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pr 7ocee(hnrr.s' of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
8th I’ebrumu 1867. ‘

Read the following Proceedings of the Boald of- Rcvenue, dated 3rd
January 1867, No. 3:— -
Read again letters from the Collector of Ganjam, dated 21st Apul 1866, No. 637,
and 31st May 1866, No. 1,073, recorded in Board’s Proceedmgs of Tth
May and 24th July 1866, Nos. 5,085 and 3,211. ’
Read also the following letter from the Collector of Ganjam, to the Secretary to

the Board of Revenue, dated Chetterpore, 27th October 1866, No. 2,895.
1. With reference to the Board’s ’roccedings, No. 5,085, of the 24th July

last, I have the honor to state that Chundramuny Devi, the daughter of the late
Peetambara Nissenk, by his second wife Christna Vallaba Pedda Mahadevi, the

No. 88.

present proprictress, is alive, but bas no issue (male or female). She is residing

with her mother at Budarsinghy, owing to family feuds between herself and her
husband, who is a pensioner of the Purlah Kimedy Estate, and allows her a main-
tenance under the orders of the Civil Court. Itis now ten years since they have
been separated. Goura Chendra Nissenk is dead, as reported in my letter of the
27th May 1862, No. 108. :

2. Iam unable to give any information regarding the third brother of the late
Gopenaud Nissenk, who is put down as ¢ unknown” in the genealogical tree (which
is the copy of a Telugu paper prepared in the year 1846) given in the margin of

my letter of the 21st April last.

1. Ordered that the foregoing letter be submitted to Government, with the
Board’s recommendation that the petition of the widows of Peetambara Nlbsenk

late Zemindar of Budarsmghy, may be favorably considered.
2. The recent history of the Budar-

singhy Zemindary, as gathered from the
correspondence marfrmally noted, is as

follovws.

3. - At the time of the Permanent
Settlement, the Zemindary was held by
Sri Madana Nissenk. Ie left two sons,
Sri Croostna Chendra Deo and Rama-
chendra Soona Deo, the former of whom

From GanJam 26th March 1839, No. 27.
To do. 29th April 1939, ,, 80t
From do. 24th May 1839, ,, 38
Board’s Proceedings, Gth June 1839, ,, 1,084,
'I‘rom Ganjam, thhbtptember 1844, ,, 90
To  do. 17th October 1844, ,, 2,I81.
From do.  &th November 1814 » 115,
Board's Proceedmgs 16th December 1844,
No. 2,587.

From GanJam 8th July 1846, No. 409. .
To Government, 24th August 1846, No. 409.

From do. 11th September 1844, ,, 9:34. :

II"O Gaanﬂm 28th September 1846, s 2,057, succeeded to the estate, but was after-
Fgoénoverznlciith/ tsheri)tf:?;gt: ISH‘ 1] o,j wards murdered by his younger brother.
From do 27th 71333 1lis son, Pectambara, succeeded to the

estate, and died in January 1839, leaving
three widows and a daughter by Christna Vallaba Pedda Mahadevi, the senior of the

w

two present apphicants, but no son.
4. 'The right to succced to the Zemindary lay in the eldest wxdow but at the

request of the thrce widows, their nominee, Gopana Do, (the elder son of Rama-

“chendra, who murdered his brother as above stated,) was allowed to hold the

Zemindary, -
5 It appears from the correspon-

dence® that the branch of the family to

* From Ganjam, No 115, dated 8th Novem-
which Gopana Deo belonged was consider-

ber 1844,
ed to have forfeited all right of succession to the estate, by reason of the crime of his
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: vou i 13 ll:heStaEG: indecd, was claimed by Goura Chendra Nissenk, Gopana’s
Totnger brot er; but, after much discussion, it wag finally decided by Government

i Or_ge, of}Govemr_xleng, No. 034, dated 14 that the estate should Lo made over to
: _o&igftft{néi?eﬁﬁént No. 1383 g Lutchmeo Puttah Mahadevi, principal
1854, c . 1: “ '— 1959, _?'th October  yidow of the late Peetambara, and on her

o , T ST - deuth in June 1854 10 the )
| . o ; present pro
;. Prietress, Christna Vallabg Pedda Mahadevi, Pectambara’s second widow.

.

7: She it is,who now, conjointly with the third widow, petitions that Lakshmi
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:See\} oBgagc};s Prdceedingg,' 16th Junp 160 lncapable of succeeding to the Zemin-
No.3,855. “ dary,)may be recognized as their adopted
' son, and hLeir after them to the Zoemin-
dary,
amuny Devi, the daughter left by Peetam-
ppear to bhave a prior claim. 1Ilor right of succession
the Otiz?ebiztgely ignored when h.er father’s widows were
opana Deo ; and no circumstances, so far as is

' 8: It. 18 to be observed that Chun&r
~ bara, is alive, ang would g
s Scews, however, t, have
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9. Thers s, > held to represent her own wishes,
rson who can be supposed to have the remotest
lﬁgchendra, of whom however nothing is known,

15 claim, morcover, would be rendered invalid
5 brother Goura Chendra.- :

) : -
ADC‘:"S, the Board beg to recommend that the petition
?' Nissenk be granted,
—_—

Ogprg 1rp . ‘
JR TNIREON, 8th February 1867, No. 530,

claim, and that is a thirg sonof Ra

‘5 of the tWAO‘wid‘ows of Peetamby,,
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Mlscellaneou:] " The ?Ollector 13 authorized to iuform the pctitiuﬂ(‘f'”’
T lf)' ¢ the 'flOVCPllrment consent to recognize Lakshmi Nar-
- 7. rain Nigsen) as heir tg 4 > :
s o - adoption, ’ |

P S (True'Extract'.).‘

ic Bodarsinghi Zemiindary by
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No. 3,21]. b
PROCEEDINGS OF THE B0oARD OF REVENUE, dated 7th May 1866.

Read the following letter from G. S. FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to the Secretary to
the Board of Revenue, dated Chetterpore, 21st April 1866, No. 637 :—
———— L 1. I have the honor to forward, for the
orders of Government, translation of an Arzee

Madbava Nisseunk,
sent to me by the Proprietresses of Bodar,

% "‘——'“—- :
D ] singhy, a small ancient Zemindary, paying an
- -
‘ ' upees 509, stating that
Krishna Chendrn' Rama Chendra’ annual peshcush of Rup \ g the
Nisseuk. Sonna Deo. they have adopled, as son, one Lakshminarain
I R Nisseuk, cqusin to the late Zemindar, aged ten

! I ! years, and praying that the Beard's sancticn
Gowra

m:y be obtained for making over the estate on
Chendra .

b
1 l
Peotambara Gopana :
Nisseuk, } ’.\‘ibseuk. Nisos U"know"] their death t» this boy, _
| 2. The adoption will not cariy any legal

| »
, weight with it accordicg to Hindgp law, but

k i i M - = . . - -
. tg?gelzarm Lhe boy, being the only legal heir, there isno ob
jection to granting the request of the widows.

Encrosure No. 1.
AsstrACT. —Trandation of an Arzee addressed to G. S, Forbes, Esq., Collector of Ganjam,
by the Mahadevis of Bodarsinghy, dated 20th March 1866. '

The Collector is requested to state whether either Gopana Nisseuk, the ‘f"c.le: or Go:x:a
Chendra Nisseuk, the father of the boy to whom it is proposed to leave the e:sla-.fe i3 hv'mg, ast e;;‘
claim to succced to the estate after the present owners, appeats to take Xf””lj‘t}’ of his. ll.e wi
8ls0 state whethep they have recorded their consent to the proposed momination of the child as

next heir. ‘
(A true Copy and Extract.)
-(Signed) W. HUDLESTON,
Secretary.

To the Collector of Ganjam,

Lxd.J, Wright, '



|
i

[
’

ulszepogq 03 peoons o3 pesod ~

! «moryeuruou pasodoxd oy yuasuoa La) 107PYM
' pue ‘Guiar st ‘sesseajoradosg quesaad Jo yyedp

.

Q
L

N

L uo Lreputmoy £y
1 =0ad Lo

i

qgeqa -

19 19

q JO Id1yey 10 U O3 I87)

. oye}s 03 weluer) Jo lojoeqioy Suysanbay

i

B DR PR S

-

_,
«
0981 Aoy L P a

T15'g °N

OV

3
3
A
b

w

(

{

“FONEATY O QUVOF HHL J0 SOXITIZIOUT

4

*0

.

Gy

N

9981

Lt

“uemsda(

i)

-’

1)
T

Pty - aa

)

yades ritarn

PR

'é'.//v n/_:ﬁ,
s A’ - ? ’/
TGS g T
s ﬂ’Bg,,,T}:‘,/-.‘

- e et an

.

No. 5,085. _ .
ProcrrpINGS OF THE BoArD or Revexus, datel 24th July 18G6.

Read the following letter from G. S, FORBES, Esq., Collector of Ganjam, to the Secretary to
the Board of Revenue, dated Chetterpore, 31st May 1866, No. 1,073 : —

With reference to the Board’s Proceedings,
dated the 7th instant, No. 3,211, T have the
honor to state that Gopenand Nissenk died in

" March 1843, and that the claim of Peetam-
bara Nissenk, who is alive, was set aside by Go-
vernment in the correspondence noted in the

From Co’lector, 19th September 1844,

¥rom do, 8th November ”

Board’s Procecdings, 16-h December 1841,

From Collector, sth July 1846, .

Board's letter to Government, 24th Angust 18486.

Extract from Minutes of Consaltation, 14th September 1846,
Board's Proccedings, 25th September 1846,

From Collector, 25tk - do, 1854,

Extract from Minuies of Consultation, 27th Octoker 1854.

margin.

- 1. The Board do not understand the foregoing letter. The two widows of Peetambara
‘Nissenk Deo petitioned to have ‘one Lakshmi Narrain Nissenk, a lad of ten )eixrs of age, recog-
nised as their adopted son, and heir after them to the Bodarsingby Zemindary ; bnt observing
from the gencalogical table in the margin of the Collector’s letter of the 2Ist April last, that
this lad was the son of Gowri Chendra Nissenk, a younger son of the late Zemindar Peetam-
bara’s uncle, the Board inquired whether the said Gowri Chendra Nissenk, or his elder brother,
Gop'ana’Nisse'nk-, were yet alive, as their claim to succeed would in such case be preferential to
that of the youth referred to. The Collector now replies that Gopana Nissenk died in 1843,
and that the claim of Peetambara, who he states to be alive, was formerly set aside by Goverq-
ment. It is very evident that the Collector has erroneously namsd Peetambara in place of
Gowri Chendra, the father of the 1ad Lakshmi Narrain, for Peetambara died in Januery 1839,

2. The Board have referred to the former correspondence on the subject, and find that

From Ganjam, 2ith March 1839, No, 27.

To o, 29th April 1849, No. 80%,

From do 24th May 1839, No. 38.

Board's Procesdings 6th June 1839, No, 1,084,
From Ganjuw, 19th September 1834, No, 90.
To do. 17th October 1843, No. 2,181,
From d».  8th November 1844, No. 113.
Board's Procecdings, 16th December 1844, No. 2,587.
From Ganjam, 8th July 1846, No. 40,

To Uovernmeut, 24th August 1846, No.409.
From o, I4th September 1846, No, 93¢,
To Ganjun, 28th September 1846, No. 2,057,
Frm‘n do.  23th Septomber 1854, No, 153,

To Government, Tth October 1854, No, 122.
From do. 27th October 1858, No. 1,383,

dary is as follows :—At the time of the Perma-
nent Settlement the Bodarsinghy Zemindary
was held by Sri Madana Nissenk. Heleft two
sons named Sri Croostna Chendra Deo and Ra-

succeeded to the estate, but was immediately
after assassinated by, or at the instigation of,
his younger brother the said Ramachendra,
Croostna Chendra was succeeded by his son
Pectambara, who, ss stated above, died in January 1839. He loft three widows and a daughter
but no son. The right to succeed to the Zemindary lay in the eldest widow ; but at the request
of the three widows, the Government allowed their nominee, Gopana Deo, (the elder son of
Rama Chendra, who had assassinated his brother,) to hold the Zemiudary. This Gopana Deo

o . .
died in March 1813, leaving a widow but no issue. The question then arose who was to succeed

to the Zemindary, as Gopana had a younger brother named Gowri Chendra Nissenk, who was
considered by the Collector to be a person not fit to be entrusted with the care of the estate, and
wha was abhorred by the three widows of the late Peetambara and the widow of bhis own brother
Gopana.  After some discussion on this point, and as to the course of succession to the ancicent
Hill Zemindaries of Ganjam, it was held that the right of succession reverted to the widows of
Peetambara, and that Gowri Chendra had no claim whatever in his own right. The Zemindary
was accordingly made over to Lutchmee Puttah Mahadevi, the principal widow of the late
Peetambara, and on her death, in June 1854 it was mado over to the present proprietress,
Chiri-tna Vullaba Pedda Mahadevi, the second Widow of the late Peetambara Nissenk. - .

the recent history of the Bodarsingby Zemin-

machendra Soona Deo, the former of whom
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Vullaba Pedda Maha

dovi, who conjointly with Chandra

Mani Chinna Mahad

evi, the third widow of the late Peetambara,

lad,.La(chmi N

arrain, should be recognised as heir to the Bodarsi

now petitions tuat the young
nghy Zewindary. The Doard -

Jearn from the Collector’s letter of the 27th !
R , . May 1862, No. 108,* that even Gowri Chendra \
;jNissenk (the aneged father of the lad Lakshmi Narrain) is dead, and that the said lad was .’
only his adopted son; but that does not remove all difficulty in respect to the suecession to the '
Bodarsinghy estate.” Not only does it appear from the genealogical tree in the margin of . the
Collector’s letter of the 21st April last, that Gopana Nisserk and Clowri Chendra Nissenk had
a third brother whois put down as « unknown; " but it transpired in the course of the corres-

Board’s Proccedings, 161h Juno 1852, No. 3,353,

- pondenee, that Peetambara Nissonk left a daughter by his second wife, who martied a member of

the Kimedy family, There is nothing to show that 1his dauzhter is dead, or that she has no
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;. 1ssue. This must first be ascertained before the reqaest of the Zemindarni of Bodaisingby and -
i her sister can be dealt with ; for considering tha merits of the discassion w Lich resultel in
{ : b R )
.. butting the estate into the hands of thie widows of the late Peetambara Nissenk, the right to
%, succeed to the estate would appear to vest in Lis daughterand her issue. - foLa
E (A true Copy and Exiract.) o :
oL ;o | - (Signedy R, A, DALYELL,.
T ‘ . - ", Sub- Secretary,
. To the Collector of Ganjam, - S o _ o
' " ‘ C S . . s .
. Exd. J, Wright,
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'E]“_ronlg(zlmja.m,-%g\t}y(s)eptgbmber 184%. No. 90. 3. At the time of the Permanent Settle-
o " “do. - - 1Hdr October 1844, No. 2,181, 10, 3
From do.  Sth November 1844, No. 115, - ment, the Zewindary was held by Sri Madana
%oard’(sx Proceedul;lg}, %Mlhs I()ie(i\?mber 1844, No. 2,587. Nissenk. He left two sons; Sri Croostna Chen-
from Ganjam, 8th July 1846, No. 409. P
- 'rJ/ 'Fr‘o G‘)Vec‘i“ment’i?"lflhé&“g““ 184:6, No. 409. - T dra. Deo', &nd Ramachendra SOOU& Deo, the
~ rom do. 4th September 1846, No. 934, .© { f whom succeed 1 tate, but
4. To Ganjam, 28th-September 1818, No. 2,037. . l'urrnc_:_’r oy coeeded to . hse estale,
*  From do* 25th Selpt(e)mber 1854, No. 153. * . owas afterwards murdered by his younger brother.
<. o (Government, 7th October 1854, No.122. . "%  “11:q van. Peata .
G Trom . dorgath e No.Lass./  Hisvon, Peetambara, succeeded to the estate,
R S ; and died to January 1839, leaving three widows, -

o |

- R - -
\r . ~ s fy . « s

&;:,_may}ﬁ% jagg?;i}z]y gonsidered.
‘t‘“

"+« but no son. ;. .

S e e Ned -
P2octzoryas or taz Boarn or Revexue, dated 3rd January 1867.

Read again letters from the Collector of Ganjam, dated 21st April 1866, No. 637, and 3lst May

1856, No. 1,073, recorded in Board’s Proceedings of 7th My aud 24th July 1868,
Nos, 5,085 and 3,211. '

Read also the following letter fr(;m G; 8, FORBES, Bigq., Colleckor of Ganjam, to vlhe Secre-
tary to the Board of Revenue, dated Chetterpore, 27th October 1860, No. 2,805 :—

1. ‘With reference to the Board’s Proceedings, No. 5,035, of the 24th July las.zt, I have t.h.e‘
honor to state that Chundramuny Devi, the daughter of the late Peetambara Nissenk, by his~

i second wife Christna Vallaba Pedda Mahadevi, tho present proprietress, is alive, but has no issue

(male or female). . She is residing with her mother at Budarsinghy, owing to fawily feuds,
between herself and her husband, who is a pensioner of the Purlah Kimedy estate, and ailows her
a maintenance under the orders of the Civil Court. [t is now ten years since they have becn
soparated. Goura Chendra Nissenk is dead, as reported in my lotter of the 27th May 1882, No. 108.

-~ 2. Iam unable to give any infarmation regarding the third brother of the la'e Gopenaund
Nissenk who is put down as * uoknown” in the genealogical tree (which is the copy of a Teluga
paper prepared in the year 1846) given in the margin of my letter of the 21st April last.

'J. Ocdered that the foregoing letter be submitted to Government, with the Board’s recom-
mendation that the petition of the wi lows of Poctambira Nissspk, late Zemindar of Budarsinghy,

. o 9. The recent history of the Budarsinghy
From Ganjam, 26th March 1839, No. 7. _. emi ndence
To  do. ' 29th April 1839, No. 804 Zemindary, as gathered from the correspo

From do. 2ith May 1839, No.38. ¢ ' warginally noted, is as follows.
Board’s Proceedings, 6th June 1839, No. 1,034. .

and a daughter by Christha Vallaba Pedda Mahédéw}i, the se?)ior.of the two present applicants,

N " 3 . ) , - an
mindary lay in the eldest widow ;but at the request of the

4. The righf to succeed to tﬁe Ze

three widows, their nominee, Gopana Deo, (the elder son of _Ramachendra: who murdered his brother-

as ahove statéd,) was allowed to hold the Zemindary, .. _ '

.
=

' .+ .+ 5,Itappears from the correspondence® -
® From Ganjam, No. 115, dated 8th November 1844. pposr P

»" that the branch of the family to which Gopana
Deo belonged was considered to have forfeited all right of succession to the estate, by reason of
the crime of 'his father Ramachendra; and when'in March 1843 Gopana died, leaving a widow,
bt no issue, 1h§§ight of succession rgvertefl to )}’\_e eldest widow of Peetambara. .

5. . The estate, indeed, was claimed by Goura Chendra Nissenk, Gopany’s younger brother;”
‘but, after much discussion, it was finally ilecidedﬂ by&overnment, that the estate should be made

EL -

R . ¥ A “over to Lutchmeo Puttah Mahadevi, principal
 Qrder of Government, No.934, dated 14th Se

tember 1846, p- «wi,djm of the late Pectambara, and on her death
: . -in June 1854, to the present proprietress,
Orderlof Government, No. 1,383, 27th October 185’:4. Cpristna Vallaba Pedda Mahadevi, Pectambara’s
. , " second widow, -.
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