returned to him

e et the fart and went to T, i .
e village ; and that of ya ﬁ%ﬁ%@mﬁ%

= ; %',-/.,

/

7 he stated that the accounts, &o., ar

b

It also appenrs from an entry in the above list that the monthly payment of Rupees 45 to
Ba.mmamuuﬁl?ls aot been made from [873, so that the balance on sxﬁp{:; amount to Ru

1139-7-9, that this balance may conveniently be applied towards the liquidation of the dents, and

that it seems unnecessary to contract the debts.
That the Rajah’s (petitioner) Vakil filed also a list of debts dge by his master as below :—
BS

Amount of debts contracted by the father of the Rajah e i it -2,9b0
‘Amount of debts contracted by Veukata Lakshmamma since the death :

of her husband ... ... B e A s W S s ORI
Total ... 9,950

T's the existence of these debté, he Vakil of Venkata Lakshmamma also admits.

That of the above amount of deBts, Rupees 8,000 due to Ketaraz Jagannadham Pantulu were
taken for the performance of marri the Rajah (petitioner) and his sister as admitted by
the both parties ; that why the remaining debts were contracted, it would not appear ; that on,
questioning the Vakil of Venkata amma if there are any accounts relating to these debts,

e fort, while Babbellapati Narasingarayudu stated that

der the orders of Venkata Liakshmamma ; that in tle

absence of acoount, it is not possibl know for what purpose the amount of the debts was

spent, and that from Venkata Lak mma involving herself in debts to a larger amount than
her husband did, it is presumed that'she indulged herself in much extravagance.. % ‘

no accounts were kept from some

= “4lis minor Rejah Padmanabha Ramanna was present before the Tahsildar at the inqury.

He is now 17 years old. From what he said, he seemed able to manage his household affairs,
as he also said he would do so. e did not pass his 18th :year of age; the law provides that

* until the expiry of 18 years, minors cannot be allowed to manage for themselves, but the
petitioner holds no Zemindari except his household affairs. Tahsildar does not consider that the

petitioner should be precluded from transacting his household business before the end of his
18th year of age. ' -
Under all the above circumstances, Tahsildar sees nu vbjectiou to Rajah Padmanabhe Koo
nagar (petitioner)being removed from the charge of his mother Venkata Lakshmamma as guardiar
ang the monthly allowance paid on the receipt of the petitioner. He also proposes that frora
the amount of the monthly allowance, a sum of Rupees 30 to his mother and Rupees 50 on
account of her second son Chendramavuli Naida may be allowed for their maintenance. He also

states that Venkata Lakshmamma would not remove Kotays from her service as she is not willing

to do so. w1
ioned) B, HORSBRUGH,
(Bigned) Sub-Collector.
(True Copy.)
ioned)  D. PURUSHOTTAMAYA,
) Deputy Collector.

SusmMrTTED to Government with the recommendation that payment of the pension

and arrears be made on behalf of the minor to his father-in-law until the minor comes

g

lrf -

Fie

of age/on the condition that a suitable allowance is made to those entitled to it, iv.i., %
regard to which the Collector may be authorized to come fo an arrangement with,

Chirumamilla Seshadxri. :

(True Copies and Extract.)

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.
Copy to the Collector of the Kistna District.

.Exd' AN W‘
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