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Prosedings of the Madras Governmant, Revewse Department,
24th July 1860, i
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No. 279. Read the following Proceelt\llings oféhe Board of Revenue,*fﬁdateil 9ht July 1860,
0. 3,1 0 e— - - _' g

Read Proceedings of the Madras Government, dated 2nd Jlﬂy: IQGO,HB”] ,087, Resbhita i R/ N?

Department, requesting the Board to report on the ciréumstances of the case com i % R
offence and degradation of Shéshagiri Rédu from the Office of Tahsfld4r of the]eStriva;lg;t?: SRR
Taluq in Tinnevelly.: i : :

 (In Cons., 3rd July 1860, No. 3,219.) i, g

Ordered that copy of the Board’s Proceedings, dated 11th_June 1860 No. 2 w55 1
contains a resuné of the facts of the case, aqd the grounds of the Board’s de (;isipn, b’e su,b !;vllzzgg
for the information of Government, as meeting the above requisition for a report on the case.

(A true Extract.) 2 *
(Signed) W. HUDLESTON, Sub-Secreiary.

Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 11th June 1860, No. 2,755. il

Read again letters from the Collector of Tinnevelly, dated 16¢h January, No. 20, and 24th
February 1860, No. 67, reporting the suspension and recommending the degradation-of Shésha-
giri Réu, Tahsfldér of Strivaiguntam Télug. :

(In Cons., 21st January and 29th February 1860, Nos. 293 and 947.)

Read also the following letters connected with the same subject, and from the sam 0
dated 3e?st March, No. 117, and 20th April 1860, No. 149, : ) é flicer,

(In Cons., 11th and 25th April 1860, Nos. 1,585 and 1,884.)
. The case against the Tahsildar and others concerned is as follows :— .

1

2. TIn August 1859, one Narana Iyengar died leaving a widow and an adopted son, a

bHov. ~ud three %narried daughters by a former deceased wife. Narana Iyengar’g landed’przgz:g

was valued at Rupees 10,000. On the 29th Septetpber follompg, the widow complained through

her Vakil to the Police Amfn of Alwar Tinnevelly in the Stifvaiguntam Tluq within whose limits

she was residing, that the husban_d of the .eloest married daughter and others have prevented her
from cultivating the lands, claiming a moiety of them as dowry for the three married daughters,

and the. Police Amin ‘on inquiry decided on 3rd O_ctobe; ;het, s the widow had been Nitheids

in possession, she and her adopted son shou]d_ contiuue to enjoy the property, until {ha b
daughters of the deceased should have established their claim through the Civil Courts, 5

et o i the 12th November following, the widow presented a Petition (to the
apparently comElaining that ‘when paying tbe §nstalmeuts of the Government derx(:land on Shoigle:;gr :
she discovered that the Tahsilddr had without her consent ordered the transfer of the Registr Qi'
half of the lands to the namesof her late husband’s three married daughters, The Tahsildar being ;
called on for an explanation, stated on 16th November that it being represented to him tbatg i
moiety of the lands had been assigned as dowry to the daughters of the eceased, he had altered 3
the Registry accordingly with the consent of all the parties concerned, the father of T
acting on her behalf, and the husband of the eldest daughter on behalf of his wife aud Hstthrce :
sisters. The proceedlihgs._helq lff;f.ore th: P(:hc_t:,An}il: wemtthen called for, and the Tahsild4x ’Déingw
asked for further explanation of his conduct withreference to those proceedings. pleaded jonoranns
of their existence in his reply. of 23rd November. gl o o Pw@‘""."?" :
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4, The Collector then commented a personal inquiry into the nigtsar ‘;imhtw Sk
uently concluded by the Deputy Collector, and the results of thggn o, gxﬁm’ n are detailed |
&e letters above recorded. : B ST e T Sy

date the 19th October, while the Petitions for transfer purporting o be based on the: b‘,m;.; :

dated 18th October, and all four papers are marked in the Tahsildér's own handwriting as Laving
been filed before him on 18th October. - e Tk e BanE K b s

_ 6. Both the widow and her father deny all knowledge of the execution of the Vakélat nimds
and of the whole transaction, which it is to be observed is said to have taken place only a fortnight
after thePolice Amin had by his decision maintained the widow in possession of the whole property,
and referred the other parties to the Civil Courts for the establishment of their claims ; the real
writer of the Vakdlat ndmas as proved on inquiry—a Volunteer in the Tahsfldér’s Kacheri—
absconded on inquiries being instituted ; the evidence for the prosecution goes to show that the
widow’s father was present and transacted business in a distant part of the Tlug at the time he is
said to have presented the power of Attorney and application on behalf of his daughter at the

-

5. Tho ¢ Vakélat némds” said to llavg Dbeen filed ﬂ;tbe ca;%befnfog
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