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In the Court of the Subordinate Judge at Cocanada,
Twesday, the 4th day,of December, 1894,
Present: m R. B, K. Krishna Rao Avergal.

_ Orieinar Suvit No. 19 of 1892.

thirwé.da, Venlsatré.b"'a minor, by his mother and Next-Friend
v amma, represented by her Muktyar Patri- Plaintiff
Venkata FARIRARDN . L e F

Versus

1. The 8§ ecretary of State for India in Councll by the Collector )

f £ a = o . . . . . . . . .
_of Godavari ' Defendants.

[

2. The i’resident of th'e Taluq Board, Narsapur (Supplemental) J

This suit coming on for hearmg, the Court dehvered the foﬂowmg-—-

T udgment :  This is a suit for the recovery of certain lands measuring
93 acres and 79 cents, situated at Peda.patnam, Appanapalh, Paserlapudl, and.
Paserlapudl lanka, together with a building at Rajolu, fruit-trees &e., the whole_
being valued at Rs. 1,918,  Plaintiff also seeks to recover Rs. 782.0n account of
mesne profits for the lands at Pa.sarlapudJ and Pasar!apudl-lanéka for - the year.s
1890 and 1891. « i :

2. Itis set forth in the plamt that the plamt property belongs to, and was
in the enjoyment of, the Plaintiff’s family from the time of his grandfather
Venkanna Pantulu, and that the Ist Defendant wrongfully took possessxon of it
in February 1891 under the pretext-that the property had been aoqmmd by
Venkanna for the estabhshment of a chtmli;rjyr at Rajolu. .
Plaintiff that the property was not acqmﬁad wp;tb‘ |

; ms_s apcoa:d‘mgl

3

, ;be n maintained
as such; that the plaint lands are an endowment to the chouikry and the i ineome
thereof has heen spent for. feedmg travellers and for other ‘purposes of the v
~ that the PIamt:ﬁ" is estopped from claxmmg the choultry and’ thetlﬁnds as. ‘sprwa
 property, and that the mesne proﬁts claimed are xpcorrect and not recovrarable

5. The issues settled. by my predecessor arg:— . s
I.  Whether the house and the Jands sued fm: a.re the pnvase property
of the Plamtrﬁ' 's gmndfalher or whether they fnrm the chonltry
at Rajolu and its endowments, i e
II How were the properhes dealt w:.th a.n__d enjayed démg tisg:hfe-nme
of the Plamtxﬁ' s grandfather and aﬂm&h&s death? -




SR
IIT. T there any caus
IV. Is the suit had fo
V. Is the sujt barred
VI. Is the Plaintifr estopped froy
Private Properties ?

6. The facts of this case ape simple,
Médhva Brahmin, was Tahsilday of Narsapy
about 20 yearg ag0.  Rajolu is g Deputy T
Venkanna acquired g building-site a4 Rajoly

and Paserlapu(li-lanka, in the name of his
Rau, and certain ot

Bhuvanagiri N

€ of action agai 8

A

n clalmmg the suit propm‘dies as his

One Dharwada vV

r Taluq in the Go
ahsilday’g Station

enkanng Pantuly, a
davari District until
in the same T

aluq.
landg at Pasey]

apudi

rasimhacharya.
above referred to, and,

eding A0y numbey of
Sort thither, During the yeay (1875-76)
Némévali Narasimhé,chéri 0
with his family, provideq fo
It is not disputed that Venkanna was
ment, and it is clear that the bulk a¢ |
and Paserlapudi-lanka, was used
N. Narasimhdchéri and his family,
simhdchéri and 5 maid

Servant,
Venkanna from other sources,

named
an, together
the building.,
the estahligh.

; month, gpq this m
od for the Brahmiy tra

vellers wh halteq i,
Providing for a1 the

€Xxpenses ip
€ast of the profits

of the lands

ago he rented the buildin
tually shut up the building,
8. It is said that Mr. Syed Ali,

a Deputy CoHector, Was preventeq 50r¢
years ago from using the building anq holding his Jamabang; there, i
to have led to the institution of i

In question. The Revenue D
cert i

sole heir. The Collector (1st Defendant)
properties to the President of the Taluq B
suit is brought on behalf of the minor for recovery of possession
perties, with mesne profits,

9. Now the first questi

_— 3 -

% f Venkanna’s transferrors Krishna Drvaipdyana
ﬁme il Venkan‘:a i:ir ;l:r:(;inm;;c;gl‘;:lk:nd do not make any mention of the
Réu and Bh'udvat:hi speak of Venkanna as the ‘Dharmalfarta. . e
Choultfy’.@l ? 4 to the Plaintiff’s oral evidence, his 1st witness K, building
i Tul‘m‘;g 'noz:V retired Tahsildar of Narsapur, _He g tlII; du'lCIZII‘Ii
Narasanna I?agtu ¢ lshoultr_y dedicated to the public; that when he “tas e ite to
in question is np§ a ; Tahsildar Sheshayya Pantulu made the thngss v:n s
of the Taluq, the th‘?n ‘houltl‘y could be included in the:' Rex.fenue accoun ; anl
Venkanna whe_thP:r t.e tc on, and that Venkanna did not give his consel.lt, and o J;’
FU R O o péint. s $ueds s a Midhva Brahmin, an =
said he Would)(l:onmderhi:o es eﬁf was Tahsildar, he would have interfered for ta mogt'
that in 1878, when he 'lfn'lt, were a public choultry, for even then il nnd
charge of the building, : lt howév’er, know anything of the landt.i 1n question, a ;
fed. This witnés{" doe; g ﬁoulﬁr'y was not dedicated to the pubhc,. he only mea':s
delioits That i‘nts:y:‘liidt;; to the Local Fund Board, and that during Venkanna
t it was not ha it the cHoultiy freely. ;
E:Ze travellers uSé‘} to I’Od!’g; ; l:;,z::s;l::lﬁr‘);{émagna Pantulu, the retired . Tahs}ldﬂz
12. The f"-lf;";?lﬁ"s,fzaga;pamrﬁ District.  He says that the choultry ‘Yﬁas n}f :
of Narisipstam  in 'th? but was under Venkanna’s ‘0wn'c’o'ntrol;‘ and th?‘tA w e:ll*“ e
dedicated to the ‘puch ’nkann'a to set apart some land ‘permalient_iy “fm' the fee llfli
S s o, 16k s Wl o o i S b )
s ot gyl death, the question whether the charity shou :
afford to do it, and l; be decided according to the circumstan'ﬂ esl. o,f the t;m? and’
e ;ou ing. This witness is the uncle of the Plamtfﬂ'smmo_‘?hie"l; ”‘ODW
i WiSh. Ofl‘ hlso(; ;f: Pi:intiﬁ' 's next-friend’s: Muktyar, and says he does not kn
alzzge:;t;l-bzwwhat means Venkahuaac;“i;edbml;ilgzﬁstates thint i reiets, of tho
13. The Phintiff’s 2ad Witness's ;w: urposes. He is a distant relation of
o P o Wt s e e A sl i
defence evfiii':;}i??;;;oel; ﬁz{:m Y. Gangaiya WM e _n?g? eamobt:m:{ifli L
14-' t lands at Paserlapudi by"wkiﬂs’ OHheﬁHﬂgem e a Tahsildar,
the plain Sn i with cliliies. Ido nOt'_ti‘lﬂﬁ et ﬁaza sthu,ﬁ
becalgsgbehe i::l:at way. This witness is contradicted e sl
:: l;ignedg on the 6th September 1888.

refer to the 2nd Defendant’s evide e et i
¢ . I may now re&r to t St , g S ‘L' Ry ‘:.‘ e p “far ﬁg a i
onSic]iesr the case about the plaint building. That it b
c

2 R B RAL S s £t e Ia.dtiﬁ’s
'’ is not denied. The'site'dfiit e “q red mﬁhe ??&::Z:,P n:l“w‘hb o
s Dvsipéyasa Ré who was u depondeat of bt e
i Yntness bttt -’f’dr’ the erection of a choultry for shighlise RERE Ry
says it was 3 S e -
. : | imil peodle oF e Tald i i hdbe:
i :::r erecting the building, several Pgople‘of fhe ‘T;‘ﬂuqhse?m toﬂ n;endén'(i
T s in coin or in kind. The construction was oy i Exhibits
contmbut;‘mce witnesses Ponndda Sixbbarﬁyudu‘(gee h?'sevvﬁiafl‘ce s S
ofth;Ide I‘}‘; and IId). This witness himself supplied five -911'1 . 8‘;& : g The
Ibb, @, i it iy ick: and stimber forthﬁ ‘choul Iy : o
ence 4th witness carted bricks ent a paiv of bullocks.  The 7th witness
:'ﬂ:e iiff;?cmed bricks gratis. The 6th lent a pair of bullocks. Tg‘z% e
w ; . ~Hed2palmyr&h‘ees},-' 7 s 1 ’
tiles. The 10th witness SHhphod i daye O vilhie Munsif save a
SR et s i o16t withess says iho vilage Mans gt
gave 30,000 or 40, ' ST .

donation of Rs, 25 towards the building. The ~3§nd mmw ,;,-‘_;T
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17.  As to the Paserlapudi ang P

. aserlapudi-lank
villagers Consented to the

a lands, it is shown that tge
grant of them to Venkann

a because Venkanng said he
wanted them for the Maintenance of the choultry, Krishna Dvaipayana, Rau in
o « <

g]]:llose name the L“tll'ds were first obtained also says the lands wepe acqui®d for the
Ionit:gl-l;nz;s 1];;2 t‘}illlt‘s: 1(131'5'} of P.aserlapud% and Paserlapudi-lanka represented gq
choiltry With thei, ¢ "‘ G ands in thoge villages wepe granted to Venkanna for the
not he complie( \VitlfOKtsel];: an'd .that Venkanna’s Darkhast for more lands shoyld
Doty e th(bf?(? JXl?'ublt.s IV and v), This assertion Was noted by the
defence Witnesses [ 9 egtlm’e’ 5 hl:j Order XIIL. The same fact is proved by the
oW more ﬁwomble, t:)’ th, lﬁla.nd'm, The Lst of these witnesses E. Veakaiya is
his owy Statement Vg ; e hf“-utlﬂ‘ t}%an. ‘4% defence, bug et contradicted. by
the two Jangs under Ve“; 4 Ic,h i distinetly saig in 1888 that he Was managing
shitotieat e akanna’s opderg fo the maintenance of the choultry, That

0nsistent wit illagers” W
Ve h the Villagers’ Mahazays VI and VIIT of the same

.adlmttedly Written by Venkanna to the Defendant’s 1st
1ya aboye referred

P Vot o to have heen put in.  This Venkaiya
08 1n charge of ¢, Paserlapudi ang Paserlapudi-lanka lands,
Iz, and II, Venkannga asked E, Venkaiya from time to

erlapudi ang Paserlapudi-lanka lands, because
try (satram) i
anager of the choult

ands of the choultry we

Narasimp ik
acharly, the y,

or becayge the vy, wanted money for expenses there,

re of a pressing character.,
I account submitted by E. Venkaiya to
res; though for some unexplained reason

The account
i and Paserlapudi-lanka lands were almost

It is true there are a very few items [.eg.
) M8 19 showing expenditure for “your (Venkanna’s) own
Pt‘obably these items were more than repaid by Venkanna to the
3 even the whole Produce of the two lands would be insufficient for the

nty,  As the accounts stand, the special words
y accentuate the

» Rs, 48,
PUI‘poses”],

ChOuItry,

“for your own
fact that the rents of the lands were meant to he

aud that the expenses in the choultry could alone

us clear to

materialg

Y mind that the choultry was erected partly by means
during the life of Venks

obtained with the avowed purpose of building it, that
the J, ha and for some years afterwards, it was appropriate'd for
onefit of the Public who yged j¢ according to their respective castes, Midhva
and other Brahyins being fed inside the choultry, other caste Hindus being allowed
to cook their fooq there, angd T people being given the use of the outer pial
~&e.; that the Pase;'lapudi and Paserlapudi-lanka lands were also acquired with the
onsent of the People of those villages, who agreed to the grant simply because the
nds wepe Promised to hg ygaq for the choultry, and that practically the produce
of the saiq lands wag employed for the maintenance of the choultry until Venkanna's
deat ’ ‘though. Venkanna no doubt supplémented the snbscriptions towards the

_ !)uilding, and wag Supplementing the income from the said lands, by monies belong-
o g to himself,

21- The a‘bﬁve rema

: rks do not however apply to the P edapatnam and Appana-
palli Jangs, It '

18 not shown that the acquisition of these lands was made with the

[eed

TS

o s

R

i i it i

- and the Plaintiff’s next-friend was probably not aware of the exact mngemgm}s

—_— 5 -

3 d object of using the produce for the choultry. Some of .tl.le villagers, stated
.§§a‘§‘we li d lanted cocoanut plants on the properties (see Exhibit IX). But they
.\@: th?)’ : hP dispute arose. Of the defence witnesses on this point, the 12th, 13th

ey 90"‘1&?1: . nl phearsay evidence and know nothing about the application of the

e g’ll‘vl?eol‘i{h witness says the villagers assisted in planting cocoanut plants on
: 5::(11::2; but does not know why the land s wanted !oy Venkanna. T.I(;e 17t:1,

18th 20t’h and 25th witnesses are village officials, and give very vague t:v;i enc:ha:

the e,ﬂ'ect that some villagers gave the lands to Venkanna on the unders n-d ng :
to be used for the choultry. In the absence of documentary evidence to

e W;re nt or the appropriation of the income of the lands for the choulfsry, I

(I::Z:itt eestill:ish any connection between the choultry and the Appanapalli and

ands. G .

Pedag;fna;]lvlen as to the choultry-building and the Paserlapudi an.d P.a.serI:putc]l:-

lanka lands, the Plaintiff’s Vakil says that there. l'w.s been no fle(E?;:o?a Sto cas:

public, and he quotes Mayne’s Hindu Law, 5th edition, para 3?7 : ; e b

“arises where the founder applies his own’ property- to the creation o .:. Il)?g:nd, i

“any other religious or charitable foundation, keeping the pro?erty itse b; s

“control over it, absolutely in his own h?ndg. A co.mmumt'y b i;r ely

“benefited by this arrangement, so long as it lagt?, but its epnnn?ance kxs o thi

“at his own pleasure. It is like a private chapel in a gefxtlemang pgrt 7,'t e

“fact that the public have been permitted to resoit to 1!:t WI.H not vaenh its o %

“closed or pulled down, provided there has beez; no dgd}catlop of ‘17t tohf o, fll:e Si;e :

Now this passage can have no application to the preseni_;;cs‘me because delje g5t

of the choultry and the Paserlapudi and Paserlapudx-lan}m la.m S were

Venkanna'’s own, and the choultry was not wholl:y e’f'ectedi \.mth hls. O\Imt.mo:'e):l.

The villagers assisted, by contributions or otherW}se, in »gcx"eatmg the u:;@u;pns ; :
forming the endowment, and Venkanna who qbtamed the grantsand ¢ Dn; u:ix; B y
the representation that they would be used for .the eho ult ykepthxs azm : o _,‘ﬂg
his life. The mere fact that he was exerg'i.smg eontml over the 11 of t
choultry and supplementing any c_ieﬁ@iengy{ in the "*_}id{em,w{and that he
leave any document indicating transfer of %hg centro!
to misappropriate the building or the hndfs expresal
to put the same to uses which are “no.i;‘ Iegxnmam
alive, would, I think, be estopped I.)y :'h‘ISr"QWp‘? rép
properties to his own use. His heirs cgnn“-qtl b‘g’.m

22. 1 therefore find, with reféranee ta «Ig
building and the lands at Paserlapudii af:ﬁ‘d: Pas

at Rajolu and its endowment, that they wgrfa;t_xged | .
the Plaintiff is estopped from ciaimmg:ifhe}n aslnso i P e

erties, I hold that they are the Plaintiff’s T bt

. 23 ’As to Issue ITI, T cannot say the 1st Defen&anjtfsmc}_gs’x_pn‘ n? f;hgfmﬁw :
was unj;xstiﬁable. He is the authority who first dispossessed the Plaintiff s family,

nts in relation to the plaint property. aE
betwe.?in th;ss]:: ;};g Z?h?::‘:[::tf notice pleaded by the 2nd Defendant IS,I ?hiﬁki :
not fata‘l to this suit. The claim is not for compenbatidp ; Qr damages w;;::f?::
meaning of Section 156 of the Local Board’s Act, and ‘ngi :potxce_ :asn e |
necessary (see I. L. R. 6 Cale. 8, 6 Bom. 580, 16 Mad296,317 ra 47 z,'wm ;
moreover the 2nd Defendant was made a party aftgr suit, , ‘tﬁifpfamﬁon, 33 M
of notice seems to be unsustainable (L L. R. 9 Cale, 271), L

ks .




25. Issue V. The the Pedapatnam ang Appanapé,ﬁ
lands is not barred by Limitati , his di i g
taken place more than 19

26. The result is
with mesne profits at the

years before suit,

that Plaintif will recover Possession of those *two lands,
rate to be determined in execution, from the date of syijt.
for the usual period.  The regt of the claim is dismissed, A the ‘Plaintiff jg 5
minor, as the choultry would never have come into existence hut for the exertions
and donations of the Plaintiff’ i

» I make no order as to costs
27. Prawvrier’s Exnprrs,
A.  Sale-deed executed by Bhuvanagiri Narisimhéché,rya to Plaintiff’s
grand father Dharwada Venkanna Pantuly op 18th Decembey
1868.
B. Puttah granted by the Revenue Department ¢, Plaintify’s father
Sheshagiri Ray in 1870.
Bi. Puttahgranted by the Revenue Department to Plaintiff'g father in
1870. :
B2. Puttah granted by the Revenue Department to Venkanpg Pantuly
In 1869,
Bs,

B4 Puttah granted by the Revenu
simhacharya, in 1869,

Bs. Puttah granted by the Revenue Department to Sheshagiri Rau in
1870.

Bs.  Puttah granted by the Revenye Department to Sheshagiri Ray in
1877,

B7. Puttah granted by the Revenye Department to Sheshagiri Rau in
1885.

Bs. Puttah granted by the Rev
simhacharya, in 1869.
Bo.  Puttah granted by the Re

venue Departmen,tt
Rau, Defendantg’

15th witnesg in 1869. :
Bu. Puttah granted by the Revenye Department to Dharwada Venkanna
Pantuly in 1877,

C. Letter from Erramilli Venkaiya, defence 1st witness, to Venkanna
Pantulu, dated 23rd August 1879,

C1. Kadapa executed by Erramilli V

Venkanna Pantuly on 15th July 1872,

C2. Kadapa executed by Erramilli Venkai_ya to ,Sheshagiri‘Rau, Plaintiff’s
father, on 8th November 1875.

@ Kadapa executed by Brramilli Venkaiya to Sheshagiri Rau on sth
Vaisakha Bahula, Iswara year

C4 Kadapa executed by Erramilli Verikaiya and a.ndt,.her o Shesha girk
Rau on 3rd Vaisakha Bahula,

Iswara year,
Cs.  Kadapa executed by Erramilli Ven
July 1874,

0 Krishna Dvaipayana

e@kaiya :Qnd ﬁnother to Dbﬁ-rwada:‘.‘ij

kaiya to Venkanna Pantuly on 3y

B o

Cs. i Letter from Erramilli Venkaiya and another to 'Venkanna Pantulu,
11 3 G g ‘
19th July 1872. ‘ ‘T
C staf):?:ieclitedl‘by}TEmmﬂH Venkaiya and another to Venkanna
» T 3 : :
4 Pantulu on 12th August 1873. : i ‘
Cs Kadap: executed by ‘Erramilli Venkaiya to Venkanna Pantulu on
. 10th July 1873. ,
‘DeFeNDANTS' Exiirerrs. L .
i I Letter from Venkanna Pantulu to Erramilli Venkaiya, dated 22nd
| v ber. | : A e - gwi £ ;
I Lette?efif; Venkanna Pantulu to Erramilli Venkaiya, dated 7th
o i 5 L
bruary 1874. . CU R i
Ib Lettefefr::r‘?Veﬂhnﬂa ‘Pantulu to Erramilli Venbxya, dated 4
' vt A R e
Xc:d Letheljz:;l Venkanna aﬁﬁéw& toim'm o lh'V:z:my:
Is. 'Letter from Venkanna Pantulu to Emmiﬂl Vw:ly -.a e
lo. Letter from Vonkansa Pantulu to Ersamili Venkaiya, dated 100
July 1871 & v i
If. ,Letter:from»veqkaah? Ifantuinuto i e
Ig. Letter from Venkanna ’Pﬂﬁulu ¢
Ih.  Letter from Venknnna Pantulu to
: February ~13Nv

Novoudbee ALE

i L’ett&r fron ’Véﬁ

Letter from Venkan
| Machgrs. -
 Letier from Venkanna Pantul

I, Letter from Vonkanna Pantuly to Ertani
L algdmss e
Iwo. Letter from Venkanna Pantulu to
June 1874, -

Iz. Letter from Venkamna Pantuly to
| March 1874,




it g AR

Iz. Letter from Venkanna Pant
February 1874,
Taa. Letter from Venkanna Panty
February 1873,
I6b.  Letter from Venkanna Pantyly to Ponnada Subbarayudu, dated 18th
January 1866,

Icc. Letter from Venkanns, Pa

t]

Iu to Pochiraju Brahmanna, alated 25th

II. Letter from Venkanng p
ITa. Letter from Venkann
December 1865,

I, Lettey from Venkanna Py

antulu to Ep

ramillj Venkaiya,
a Pantulu to Pg

nnada Subbarayudu, dated 19th

Ile. Letter from Venk

anna Pantuly to Ponnada Subbarayudy dated 21st
August,
Hd.. Letter. from Venkanna Pangyy, to Ponnada Subbarayudy dated 30th
May 1866.
III.  Chitta

showing the pece;
IV. “Arzi from the ryots ang villa

puty Collector, N
dated 29th October 1873.

arsapur,
VL Mahazar from the

yots of Paserlapudi ¢,
Sivakodu Division

Wil Kaifeyat (st

VIII. Statement g

IX. Statement showing the Jands of She
Patnam, dated 11t} December 1888.

he Collector, Godavari, to the De
pur, dated 26th Octohey 1888,
Copy of Proceedings of the B
to take possession of the suit Property,
XII. Letter from the Collector, Godavari, to the
pur, dated 28th January 1889,

XIII.  Takid (order) from the Deputy Collectoy

y Narsapur to the Tahsildar,
Narsapur Taluk, dated 5tp February 1874,

Pramnrrg's WITNESSES,
antuly, 4

puty Collector, Narsa-
XI.

ring the Collector
dated 22nq January 1891.

Deputy Collector, Narsa-

[ 3

29,

1. K. Venkata Narasanna P
2. K. Srinivasa Rau,
3. Nookala Subbarayuduy,

- Nadunuri Subbarayudu.
5. A. Ramanna Pantulu.

6. E. Gangaiya.

30, 2Np DEerENDANT'S WITNESSES.

4. A. Venkanna.
5. A. Subbanna,

1. Erramilli Venkaiya,
b I Sambanna.
3. B, Tataiya,

3

K. Adindrdyudu.
. V. Ammanna.

20. V. Venkaiya.
21. K. Sasoo Rau.

(o]

¢ 22. A.Ramarazu .
9 P Bl-xanurt!.lu;a}; u . 23. D. Mrutyanjayudu.
10. 1’;: :l:;:;z: Sl 24. A. Krishnam Razu.
11. P. Su 355 : :
12. A. Peda Venkata Reddi. 25. E (E::E::;:na.
13. T. Venkata Swami. 2?' D. P
14. K. Narayana Swami. 27, P. 5 l}))barayudu.
B e zg P. N:rasarazu
§ S‘i‘esll::ﬁ:;n uI({iil.L 30. P. Peda Subbarayudu.
b Gen azuy : - 31. K. Lingarazu.
5 ey 33.  Ch. China Subbaraza, g
LY, . Nag .
Pronounced in open Court, this 4th day of December 1894, VZ ' M /a
. ot o /L
{Vf;;nﬁ A ke

Subordinate Judge.

A iln hon

foi—




A B

| | - 3 hoonne Al S i EH s 0 oo

oy hemr o f o [;MD Bt

| Z M 7 vl

N




¥ fadiiga Koo o Lobe 7y A oo Bocdecnd:

& : R




e N g sas 0 B
- s ,!l-v g - 2
— e ARSI U REINTS _—t
- “
— =
e o it S gt 2 I kT":i
S =g _’/

J

: /utf/b.afw@% o&,,u{’/%[&y ke ‘,
eyt 0 bt il B
lisiog Pnsgofrfhe g Yo yeaes B Ll iy,
Zx @ﬁ%oﬁ man() o et
o R R\ ,

S dls btz LY o

v - Jmmw«‘da s - @W
AR T 7 ,
%’"(‘mﬂ() Aﬂ% {d,ua /ddn@l KMX)M/W
b ey s Aol 2 nfen ol Do raes

.
-

Hyanishy 2OV e plry

Lo Clontli 00 il 432
/:.M Al @/zm,, > “’;/{”‘“’;“JA m’“
plicbe alyt B loi gt JEI
cly 7 M;Z;i‘z% Vo Bt RER TN e

O Mo pahodagls. aed floo PR

g
2
2h
.ot
gt
5
e

&3

s o "
RS S e




.
“

.

:‘ e 'S
%
. 3
- .
L4 !
& -
N o
t & -4
. A4 N
-
2 5
NS SR e
5 -
\.
Tign i
>
i\
3 y L
: 1.9
o b
4.
g »
& i :
Gl AR
A L ¥
Qn
\ 5
RE
; ¢ i

3 % %
¥ B
§ A
%
3 " %
=3
‘.I
| 3 1
& { »
3 p W
NS/
" A
i
g -~ A i
) 7 e
|7 i ‘
A 1
o S |
L4
{1V
. [t
SASTSY e b ¢
g oL

b,




R lo3e W/W/%
M,Mp{,w ﬁ'%() lfdﬂ /4/ (/dw o’z/i"’ J{(,(_)MW

W /&Wﬂﬂﬂmpwﬁé /@W

(eile Lo foA—

'b‘:
t ‘1§ s
g N
T
e
o ks
g ¥
o i 1
g I
{
:
3. :
P
2 "
.
: 7 g I..l
< E
A
W e
i i
1
4 N
% 3
\
;]
H
\§
7%
!
?‘.\
4] =

: \;f\_'k’) iy

Loa"d of € )411&\

‘
Ay \
\ % 3

| g A .\"
. ke, SNE YUY SEE Nt N

N ?\\
.\ } .
Jee ‘1\‘ N e g

Xvan) Vo ! ]!(c,[cs\l"rchuf \ R BBt st
] boanl ‘%"‘ /‘“‘3::-~=_J~\ ,

;|

R T e W

cs’&. '; o

veR Y & o)
W% o vZ/g. / Ke / ‘Q, ﬁt’”’“"‘“"‘““‘ﬁ};%
TR ’ ﬁ\sa‘” 39\} oN s o A 5

e
N ¢7 Lu le.?czf(" ¢ Z),w ( s LN
KT LRy N i \g
o VJJ\\ fb\:(“;{/’/aa"miv"

R AQ( L ?4 sutsid. P;;/ ,E,m,@
PapeeT :ru.lum-,aeu 0 s i

CML"ZHy /Ac'/ hr@(% < %2

(usl((

t\l

\\(»:u
\:‘*.. A !3‘\3‘\“ z :

5 H‘M B Ldgpvada, f;@ &»m
NN E A //
AL f“w’ EET AR S r%m/
A s ¥ e
/ ok ?’b'amm&uréw /{—' 7 Qéfl!d‘?i /77&
é W Waﬂmvéﬁa/éf’ Mj v /"7 k

JZ(AZWAJ o ﬂ([szz(lc.a tws&gm @%

. cuiod i g o2,

i lwu

Y

AN N ¢
R \A,%\KA&M,@A ,an:7 ened .
éc/ﬁ:v*&&»/%%& 7/&%,0 Lo '}; ‘ /)(&!az |
y “'l" ) R /K n.n ﬂcm
0fout i /w W o142

\ dew/“’f’to f—yﬂ»—» Yo dn/ﬂ%)‘/ﬁw&’

/%m

/ho//n 044'4 <m 7

7 f{,{[{1(m«7 |
D, 45—ty =5~ 2 szzm

\“W(ultg ﬁ




Aw/{Mé 7ér oo wn e /w.,?;;v W/W

SRR el

o

s PP :
4 //a(aua_, e /4:&& 2 lﬂymw

L t;;&il—f [b [,,(,wwL/mv /ww /~//7/)
X ] mﬂu,}-&QM Jm

/{LU [,;W ]ﬂzam //Luﬂ
/ i '/4 &> /{ﬁl£44(01/\

eR

‘ZL’(/O:::A/c ar - ML ﬂ(("(“' ‘/ /0200 7Lj’w /Z%\D
2 i :

ul (n,«
lis Gvore s /Am’ﬁ“*““ MW

lA @/ MZ(WJ ZL,‘- st in. £ o pL" /{‘U W
-3 /;Ku( 49*“”‘“/7&' BRI b
; ,(A,‘*

“; é; 4& ((w‘ caatel L”)?b" FA%% “""L&m‘h /{LU mu’"’f—“ la

; o /’(lh
/{LL' /’/né) /“”c"“ » - |
/{w, 4 ,’L/q,tu{jéﬂ AN 1S N cede “3BA%

7@,

V/!Ltv\ / 35\0

u-"’

B

I{L’«-ﬂ-gt&‘ = ‘%l » /gf'a?

g

:7 K«zc’(“’ 7 C’Wcu% /um,f

..;3

A 3/7%1 Za 75\

-

’ B JI“AM/A /Z LA ’K)[(k/‘\14cul¢-) v MWLW" -

A ans w/ /72
‘ Aa cfmm ) w//’//w/ ]M{u"/i > Ny

L3 | M/{ /’7 Sil
.‘ig C’K7 [r(woﬁ; /clo I/v\?’{ﬂﬂ"f“"‘P V"’( Al
i o7 / 2
# g 7 ﬁ;:{ I{Ad &K({/Ufw )/

gl <7

- 1

" Zow "‘” o W PErtl
3{4 ]a SN pamtegf ’%f‘f@/d F.Lﬂ ?__

.....i"éx :

X SUSE N o 4 S \, P

i Azl g
B X
L A 5
ok
5 4 £ i
IR A i B S w
x



{

/[awl qm(’&‘“’ /AA //cu {%WW/W

m"” S _. il
| / /3% -r/-« ({b() MW R d 7. (e et !!' e / / i)
g B enenal //c'c(auf’—’ e fhaehs athe, o RN Ry 4 f //cn (’Jﬂ/a az(ruee /
R o S W AP MWz’fl a0 | . Biboo ol L o andesto o /ke,fw
NS g7 el il = Ty For " ~ fes COraiNs |
bt ey P ., Ao S0  pepntH
e # fie - | 0 S oo, wll il P
1l A7 1 et ,/AL,/(N(MWM ‘ ,() [2_,, /ﬂ—l,f / A[L' [/,77 //
//) pY - l’“‘é o’ ytmN4¢Wu/ 3 /W‘ |
ka7

| ‘ G (Y /”‘97
y A A035‘D A e : bl Aivei-ak g O e 74,“ /‘ :
/ﬁ [ 4 WL,{) AL Ilr ﬂh" /
¢ ¥ 4 ‘—7

. \741 yRess

‘“[{( /‘4“‘ s\

PR S R R

y/
/ (‘/[lncl ! \ K’LU’/’ o L“gunnLQ ;w* *C“kf i \{;ga}‘—’ o Veer
el g hd zf L e O et &b, e tes %f %% Yo j

ool I
/d’l“" Al 4

G ¥ ,4; fx g Al /. (o€ Z i

“% | ﬂ 2 o /c a /; 4{ 77 //mu hzw“nmj’é ﬂ Oé 8 g ﬂﬁ/t p(bv /ﬁv ""*K a4

i B8 e At i < ~mw\

oo M7 %o * - .(ft;mf //‘ B ﬁ /40 /yrw'? Kldlfu" 3 /m_d {
au}Lﬂ"“"L S ﬁ i o ,A/ Cx //’/[ml : A e I - &:\7,&/ prve 2

ﬁ:; Lan e :
6//%’4(? é ». Zju;w' > %’! rlas //fc’ '”(‘uro/] : ' / /[,_\/lfﬂ"g = 5 ) 7[&10 [ -

“[{5,{1( 3\ - 350 Y
B ) 7 e
/'/ : Zv ﬂumy : Z . /

mmf((.bd /"&'-_“A
\Xa \d'uo\~/ /” Z{/ (iw”(w 2 7‘f

) IZL’ULLIL‘¢ \7/“ M
F L / 4/(/4 P 7 /zl‘v /‘N”{{ d 4//?
4 : G U SNTAB i

( AM7 ﬁ{‘;’[ ) '(u"e/ﬂk’?)"/aa‘/ o e ) %\
« o CY 7 : : A
.‘ /‘% N " VR /’(, dlo’a\&)lk/m‘ ¢ K iy W ) g
P ART | %
S Al o gt

-
B

. | / : T
: ]ALJIM ﬂ(( X /;—:7/010() f?nw/é 9570 . &’ 7 7

/”"‘4' g{‘i’ﬁ/‘-“

5

i
% X
4

{

Zéttmg p) 4“//!//10 ]“W“/ = \




{

\

L 4$
) 9 p
R s

1 TANLTY
SO
Jil.‘.‘l 1

P

AN 6, R\

SEOCAT FUND DEE’.\%RI
T 8

Recer md

\.; , 5 T lﬂ ‘ ‘ \. B ‘
s " . / " Y \ o
\ ( A *‘(\3 b B0 TR \\‘

Subjert. Co oo {;?.j‘m Bt Brass

\‘ Y »; ¥ », b 3 L \ “. ;

NN o TR LR e 7 e f‘?g'

Ay YAty gy \/‘\ B

2




.AW<//A-.<:L-@\A~ sk o~ g .

i
v

1896
ragal Fund Departhes

5
'D
_4~..gAF .'x— w.:  §
A

J &8

:“‘From‘:‘i‘ s ; ]‘NU- ,,,,, ..... ....... W w/_‘;

"I‘he president

/Q fz/e/Bodrd g, \/u r/uu

;\/,2

(;@/,f o ot

L
Daled /2

/ % 189 Z
Desgalch cd/s‘T /

Receied J

Subjeck,

' Co b Mo

: M{é ’;’(Uz/—“/““

@7@ (}DLCWW et f /

(j S /4{9 77( 74 5“]

o et mkuf
: Qﬁalu,/%dh

| J(prb@ A'“ﬁ i J

= Wmaj/ Qllgﬁ /0

‘ u()@ a

B 400 Ramep

A

RO R T A 10 catie it e T S T

Locar aNp MuxicipAL DEPARTMENT,

Current No.1437 L.

From Ms %(Leéuf N/;’m:_e/-%tz Aovevrand

FOR ORDERS,

The -choultry at Razole was cons;._
ed by a former Tahsildar named b.VeV
na Paz;tulu and endowed with 93.17 a
of land. As the institution was gross
mismanaged and at.teinp'bs were made hy
heirs of the deceased founder t"“’, co
the building and its endowment to
own private use,the Collector of
vari was ordered by the Board of‘ Re
nue to take possession of t.hem:and,
provide for their management pend
their transfer to 'bhe Taluk wBoard
bfaraapur. 'I‘he 'I‘a.luk Board ha.vuzg
sented to take up the managemnl ‘
Board of Revenue recommended its‘ t
fer to the Board under Section 51(2
the Local Boa.rd’s Act and this was
cordlngly sanctioned in &.0.No. 1631-
dated 6th July 1891.

2« In a suit brought in 1892 by o-"
D.Venkata Rao, the grandson of the

ginal founder, the subordinate




;' Gocanada held that the lands situated at

Peddapatnam and Appanapalle (20.66 acres

0]

in extent according to the Pregident’s
3 present letter and 13.77 acres according
# to his letter in G.0O.No.2151 Iydaned dek !
November 1895.) yielding an annual in-
'i come of about B5.490 were his family pro-
? perty and passed a decree in his favour
t for their possession together with mes-
ne profits from l1llth April 1892,the date
i. of ‘the plaint. The lands were according-
Yd <y made over to him in May 1895 and mes-~
Peee 116 profits amounting to Bs,1465-4-5 were
%e. . paid to him under the sanction conveyed
in G.0.N0.203 L.dated 31st January 1896.
ii?As the average annual expenditﬁre of the
f@ choultry amounted to Is. 1069 and as it
5

gould not be met from the limited income

then realized from the other lands  the
$‘Taluk Board resolved to discontinus the
feeding of travellers iﬁ it and reduc;ﬁ
Q the cost of the establishment., At thisg
2

Juncture however one Alluri Ramaraju, a

i - member of the Taluk Board ¥ Alluri NWara-
i simharaju, his nephew, presented a peti=
*  tion to the Board requesting that they

Iight be entrusted with the Lanagement,

of. the choultry and its endowment on con

dition of their feeding travellers dayf

i
i

&
¥
b2
&=
:

' anq night4 as before, irrespective of
le;ste or creed, and paying tlie amount of
ji'k.l,465—:—5, above referred to.They also
. promised to endow the choultry with as

. much land as would fetch a rental suffi-
cient for its maintenance, to mainiain
accounts, to keep the choultry under the
general supervision of the Taluk Boaéd

and to hand it over to the Board when-

PRSI 1

»

Vo4 M’g A

whenever so desired without claiming any

right over the property or compensation

for past expenditure &c.. The Taluk Board
having consented to the transfer onthssé
conditions/ the management of the choult-ry
was entrusted to them. It is submitted
that the action of the Taiuk Board may

be approved, as requested by the Prési;

dent Wiih the remark that anﬁtampeda;

ment should be taken from these person
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