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declines to interfere

to be appointed moniam of the
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THE GOVERNOR IN COUNGIE, 7 " ¢

TR AT

HABRAS.
The humble Petition of Minakshi Ammal
(widow of Kalimuthu Pillai, late Munsiff

Maniem of Kayalpatnam Vadabhagam
Tenkarai Taluk Tinnevelly District.)

REsPeCTPULLY SHEWETH,

That petitioner’s husband was entitled to the miras of both divisions Vada-
bhagam and Thenbhagam of the village Kayalpatnam ; for his father had been the
Munsiff Maniem of the whole of the village long before and at the time of the Revision
in 1878, when the village administration was split into two and he was appointed
Munsiff Maniem first to Thenbhagam and then to Vadabhagam,

That petitioner's husband succeeded his father as Munsiff Maniem of Vada-
bhagam, a stranger having been appointed to Thenbhagam, and died in 1891, leaving
him surviving a minor son by his first wife, petitioner, and a daughter by her.

That the minor son Shanmugham Pillai was nominated to the office of Mun-
siff Maniem vacated by his father’s death : and his goomastah Subramania Pillai who
was a divided brother of the minor’s father, claimed as guardian, and obtained in
Regulation suit 5 of ’93, a declaratory decree in the minor’s favor in respect of the
Mansiff Maniem right in Thenbhagam.

That the office of Munsiff Maniem in both the divisions fell vacant about
the same time in 1894, by the death of the minor and of the other incumbent, and a
pattah (A) was granted to petitioner of the miras lands of Thenbhagam, the Tahsildar
as petitioner understands, recommending her nomination in lieu of her minor son ; but
the Sub Collector on their representations, filled up the vacancies exparte by nominat-
ing the said Subramania Pillai to Thenbhagam and Paramasivam Pillai another
divided brother of petitioner’s husband, to Vadabhagam ; thus ignoring petitioner’s
claims as the next heir to her husband and his son and depriving petitioner and her
daugher of thier means of maintenance.
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That petitioner’s appeal to the Collector of Tinnevelly against the Sub-Col- e

lector’s order making the two appointments, miscarried apparently by misconception
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 of petitioner’s right under Hindu law (vide B. proceedings of the Collector dated 28th - | / /, / /7Z : ,% 27 1 Y st o A 474 (f/f’;) /f/w;zey é gilce !L,‘
January 1895). / . _
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That the Collector having dismissed petitioner’s appeal only so far as i e | e A - 7% 0% : % ey i ;
relates to Vadabhagam, by reason of another appeal pending in respect to Thenbha- :
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ol : ) B &
gam, probably by an heir of the last incumbent a Muhammadan, petitioner’s appeal to . ‘(/{/ , (; Bl '
the Board of Revenue was confined to ber right in respect to Vadabhagam., & / | n i :.‘

, ol . ok : : p 9O % S8 ‘
: That petitioner’s appeal to the Board of Revenue has been dismissed, peti- @ 2) % ‘%/’( v e % % - @y .5 o ol ,é,/ 25 .,//wf =% |
tioner is informed, by .the attention of the honorable Board not being drawn to r?ceDO _ N x 7 / _ - v &
<% pulings, and petitioner is therefore advised to pray your Excellency in Council will be - ' A

; - _ ¢ b i : < " Bk ¥
/% tleased to revise the Boards resolution (C. dated 30th May 1895) referring to, . . f’g ( 3) ( J_ ,%% 2 M,-/y Y4 '/4%% T M - 45 //@76‘//7 e
amongst other to two recent cases, Seetaramayya vs, Venkatarasu 1. L. R. 18 Madras "L aee r

420 and Russoobai vs, Toolekhabai 1. L. R, 19 Bombay 707.
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That by the first case it is clear that “the heir of the preceding Karnam” or o “F 7 s 1/70 i

as Presidency ““ a step mother succeeds to the
property of her step son in preference to the step son’s

ta any collateral.

holder of an here atory office under the Revenue Regulations means “his next of . '%q , &(O/J
kin according to the order of succession of the several grades of legal heirs and not : ﬁ : ! 1
heirs in the order of succession to undivided ancestral Property”—the widow and then 4
the daughter’s son succeeded to the office of Karham in preference to paternal uncle’s ‘ 1§
son, , 'ﬁ ;

. The second case is a distinct authority for the Proposition that under the f’?
Mitakshara law which governs the Madr

paternal uncle’s son”, hence

Petitioner therefore begs Y.

Board's resolution, order the nomination of petitioner to the Munsiff Maniemship of ' '
Vadabhagam; the duties of which office would be 'discharged by the assistance of a 8
duly qualified goomastah, :

]

And your petitioner will, as in duty bound EvER pray-
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