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No. 85. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 20th June 1860,
No. 2,907 : —

Read letter from the Agent to the Governor at Vizagapatam, dated 28th April 1860, No.
492, reporting on the Government Petition No. 2,976 of 1859, referred to the Board by Endorse-
ment under Section 28 of the Agency Rules. ¢

(In Cons., 8th May. 1860, No. 2,145.)

The Petitioners claim the restoration of a piece of land named Erungunti Varripollam in
the village of  Fakir Sahib Petta” granted to their father Sita Rima Réz in 1822, by the late
Zamindgr of Vizianagaram on a favorable rent of Rupees 250, to be enjoyed by him and his heirs.

9, Tn 1842, this land was sold under a Decree of Court in satisfaction of Sita Réma Rdz’s

.debts, and was purchased, it is said, with money belonging to Sundra Narsaya the wife of the hal f-

brother of Sita Rdma Raz, but in the name of another person.

3. The Agent shows grounds for believing that the family was and is an undivided one, and
that this purchase was for the benefit of the whole family.

4. In 1845, on the death of the late Zaminddr, all grants made by him were attached by
the Collector as a temporary measure in the absence of the present Zamindar, and in 1854 this
particular piece of land was released from attachment by the present Zamindér and placed in the
possession of the half-brother of Sita Réma Réz (who had died in the interval) on the original
favorable rent.

5. DPetitioners had from their father’s death lived as an undivided family under the guardian-
ship of their uncle, their father’s half-brother, and to them and their sister was restored on the
release of the sequestered grants, the .village of Baulavéda which had been bestowed in “Mukhésa”
tenure as a marriage portion on their paternal grandmother in 1806, at a favorable rent of Rupees
500, the Revenues of the village amounting to Rupees 1,748-6-0 at that date.

6. In 1856, Petitioners’ uncle above-mentioned died, when Petitioners claimed the land no
in question; but the Zamindir objecting, wmade it over to Sundra Narsaya the widow of the
deceased, with whose money it is said to have been purchased in 1842 and raised the rent to
Rupees 350.

%. Tt is against this proceeding that Petitioners protest on the ground that the granthaving
been continued in its integrity by the present Zaminddr to their deceased uncle who was the head
of the undivided family after their own father’s death, it was not competent to him under the
decree of the Sadar Court in Appeal Suit No. 6 of 1821, to resumeit on that uncle’s death, or to
increase the rent; and further that their ungle’s childless widow is only entitled to maintenance
from them, and has by a Rézindma filed in the Suit No. 4 of 1857 on the Agent’s file, which was
instituted between them after her husband’s death, renounced all beyond a life interest in a
portion of the family property, leaving the reversionary interest in the whole to Petitioners who
became responsible for their uncle’s debts,  This widow is the daughter of the present Zamindar's
mother’s sister.

8. The Zamindér has addressed a letter to the Agent which forms an enclosure to the letter
above recorded, objecting to the Petitioners’ claim on the grounds that the sale under the Decree
of Court cancelled the rights of the original grantee’s (Petitioners’ father’s) family ; that the
purchase by Sundra Narsaya was made with her own private money ; that the restoration of the land
to Petitioners’ uncle in 1854, was made to him in right of his wife ; that the land b eing included
in the “Jeraiti,” and not Indm, is not affected by the Sadar Court Decree cited by the Petitioners ;
that he was consequently competent to resume it on the death of Petitioner's uncle ; that it was
re-granted to the widow for her maintenance on an increased rentin consideration of her near
relationship ; and that Petitioners are otherwise amply provided for by their tenure of Baulavida
on light-rent, and their other property, they being distant relatives.

9. The Board infer from the concluding part of the Agent’s letter, that he is disposed to_
support the Petitioners’ claim ; but they think that the whole matter is beyond their jurisdiction,
and must be adjusted by the Agent in his J udicial capacity.




/’1'@(;?0(?!11(/3 of the Madras Government, Revenye Department,
Ith July 1860.
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(A true Extract,)
(Signed) W, HUDLES'I'ON: Sub-Secy,
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No. 86. ORDER THEREON, 9th July 1860, No. 1 ,126.
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The petitioners are

(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Deputy Secretary to Government,
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