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e Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
. | 12tk February 1867,

No. 132, Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 21st - -
. o ) ) January 1867, No. 418. : .
Read again Board’s Proceedings, dated 4th Sepitember} 1866, No. 6,289.
: o ~ Read also the following letters :— - IR
From the Collector of Madura, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated

o o : 80th October 1866, No. 362. ' ‘

7 IR S 1. In obedience to the order of the Board, dated 4th September last,

S e e ST No.b6,289, 1 hdve the honor to forward copy of the Sunnud therein referred to, bearing

T e : ' : ‘ , ._ ~ date the 13th July 1796, The Sunnud
» I;iotlﬁ i}'z!:eliléofiurdis, 6'311 April 1803, m'Cons. appears to have been granted for one
From Mr. Collector Wynch, to Board, dated 18th year only, and was, [ presume, annually

. Frg;m&r;&?g?}; Tune 1795, . renewgd, until Mr. Hurdis, in 1803,*_
To  do. 13th ,, .~ made a permanent settlement.  The

A - ) : ' marginal correspondence bears on the

LT T E T s : 4 subject of the issue of the Sunnuds in question..  ~ .- , oo

T I e ST SRR & ‘ 2. Itwillbe seen that the form adopted in 1796 is an improvement on the one

L s | ‘ o . L " . S : ‘ . furnished to the Board with Mr, Wynch’s letter, dated the 13th June 1795.

R e P U N T o 3. The description given of the Polliems in Mr. Wynch’s Report, dated the

: S R RO I 24th November 1795, shews that Guntama Naikenoor also was sequeslteredbyTiPPOO,:
and the Polligar was allowed to return after the Dindigul Province was made over
to the East India Company. This supports my statement in paragraph 19 of my

.letter, quoted in the Proceedings under reply.  ~— : —.

4. Ibeg to inform the Board that I forwarded with my letter, dated the 20th ;
August 1862, No. 194, copy of the Decree of the late Provincial Court in No. 10 of .
- 1824, which refers to the succession of a female to the Polliem of Sandiyour, - '
5. Referring to Board Petition No. 2,241 of 1866, I beg to observe that T haye
already in my letter to the Board, read in the Proccedings updér reply, alluded to
the claims of petitioner; it is plain that the widow of the deceased Zemindar possesses -

- a clear right to succeed her husband. "It will be scen from the decree abovemen.
tioned that the widow of a childless Hindu possesses better "claims to succeed her
husband’s estate, than his distant collateral relatives, S
' 6. It has just been reported that one of the widows of the late Zemindar is
six months with child; the Tabsildar of Percakulom has been dixjectgd to inquirs

;- " and report on the subject without delay,‘: the result will ‘be communicated to the

| Board. = o —_— | . ‘

‘ : - o Excrostke No. 1.—Sunnud, -
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- Excrosvis NJ. 2. Petition, . | ST T
. ~ « From the same Officer, datejd 21st November 1 866, No. 879,
o Referring to paragraph 6 of fny lotter, dated the 30th ultimo, No. 362, 1
have the bonor to report that the resf,j of the Tahsildar's inquiry into the matter
éoes to shew thai: Y elandi‘Amnfal, the sedond surviving widow of the deceased
Polligar, is about six months with ehild, which isadmitted by the other widows,
“and even by the scnior widow, Vecrasimmamal, whom I recommended to be allowed

,,,,,

" to succeed. The Poliigar diad on t e{ 25th May. R
, . 2.. The widows of the Polligar | ry that Veerasimmamal be now recognized
as successor of their husband until : AAandi Ammal’s delivery, and then if she
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ProceeJmUS of t}ze Madras Government, Reuenue Department
‘ 12¢h February 186)1.
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Pnocizbmcs o THE BoArD oF REVENUE, dated 4th September 1866.

‘Road the following Letter from V. H. LEVINGE, Esq- Collector of Madura, to the Actmg
Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Vadakarai, Penakalom Taluk 12th June 18G6,’
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givé birth to a son, he should be rerm,’cered as éunmdar and if the chxld be a |

; female, she should succeed to the estate after the death of the widows. 'This No.189:—

,“ propoqal 18 consonant with the Hmdu law of succcwbxon and I, therefore, beg to } 1. I have the honor to veport, for the information of the Board and orders of Government,
recommend comphance Wlth the above bra ayer. : o . that Ramakisina Naik, Poligar of the Gandamanaikanoor Poliem, died on the 25th May thhont
; ‘ - iscue, leaving four widows. ‘ : :

L Read Peutlon from Rannsamy adxer, datOd 18'th Junc 186 ( No. 2,941, 3 o, The estate\vas what is called unsettled, held at the pleasure of Govemment and was ona
% Ordpred that Qe foreﬁ'omﬂ' papers bb Smelf;tLd fm the unmdc ation aud ’ ‘ of those estates, to the ownerskof which it was the mtenuo.nlof E}overnment to gwe a permanent’
‘é Ordsﬂj Ofrl‘(}}‘,w(;““:ent \— k :;’tw: ” T ‘ B - ." -Tule;)eei;, the 21st of May, the Poligar aaxtressed me au Urzee, sha.mmr that he was in- appre-‘ .
: Whlc;l. de )el;ds l(1)111 ii?eavtl?ll (e; “();r)cl;vzzr?n?cft R ttkd POI fiewm, tlw paeee s~mn to : 1 hensn;n of death, and begging that his first wife, Virasinnammaul, might be allowed to succeed
t }ic late Polligar dicd on 925th Mav 1806 1 ‘ 1‘ . ] ‘ him. I bave no doubt of the genuineness of tlus Urazee; it was given to me at Madura on the 25th’
: y cabing four widows, but no of May by the Poligar's authorized Vakeel.

4, 1 directed the Tahsildar of the Taluk to proceed to the res:dence of the Poligar, and to
ascertain if he had written it and his wishes ; but before the ’I‘a,haxlddr got ry order, the Poligar
had died on the 25th May. : :

5. I lhave attached the Poliem only, pending the orders of Government, leavmw all the
priv .te property in the posaemon of the widows, into whose ‘possession it g\l_ came on the death of

Burvwmg issue. One of tho widows is, how ever, &evml months gone with child.

. 4. “The late Polligar had applied for '

: ra permo.neut ;

f the Government Order on the general suljoct which is noiu?::zl(irml the ttl,lms of o
T lﬁp() a

L: 5. When the Dindigul Province was ¢ "
: ander Ti
f Pohrrqr and resumed the estate.. ' IPPO" #rules e diplased the fhen

e
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. <6, On the assumption of fh s ' ; , |
eldest o of s dhen] P T 1e Govunment by the Brmsh thoy installed 1 i P the Poligar. : : ‘ ' . :
5 1 isplaced Polligar, and it is his grandson who lately died. T he ; :; 6. The eldest widow, Virasipnammaul, claims to gucceed, and there 1s a claim advanced by
claimants to the estate are the Wldows of the deceased on behalf of th emirelves and the o i | ane Ramasawmi Naik, as nearest ‘mala relative of the deceased.
1 fzxpected child of their late hushand, and Ramasamy Naick, who clai deon ! i { 7. Tencloses Geneo!ogmal tree of the family, which has been copled from those furmshed
B the junior lme Of the deposcd Polligar of T} claims as grandion ! '" by the claimants, and 1 think it may be considered a true statement of the relnbmnshxp of the’
« senior male representati ippoo’s time, and as such isnow the | 3 l : ’ E
¢ - presentative of the famll} He argues that . l " different members of the.family. ) ‘
E the fmmltfl?ndccaqtc" females Cauno{éhcceed to such estat dc“coxdu-) : to the custom Ui - - | 8. I think that according to Hindoo law the widow in this case is the party to succeed to’
7. The Collector ‘advoe states, & 7 S . T 1 bi v . ‘
Lol ‘ocates the recogniti i i her husband’s property, bot there is the fo owmg o Jecllon. .
8 on &) . . oL o o
2 dehvely of the sccond widow now \vxth ch%ld I[?f the senior w “10“ Pk‘ndmo- the 1 } 9. Ithas been reported to the Board and Government in the marginally noted correspondence
Y in opposition 1 to Rﬂnla°amy Naick’s plea; but t1, o cites to decisions Of the Courts - % \ 1853, No.95. that according to the custom of the casteto
;. yoor case, the e%tate was hdd under a perman i@ Board observe that in the Sandi- ] , Letter to zgargod:tgd 6th (;:vgt;r;ze;t 185% 1 bt May 1854, which the parties belong, ** Combala Totier,”
el i

No. 117. . cat } /f,',?m,, T thatafemale cannot succeed toa Poliem.- On‘

J ]
i Naikenoor case, the argument against the t Sunnud, and that in the Errasaka : :
sucoqumn of a fem i | the olhel‘ hand in two 1nsta.nces in this District this custom has been depa.:ted from,

forward at the pro or time, a ale was not brou"ht
/8. The B loarg cons1d:2r 111:1;7&8 Otn this ground rcjected unheard. - ! 10 The Poliem of Sandnynor is now held by a woman, and the Poliem of Errasacka.
ema '
that a mal(, hoir may yet be botn to” ‘:;(Z’fic discuss this puint when 1t 18 possxblo j  naikenoor has been held by three females in ﬂuccessmn, and lately the Puvy Council bas decided
e

. kanaikenoor against Government Go
ceased POllwar X o ' iy favor of the present female proprietor of Errasac g , Government
! that, pend1n<r ihe dehvery of the widow, tho Coll » and they recommend . . : g aled against the decision of the Madura Civil Court passed ic her favor, on the ground -
be continued, a hberal maintcnance al] ollector’s management of the estate h{:v;n faPPele coul 3 not succeed. . | -
owance being made to the fa that a fems
mily

{ tho decision as to successwn be postponed txll after that , and that - I have to bring to notice tha,t in the case of the famﬂy now under reference,
ev

11. IIoweVer,

|

;

: ;
g be 10110‘ defulcd SN cnt,, which cannot’ now i‘; the widows have been passed over on two occasions, Condal Nagama Naik was the first Puhgar
b o B “"-—- ‘ - | gnder the Honorable Company’s Government. He was succeeded by his son, Moottoovelappa
?},O' 133 . ;;;;w, - OIEDLR THFHEO\’ ‘Zth F ebruar r 1867, N¢ ' 52 ' | Nuik, who died childless ; his widow, still alive, was passed over, ‘and the estate weat to Condal
= lrv’hscenancoua l ’ * R A S z ‘«._ - .0,.,':: eietion the’ % ; Nagama Naik’s son, Vellyasami Naik, by his secoml wife. Vellyasami Naik died childless, leaving
l‘, : tempop arranﬂ'ement pIOpode by tho \I’j mi‘ k4 “ a wilow, beeldkammaul “suill ahv: : Sheddm not succeed, and Vell ya.saxm \a.xk was succeeded by
ke and awd - ~helr ful‘ther X‘epmt 0 ; ' | his brother§ son, Ramainstna Naik, now deceased, S ‘ o
} : (T i‘ue act ) ' " ' Z 12. ;Lut I do not thmk the plea, that in the Combala. Totler caste, a fema.le cannot succeed
¥ , K ' : ¥ : ¢ her husbllnd g -property, will gtand in the Law Courts ,Nvr, in the case of the Ryots of that
! 1"‘110(1) \V HUDLI SIO : ! oaste, they, *lo succeed. 1t seems tome that tll;e Poligars of that caste, who, under the Native

: : P Military commard, werc of fnecessity succeeded by mala relatives,

L ; . 1 S Secre . , VG rnmentr held & or others, -
:ﬂ S tary to G'owrmm n! =~ . ¢ £ the native Ruler, to the exclysion of their female relatlves, not 1.5 a matter o,f

easio custom. but as & mattet of policy, u‘le p{sl ion reqmred to be ﬁlled by a Mnlntary mzm and no
| ther person buﬁ a male, would do for the pat, Our G oarts have now twice ‘set aside such a-
custom if i ever dxd exht and have dppheé,!‘he r}}md?f“ldw. of suec;awgn ;9, f’h‘? POOple Of thig s
~s,mhsda'loimr caste of the rank of Poligar. p . I L ‘:- «

o | at the pleasu® 0
To the Board of Bevenue. , {

%Exd S .‘,Aum‘;um N
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13, - Uuder our, Govern‘nmb, the stabus af, the Paligar has Jbecoms compﬁetely ;:119,;; 5(1 ;m :
‘ L Military, &e. c.f pOWers havmo been taken from hxm, he ha.s been reauceu to thu ra.nk of a Slmple
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~ the ‘Poliem to Condal Nagama Naik under a
"Mr. Harrington with the sanction of the Government of Fort

RN
) O

f -
Cod T
o e e ey

) . Cor o ”
extensive landed proprietor, and, therefore, there is no reason why the same law should not apply
to him as to a small proprietor or Ryot of the same caste, - .

14, lad the permanent Sunnud, which all along it has been the intention of Government to
give to these Poligars, been given, I think there ean be no doubt the deceased's widow must have
succeeded, and, therefore, I beg to recommend that the deceased Poligar’s widow, Virasinnammaul,
be allowed to succeed, ) .

15. The decea.sed difl n?t adopt or give his widow authority to adopt, and, therefore, if the
Government recognize Virasinnammanl, at her degih the ‘prope‘rty should descend to all the
widows in succession, and after them, this Poliem would escheat to Government for want of heirs.

16. | Ramisami Naik, an old man, claims to succeed ; he is the son of the third son of the

second wife of Velappa Naik, the father of Condal Nagama Naik, who was restored by the
Honorable Cowpany in 1797. =~ ~ ‘ .

17, Ramasami Naik’s claim seems to be barred on the following grounds, and it is a point
for the law ofticers to give an_opinion upon. :

] 18, i} Befor? ‘the Honorable East India Company conquered the Dindigul Province from
'Ilp.poo Sultan, Tippoo sequestered the Poliem of Gandama Naikanoor alone with several other
Poliems, and, therefore, by‘a competent authority, Velapa Naik’s descendant: had lost their right
to the property. ‘ , ] ©

b N .
19, The Company’s Government, on its conquest of Dindigul, asa matter of favor, restored

Sunnud, which is still in existence, signed by
Saiot George, under the conditions
paid his kists rezularly, and conformsd to the
't think that the restoration of the estate by the then
d th? rights sequestered by Tippoo Sultan, and if
0 hoirs, and the estate must become an escheat.

that he was to hold the Poliem as long as he

Government Regulations, and, therefore, I don

Government to Condal Nagama Naik revive

such is the case, after the widows, there are n

_ - . Excrosure No. 1, T

Ansmacr-—Geneqlogical tree of the family of the Gandama Naikanoor Zemindar
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~7 PROCREDINGS oF THE BOARD oF REVENUE,

; " Department’
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The Collector will forward, as speedily as possiblo, 5 ¢
to in the concluding paragraph of the above letter,
on the subject that was held with the Board or G>
refer the Board to any correspondence or publishe

Opy or translation of the Sunnud referrgd
and will give the dates of any correspondence -
vernment rPlative to its issue. Ile will alco

d decrees havinge referen i o«

. . 3 to the succession of

a female to the Poliem of Sandiyoor, ment; ; ; erence A
: yoor, mentioned at baragraph 10 of his letter. ‘

s (Atre Copy and Extract.) ~ *
00T T (Sigued) W, IIUDLESTON, ,
; | _ 4 Secrefary,

" o,
A
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./ Submitting letters from Collector ?f Madura ¢ ° L
r’ﬁgarding succession to Guntama Naikenoor es- S
“a tite 4nd recommending that tbe estate be con-
¢ . 3 ¢}ued under the Collector’s management Bend-
i birth of the child expected bylsgcgnc‘lv'wxdoljv :
-".?late Zemindar. S i -

o WY e
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. with Sunnud and Petit
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To the Secretary to Government

To the Collector of Madura.
' Exd, T, Cartledge,
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