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To

THE RIGHT HHONORABLE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR
IND1A.

YN L o amabed e m L o

C\i 4’49 ~ o

PEAENIT g

Ty

e g e

SR The Iumble Petition of C. BHIMA RAO, son
of C. VENKATA RAO, and grand son of
| BHIMA RAO, late Head Sheristadar of

"North drcot, now residing at Msorey Moo,

Most RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

That the petitioner’s case may very briefly be stated thus :—

That ho humbly considers himself entitled to his late father’s share of pension
viz., 87§ rupeces in consequence of a distinct promise on the part of the Madras
Government, founded on an order of the Honorable the Court of Directors; but that
this pension has been withheld from him,

* 2. Thatif therefore Petitioner succeeds in proving to Your Lordship’s satisfac-
| tion that such a promise was really made, and that it holds good in tke case of the
7 Detitioner, the humble Petitioner is sure not only that Your Lordship will direct
,’ him for the favorable comsideration of the Madras Government, but that, that
: Government will at once direct that the promise be fullfilled. The humble Petitioner
therefore respectfully proceeds to afford evidence of the promise in question.

3. That the original bouuty of Government was granted to Petitioner’s grand.
father the late Bhiwa Rao, ITead Sheristadar of North Arcot. The essential terms
of this grant aro expressed in these words, viz :—

“ Under the circumstances, the Honorable the Governor in Couneil is pleased to
‘ resolve,* agreeably to the Board’s recommendation,
* Vide letter from the Government  that the full Shrotriem of 2,400 Star Pagodas per
J of Madras to the Board of Revenue, annum for three lives shall be granted to Bhima
dated 3th October 1827, No. 739.
Rao as a proper reward, for the long, zealous and
honest  discharge of the arduous and responsible duties confided to him.” Here
Your Lordship will be pleased to observe that the bounty of Government was distinct-
ly promised “ for three lives.” Now the humblo petitioner represents third life,

4. That before this bounty of Government in the shape of a Shrotriem could

. be actually enjoyed by Bhima Rao (the grantee ),

y (.‘oT: " X}df) ig‘(’;&’_’;‘l d :}tJ:Zfitelrsgloth;]; h(.e die(.l. An.d it was resolved* to commute the Shro-
1842, No. 12. triem into its equivalent as a money grant to be
continued to the sons ‘of Bhima Rao and “ thejp

heirs of the next generation.” This money grant, in accordance with the terms above

quoted was given by Government to the sons of Bhima Rao, these sons forming
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which the grant wag ex
] pressl
pressly stated in the Despatghm;i?ginrgllie
Y

quoted that, it was clearly their intention th m
at the oney
grant should he m i
ade in

the same terms as the Shrotriem,

53' That Venkata Rao was one of the sons form
for his share Rupees 871, This Venkata Rao beine
lately deceased, Petitioner claims ag the ¥
to this share of the pension,

ing the second 1ig
Petitioner's a4,
Tepresentative of the third I

& and got,
ptive father’
e, to 8ucceed

. ti i : .
which held in guch casess ely laid down in general, as the principle
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" was made, that principle being “that

+ Vide Clause 2, para, 3, E. M. C, : o .
. 18th September 1551, No. 939.quoted when a Shrotriem or a similar grant
in the Board’s Standing Order, No. may be conferred under Sunnud for a

I6u. certain numbcer of lives, or on the

Grantee and his legal heirs that party isto be recognized as the
successor who may possess the character of the legal heirs of the de-
ceased incumbent whether by birth or adoption. ” +

. (8)  In the general letter from the Honorable the Court of the Directors, No. 12,
f V6. - That it is siply because the Petitioner is the adopted and i dated 18th May 1842, the Honorable Directors said, ¢ We therefore
of Venkata Rao, that the pension is refused to him The and net the born gop, e e cancel those orders and direct that our original instructions of the
g:er in the circumstances of this partioular ‘case oy dlzltllesttlon here .arises whe- : Y 14th October No. 7 of 1835 be acted on, and that the sons of
Government at the time of the original grant and sqp. Oction was intendeq by ! Bhima Rao be informed that their pensions will be continued to
and a born son, If Government intengeq that their bequenbly, between an adopted ! their heirs of the next generation,” which clearly include, and cannot
only a.born son, and should not he inherited by an ad ounty should be inherited b : ezclude adopted sons, for, such sons are ““heirs of the next generation. ”
no claim. O the other hand it Governmant Conta oplted son, Petitionep could have g (). That adopted sons were meant to be included in  * three lives
:}I:r thﬁ contrary P OSitively contemplated ¢, inclzm.p ated no such distinction, but ’3 and also In “the heirs of the next generation,” is further most strongly
t.ﬂeg ives f?r which the bounty Wasy express] Siom of adopted song alse in the proved by the indisputable fact that the adopted som .of one of
fll.]e to claim the pension of his late fathep yNgI'anted, Petitioner is obviously en. the sons of Bhima Rao, situated
dl'ld ¥ contends that the Igtte, Was really the ;a oW, the humb]e Petitioner respect- i 1G. 0., dated 27th June 1859.No.218 just in the very position of the Peti-
1 contemplate tho succession of an adopted sorsle’l i to "7, that Government % oner, Bas len recognized f by the
7. Thatin proof of this | 2180 to the grant made for three lives ! Madras Government as entitled to succeed to the pension. Srinivasa Rao
. 18 last posit . : one of the sons of Bhima R st
begs considerate attention tq the foll«I))Wl o Petltlc.)ner humbly and most, respectfull ‘r this Sooba Rao is actuall dao’ .%ldopl‘;?d o S’ooba Rao, and ‘?tﬂl
(@). Th g lots of evidence Viz:— d N SIWER Y, Crawing his father’s share of pension.
. © actual, exprogsed terms of . \ | Petitioner entreats Your Lordship to consider how while an adopted
Vernment, 8 of the original grant in 1827 by Go- ‘,,’f' son has been recognized by Government in one branch of the same
(). The Tﬂiteratlon, for intorsn t . {I family, Pet1t10nfar who is just another adopted son in another branch
the Court of Directors f etation of those terms by the Iomorablo i .o.f the,same fal'mly could be refused to be similarly recognized.
(c) Therecogmblonb " n 1842 . ; (4). Petitioner’s adoptive father, took care to solicit the Collector’s formal
family, Tibovernment itgelf of an [adopted son in this very ! # (1). From the Collector of Mad registration |of Petitioner's adoption,
p . oiiector o aqura 101 ]
(d) The recognition 1 G i to the Board of Revenue, dated and t h? ,so}lmtatlm,) ,Was I,nade P T_e 5
inherit hig father éY b0VeI‘nment; of the Petitioner himself as entitled to ‘ ¥ 172{2)1\11?:00;:2%;”; 8:? ,thlé\‘% ]3('15 of sly in view to Letitioner’s succession
. 0 . oard o ; i i
son, > Share of pension, though_Petitioner is an adopted Revenue,dated 30th November 1848, tothe pension. The registration was
(). The v Revenue Department, made by the Collector of Madura
. e View t ) 3) From the Collector of Madur: s i
terms of thaken by the Collector in favor of Petitioner’s claim under the to (u,)e Board of R%vzige:,odat;i prey under the _sanction of the Board of
® grant, a view copcurred in by the Board. January 1849, No. 2. Revenue~vide correspendence § mar-
8. That | (4) Procoedings of the Board of ginglly quoted. It will be observed
. at the P etitioner pegg . . . + Revenue, dated 18th January 1849, L d h
evidence, viz;.. egs, permission to explain each of the bheads of ol . Revenue Department. from this brief correspondence that
( . Petitioner’s late father requested the
). Petitio , . e . it Dot
ner begs attention to the terms of the original grant quoted in C-'ollector to register Petltlonerzs adoption expressly in view to I.)EI
Para. 3 of thig Memorial. It will be observed that G tioner’s succeeding to the pension, that the Collector stated this to
8ranted the bounty in 18"% expressly “for th el. ,,a lf vernment 1 the Board, that the Board fully satisfied themselves of it and sa:id,
© 10t imply the : af expressy “lor three .lives” T 1650 terms s‘under the explanation now furnished, the Board of Revenue authorize
humble Pegigropen o ion o adopted sons. “Three lives,” the the registration of Bhima Rao, (Petitioner) as adopted son of Venkata
38 will be ¢ . ; espectfully contends means, “Three generations” Rao, provided the Collector sees no reason to question the fact of such
subsequently‘Witll‘lrl(-)efc;ated tby " what the Court of Directors said adoptien having been duly and legally performed. ”
ence to this particular cas
ment themselves haye g P eand by what Govern. ().  When the Collector of Madura (in his letter dated 23rd March 1871,

No. 88, embodied in the Board’s Proceedings, dated 2Ist April 1871,
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9. Thus then the ter 1o
did nf)t exclude adopted 5011111: ;Oilfs ie(i'mgmal
of Directors did not exclude such SOJIJH S-
adopted son ag eatitled, in another brancsh, f
very same pension ; and petitioner e ver

sanction of the Board expressly i
father’s share of pension,

* Vide pal.a‘ 3 Of t};
September 1851, Nof3 %3’ C., 18th

unt i X
y of Government to Petit:ioner’s()1 . I(Iil oL Whereas the ori-~

lace in 1 83 grand-father was made ; 189

b bar the csoir-lg before 1851, Moreover the rElesS (;17d

Same family Whl:suance of the self-sameo pension 1o
’ e 3 .

a3 exactly like Pq adoptive father Srecnevassa Rao

of thig Memoria),

titi 3
itioner’s own, ag already explained
The refusa] of Government £

afxother adopted sop
died in 1859, ang

wh
under the head of ocasow

(9) in pary, g
11,

T Proceedingg of
the M
veroment, o adras G
No. g0g,” ted 23rd M 3

ay 1871, Madrag T made by th
| Your LvaeTnme.nt to tho Government of Tndis,
general question, anq Wag ma,d(;r -Shi? Wil fizd that though the reforence
.. 3 ] in 1 ] .
Principle.  Bug thig tho reply of the Governm:z::m:)];er:[s dc'ase’ 1 bore on a sort of
nawy

only stated g
‘ & general
T respectfully submits, cannot subvert or vary

Pringiple, Petitione
rev:
P .eVlou's grant. If the grant in the

the express conditiong of ,,

ely a reiteration
' Board’s Stang-
Pensions granted hereditari]y’
s.umlar grants conferred foryq,
dia been ma(dg acquainted Witl‘l

Petitioner's case was °

TR 2.

5

of the Petitioner’s case, that Government would not

all the particular circumstances
a distinet promise that was made, and the distinct

have arrested the fulfilment of
hope held nut to continue the pension to the third life, that is to the Petitioner.

12. The humble Petitioner begs respectfully to represent that it was entirely in
reference to that promise and hope, that Petitioner was given iz adoption to his late
father and Government Pensioner, Venkata Rao. Again, as Pctitioner’s father was
fully led to reckon upon the continuation of the pension after himself, he did not
make that provision for bis wife, and ( Detitioner ) his son, that he would otherwise
have made. Your Lordship will thus be pleased to observe that the whole plan of
life of Pctitioner’s father was buils upon the prospect of the pension being continued
after him. A sudden and unexpected interruption of the pension upon his death can-
not, but therefore plunge Potitioner and the whole family into deep distress, all the
deeper because by no meaus foreseen.

13. If Your Lordship will condescend to have the whole of the papers connect-
ed with Petitioner’s unfortunato case carefully examined, it will doubtless be found
that Government is under a moral obligation to continue the pension, an obligation
which the humble Petitioner is confident, Government will never repudiate however
large the amount may be, but the amount is only 87% Rupees, and continuable only
for Petitioner’s life, who is already upwards of 49 years of age.

14. 1Itistrue that the Petitioner was for certain family reasons not much in
favor with his father in the latter part of his life, (but not with his adoptive nother,)
and it was therefore that Petitioner’s father requested the Government to divert a
portion of the pension for the maintenance of his wife instead of granting the whole
to Petitioner. Two cases lay before the Government, namely, either to comply with
this request, or to refuse it and to continue the whole pension to Petitioner as rcpre-
senting the third and last life. But to the Pctitioner’s greatest misfortune Government
have been led into a third and unexpected course, viz, a total withdrawal of the pension.

If neither the wife nor the son is to get it, the greatest and most unexpected
hardship would be the consequence.

15. The Petitioner would respectfully lay before Your Lordship the circums-
tances, that fully relying on the promised pension for the third life to fall back upon
for Petitioner and Petitioner’s adoptive mother, Petitioner’s father ventured into
several speculations which involved great risk and were otherwise inadvisable, such
speculations as laying out large funds and even contracting debts, for the conduct of
Suits, for which, if successful Suitors promised to pay handsomely. These proved a
failure, and Petitioner would leave Your Lordship to imagine the distress Petitioner
and large family consisting of 16 souls, must be thrown into, if the promised pension
is discontinued.

16. Petitioner would further respectfully add that it was because Petitioner
had protested against such speculations, and because he tried his utmost to persuade
his father not to remove from Petitioner at Madura to Dindigul, where he was likely
to be again involved in transactions, from which Petitioner Lad extricated him with
great difficulty, that some ill-feeling arose which resulted in the request for the parti-
tion of the pension, when subsequently DPetitioner was soon restored to his father’s
good graces, and that father intended to withdraw the request he had preferred, he

fell sick ; and to the Petitioner’s misfortune died in December 1871.

17.  Petiticnor aud his old ( adoptive ) mother were on the best of
terms and living with the Detitioner since his father’s death; and she died
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e s pr‘OOE - "iptive) 0ther’s perfoqy ACquicseence iy this, she g ]
attached hep Signature to t)g Memorial, + hich 1aq ¢ also |
. a8 repr
Board in October 1876, Presented to the ITonorable |
1

’s case are in ;
. e Memorial to you, Lordship with '
’ ship Wil be 8raciously pleaseq to take the

. eration, an] dipect to the :
grants of Petlm'oner"s hump) ,

while fully Conscious of e fact thay

as will be in the Post-Scm'pt they hag grante

General ip Counej] followeq t
Petitioner Submitt

)
d 2 pension toan adopted son  gmr |
The Governor.

€xamp] A
20, Tho Py LML i 157, ' 1 Madras Govermegont when tho !
A e t- . . ¢
Fully hegs o . etitioner herein encloses gy Papers A anq p hich 1 t-
g ©8ent back ¢, him A0d B which Le most respec
2l. In conelusion, pegs,:

Connecteq after taking into gue consideration . ,
the kindnegy ¢, direct thg py | o ith Petitioners case, Your Lordship will have
continueq 4, Petis: DOV-ernment that the bension of his late father's

5 In pursyape, of th Pursuance of g, €Xpress terms of the origi-

Técognition of these terms by the

of Revenye and Collector ; in pursuance of
A 3 similay ca

e Pension ; and jp

.0 8wde of 4, British g
® thi gregt, Enmpire,

Seto Petitioner’s in connection |
Pursuance of the great policy of
Overnment, and what has given :

S Your Lordship’s Petitioner as in duty bound,
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: j The Luwsuble e morind of C. Bunia Ruo, now
T ! vesiding in No. 89, Miut Street, Blocl
! -
] Town, Madras.
}
AMav 1 Peesse Your Lorosmie 1y Couxcit,
! . I, the Meworialist, is one of the grandsons of one of the mest faithfu
; Servants of Governmont, Bhima Rao, whose sorvices vere 50 weil appreciatod that
. - STy S LI y
‘ “asa preper reward for the leng, realous azd henast dizcharge of the
’ : ardusus and reaponsitle dutios eonfled to Lim,)” a shrotriam was grduted to
him tenable for three lives.
. g Fide G, O. No. 739, dated 5-10-27, The Pedigree is as follows
‘ , Blina Rao—Originel Grantee,
) . f (st ife) *

:b.ﬁx&,,mui.nu.—‘*

Q-0
L ({ - A "
1 Tt g o0 st | ~
.- s o
o - N - .
S te g -5 e & e
T erm——

. [ .

————— T T T L

: \ Srinivasn no Verkata Ruo Sama Dao Govinda Dao
! 2ad lige. 2ad lipe, . Qud g, Sad 1ife.
]
: 1 Subba Nao Bl Tao Rajoram Rao Bhima Ruo
| 3 lifo, Ilcmoriatiat ded Iifoe drd life,
, i aSrd e, drceased and
: i * Leneo extinet,
fj . . s e
For the ond Iife, thy grant was divided amons tha four sons of the
- Oriminal Grantee and in {he srd life, onoe of the branches, ris, tho 8pd or Sama
-y NP : . . , .
,“: . , | Rao’s branch heeamo extnet by the demise of the 8rd life holder.
t v *
_ | It would thus he expcted that in the natural courso of thiners the other
11 » 1 . . o . - ”~
three branches are still conlinuing to cnjoy the bounty of Government conforred
' / on them 70 (thres score aned ten) years ago,
Rl
\ ) T L T T
AR SN e Ao The ITaoyominlict's zad story.—Dut most unfortunately for me, the
conrae of tho 2nl bran-y, viz., Venkata Nao’s Lrinch was obstructed and it was
/ preventod from ranain r down 1o mo in the national courso of thinos, whil.
' . corarda i1y Tuf o S N . . : . . . * .
,) » | a4 re g(u('l.,_f,. v st :L.l(I bl Lranches, the graut 13 stil] being enjoyed by the Srd lifa
holders Tike my. olf.
rs

I S [ - Al N ’ y
3 Covo ef : 27 ond riry—Why I alono should be doprived of

whilo my consiav in the 1ot and 4th branches ave still in enjoyment of
ties of Govervomoent, may best be seen from Hnelosure A boing

n

In short the canse wes that bolsro the

my dues
the boun.
a printod memerja).
grant cevolved en ma in the naturg]
courso of succession, i.e., befsze the time fp the commoncoment of the 3rd

S
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life arrived or before the demise of the 2nd Iife bolder,
& reference in regard to the 3rd life i
edin my being deprived of my dues.

It is irrelevant and disgusting too,

Iam afraid, to entep Into the details
of the occasion for such premature reference

4. Result of the reference—The result v
2-10-71, my father was informed

“dered by the Supreme Governm
“in the pension granted to Bhi

as that in G. O No: 1720, dated
that  his adopted son (4.e., myself) is not consi-

ent to have any claim to succeed to an interest
ma  Rao and hig descendants.”

This order is based on the

principle enunciateq in the Government, of
[ndia order, dated 2nd October 1871

5. Grounds of pres _
order be reconsidered.

I am aware that considerable tim
done to me. My father, 1. e., the 2nd life
was negatived in endorsement No, 4366 A

But at the same time I have

full hopes that the mos
British Government does not stand on

technical flaws gue
so forth, when substantial Justice has suffered.

b just and benign
h as lapse of time and

Issue—Now the main question for consideration ig
the principles of succession cnunciated in the Gove
2-10-71, my grandfather Bhima Rao’s grant w
natural course of succession, descend to an adopted

whether according to
rnment of India order, dated
as one which could,
son.

in the

It will be scen that it is one such, from the fact that t]

10 grant was gpe
Vide the G. 0. No., duted 11-10-87.

of lands.

It hag actually been held as such in the ¢

ase of the' 1st branch, Subi)a “
Rao being also an adopted son like

myself and he is still enjoying the pension,
6. Adoption—There is no question at all about the factum of adoption, Tt
is never disputed and it hag heen registered.  Vide the list of adoptions registered

In pursuance to the Notification of Government of India, dateq 16-3-46, pub-
lished in the Fore St George Gazette, dated 5-6-40, page 545,

I leave it to Your Gracious Lordsh;
should be a difference between the 1st
why the 2nd branch should be governed
governs the 1st branch.

7. Misericordinm—It will thus be scen t];

I am entitled to the grant as 3rd life holder,

P to see and consider why there
and 2nd branches of the sa

. by a principle different from that which

!

ateven as a mattep of right,

Granting for argument’s sake only that I am not entitled to it g4
of right, T pray that ag 5 matte

a matter
rof grace at least the
Cases and for Spesi

proviso that in Special
¥ be respected as enunciated in the
and the same be applied to my case and

sial Reasons, adoptions ma
order quoted zbove,

Government of India

me grant and ig R

~ &

b
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. . . ; of arrearg
the grant of my branch of the pension be sanctioned for paymeig: if };ZZ Majesty's
too, at least from the memorable auspicious day of H"?r Moslt. hr:];}; randson of
Diamond Jubilee in considcration of the utter poverty into whic g

ivation of
Her Most Gracioug Majesty’s old faithful servants has fallen by the deprivatio
his dues,

Lord-

8. Pl‘a,yer—Under these circumstances I earnestly pr.ajlf télaff;rng; e

Sbip will be gracious enough to place this my humble m}elmoiftxs,ofethab spicions
Gracious Majesty the Queen-Empress of India for one of the gi

. i 1 servants
day ang thus do justice to one of the representatives of the most faithfu .
of Government,

For this act of Justice and Grace, I shall ever pray, etc.

NS 7

2nd June, 1897.

T ae i *

e -
> ‘
P

e

Ve i 5

a e e

X by e et i

o Medry Sty

R i SR S



	Copy_of_Image00019
	Copy_of_Image00020
	Copy_of_Image00021
	Copy_of_Image00022
	Copy_of_Image00023
	Copy_of_Image00024
	Copy_of_Image00025
	Copy_of_Image00026

