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Read abstract Traaslation of Petition from SIVAJI APPA, KISTNASAMI APPA
and GOVINDASAMI APPA, Grandsons of the late DATTAJI APPA, residing
within the Fort of Tanjore, dated 6th August 1860.

Petitioners set forth their claim to certain allowances granted them by the grandfather of
the late Rajah, which were reduced in amount by the father of the late Rajah, and have been
lately entirely discontinued. They euclose endorsement from the Commissioner and the Agent

No. 63.

and pray for redress.

- No. 2,440 of 1860.
Referred to the Collector for report.

By order,

Fort SaiNr GEeoree, (Signed) L. FORBES,
25th September 1860. : Deputy Secy. to Government.

No. 64. Read also letter from W. M. CADELL, Esq., Government Agent at Tanjore, to
T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to Government, Fort Saint George, dated 19th
December 1860, No. 583. ¢ ;

Paragraph 1. As directed by Government in their endorsement on Petition No. 2,440 of

1860, 1 have the honor to submit the following report on the subject therein contained..

2. Petitioners are grandsons of the late Dattaji Appa, Serkele or Minister to His late High-
ness the Rajah Serbhoje, and the statements contained in their Petition are as follow :
3. The 3 Shrotriem villages noted in the

* Vadamatlain é} Mayaveram Talug.  margin* and which were originally granted by

Pungudi

Manavdlam pettai 83— Combaconum do. the Government of Madras in the year 1805

to their grandfather, were sold to His late

Highness the Rajah Sivaji, by their deceased paternal uncle, Malharje Appa; but as the right of

ownership to one of the villages, viz.,, Manavilam pettai, was at the time under litigation between

Petitioners’ father and their uncle, the said Malharji Appa, and the matter was then pending in

appeal before the Sadr Adalat; the late Rajah, and with a view to establish the validity of the

sale, prevailed upon the Petitioners’ father in consideration of the sum of Rapees 10,000 paid to

him by Malbarje Appa, to give up all bis right and title to the said village, promising at the .
same time that Petitioners’ father should, in addition to the above, receive a further sum of
Rupees 2,000 from the Palace for clearing the debts which he had then incurred, and also an

increase of Rupees 35 to the monthly salary which he (Petitioners’ father) had on the Palace .
Establishment, thus raising it from Rupees 65 to Rupees 100. These promises, however, not

having been acted up to by the late Rajah, Petitioners pray that the same should now be carried

out by the Government, or should the Government decline to do so, that the sale of the Shrotriem

villages above mentioned should be annulled.

4. This latter request is further based on the plea that the villages were granted by Govern-
ment to their grandfather, Dattaji Appa, asa reward for services rendered by the family to the
State, and being therefore specially intended and designed for the support of the family, the
Petitioners urge that they are inalienable under the provisions of Regulation IV of 1831. :I‘hey
further argue that their deceased uncle was incompetent to dispose of them to the Rajah. In the
event, however, of the promises above adverted to being fulfilled, Petitioners express their
willingness to waive these legal objections and to allow the sale to hold good.

5. It seems unuecessary now to enter on the question as to what clajm the Petitioners may
now have on the bounty of Government for pecuniary assistance for the purpose of liquidating
their debts and for a monthly allowance for the support of their family ; such claims, had they
any basis to rest on, would doubtless have been preferred long ere this, but as the case now stands
they are unsupported by anything but the Petitioners’ own assertion. It is, however, to be
observed that a moiety of the salary, viz., Rupees 45 which Petitioners’ father had on the
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and dependants of the late Raj with separat

Petitioners, viz,, Sivaji Appa and Krishuajj
been accepted.

e pensions also of Rupees 5 each, to two of these
Appa. None of these haye, however, up to thisdate

6. As regards the salo of th'e villages

the pa-le of Regulation 1V of 1831. Th were granted to Petitioners’ grandfather on
Shrotriem tenure by Lord William Bentinek, G

et “» Jovernor in Council of Fort Saint George on
behalf (?f the British Government, under a grant dated 8th November 1805, in lieu of certain
other villages held by him on the same tenure and which were ceded by him to the Goverament.

The grant purports to have been made to hin (Dattaji Appa) and his heirs, but there is nothing
in it to show that it was granted as a reward for services rendered to (he State, or that it was
specially intended for the SUpport of the family, If therefore any defect is attached to its title
by reason of the Inam not being declared in the 8rant to be alienable, sych defeet can, I conceive
only affect the right to hold the land on Shrotriem tenure, and i will’ theréfore be for’the Goveru-,
ment to determine whether the same should be continueq to be enjoyed as “ [nam.” or whether
they should be assessed to the Public Revenue ; at all events it appears to me tbathihe i e
stand good. y "

directed to be pai iti
that the amount of pension due to their father may also be now p?k;dl’ot:]l:eym(l)muunem) A
9. Petitioners’ father had, as statbed above, a i |

him by Government in No, 24 of the Schedy
'however, as above stated, he did not lay claim to. Petitioners’ statement that he
receive it and that it was stopped by special Orders, i
rules observed as regards the payment of pensions,
endorsement enclosed with the petition, of the arrears due o

charged, unless the pension had been accepted by the party
muster taken of him,

Rupees 22.8 Per mensem granted

' —— — —

No. 65. ORDER THEREON, 20th February 1861, No. 113

. Two claims are put forward by the Petitioners.

of one of the villages was, at the time of the sale, the subject of litigation between th
and his brother (Petitioners’ father), and Petitioners state that the Raja prevai
father to accept a sum of Rupees 10,000, a promise of Rupees 2,000 more, and an increase of
Rupees 35 per mensem to his salary, and in consideration thereof to agree to the sale of the village,
Petitioners add that these promises have never been fulfilled, and they therefore pray either that the

sale may be cancelled, as being in contravention of the Ingm Regulations, and as being invalidated
by the incompetency of their uncle to make the alienation, or that the terms of the Raju's agree-
ment be fulfilled by the Government,

—
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3. The plea of the Petitioners based on the alleged illegality of the sale is obviously of no
weight. The villages may not, under the terms of the original grant, have been alienable wupon
Indm tenure, but their sale appears to have been a bond Jide transaction, and if any defect be
attached to the title of present or future holders, such defoct, as the Collector properly observes,
will affect not the ownership of the villages, but the fenure upon which they are to be held.
As regards the second objection, it is only necessary to remark that Petitioners admit that. their
father consented to the sale, and there is nothing to show that undue or impropér influence was
employed for securing his concurrence.

4. Tt is not stated in whose possession the villages are at present. If, as seems likely, °
they are in the hands of Government, they will be assessed to thg,,p}xblic revenue, and if they
are held by private parties under other than ordinary tf','nure,__th ‘matter will be decided by
the Inim Commissioner under the rules. T A
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5. [Petitioners pray that, if their first request be not, acmdaed ‘to, and it be held that the
¢ . . et L LS TSy T v X g
sale is valid, the sums=which they assert the Kaja promised- ﬁgﬁhﬁafgtketmq be paid to them
; is. claigd . whi ly brought forward, and s stated by th
by Government. This claim which seems now newly brot ;\gk' wa !‘f'an“ state by the
Agent to be unsupported by any thing beyond Petitioners’ own assertion, IS-alﬁxgether 5
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6. The second demand is for payment of arrears of pep§§§f;d»uéftq1‘}}1@}{[&@@1}8@ the time
of his decease. This has been properly disallowed, Their fatt T, lt&gﬁéﬁ{s, was penﬂMedom
Rupees 22} per mensem, being a moiety of his salary, but hg(;ig& Wthoulgceg,pﬁng}]\f&tn@ B
he never mustered as a pensioner, the arrears eannot now be;@}?%ig.; ) o

i

7. Two. of tﬁa Petitioners, it is observed, Sivaji Apps,and }_kr‘i"s!‘g:r;@ii:Appd; ﬁmeha’d“' ;

pensions assigned them}’ b‘ft by havﬁ ’ngt g mi&gcggt y : 3‘.".5 o I \-‘%&gﬁ?’;‘“’;""}?' :
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