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Proceedings of the Madras Goverﬁment, Revenue Department,
oth March 1861:

ngs of the Board of Revenue, dated 11th February

~ No. 157. Read the following Proceedi
e 1861, No. 765 :—

00D, Esg., Collector of South Arcot, to W HUDLESTON,

. Read the following letter from H. W
the Board of Revenue, Fort Saint George, dated Cuddalore,

Esq., Acting Secretary to
19th January 1861, No. 11:

Sir,
I have the ‘honor to submit replies to the questions asked by the ‘Government in their
forwarded by the Board on the 11th idem), relative to

Proceedings, dated 8th September 1860 (
the claim made by one Kistnier residing in Chedambaram to a Datta Tn4m situated in the Téluq

of that name.
First.— The Petitioner’s age :—

1. Examined before Mr. Hall in 1857. Petitioner stated that he was 45, and that his

 father had been dead about 20 years.
9, Examined by myself in October

father’s demise at 46 years _previously.
Second.—Succession t0 Venkatakistna Séstri.

1. Petitioner said before Mr. Hall that he succeeded “to the Indm lat hi

last (1860). e gave his age as 48, and placed his

s father’s death, or

in the year 1838. _ :
9, He deposed before me that his father Venkatésa Sastri was 16 when the Infém was
gmnted, and that he died at the age, as he had been told, of 58 years; that the decease of his
er his father’s death, and that then he

grandfather Venkatakistna took place three years aft
entered into possession of the Inam. i

Third.—As to Petitioner’s actual possession of the I_ﬂﬂm.

1. TheJ: amabandi accounts for seven TFaslis pr wvious to 1234,
an entry of the Indm in the name of Venkatakistna Séstri.

9. The Curnum Gumashta of the village w_'imre the Indm lies, when examined by me,
stated that, except In the Jamabandi accounts for Prajotpattie (A, D- 1811-13), he could discover
no entry of the Tnam at all.

3. One Appévu Pillai alleged before ‘me tha

for the Petitioner Kistnier.
A The Tahsildar of Chedambaram in fq_rwauaing_; to this Office in 1844 Lists of Kévil
- Datta Inéms In the Té’}“‘la put down the Inm. der consideration asin the name of Venkatésa
Sastri and as in possession of his grandson’s Petitioner and his brother Kuppaiyar.

taken froxﬁ the records, show

e cultivated the Iném from 1830 to 1840

—

Submitted for the information of Government, in answer to the questions mooted in para~-
5 ' graphs 9,10 :31 of their Order, dated 8th September
In Cons. 10tk September 1860. 1860, No. 1,551, relative to a memorial presented by one
: Kistna Aiyar, claiming 2 Datta Inam in South Arcot,
resumed by G

(Signed) J. D. SIM, Secretary.

ORDER THEREON, 9thﬁ§3h 861? No. 545.
sabmit the replies of the Collector South Arcot to the questions contained
mber 1860, No. 1,551 Reveiyg tmnet.

- No. 158.
Sty .. The Board
' in G. O. 8th Septe »
9. Referring to paragraphs 9, 10 and 11, Order, it would appear from the informa-
tion now received, that the Petitioner instead of b ‘eighty years of age, as had been expected,
is not fifty : that from his own account, his father’s death seems to have occurred in 1814 instead 5
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of “shortly after” 1772: that his grand-father died ‘three years subsequently to his "father, or
say in 1817, when he (Petitioner) entered, at the supposed age of five years, into
the Indm, which, in his Memorial he states was not enjoyed by him till 18
that the evidence of his actual pessession is confined, CL3);

possession of
38; and lastly,

to the statement of a solitary cultivator,
who says that he occupied the land on Petitioner’s behalf for ten years from 1830 to 1840,
and (2.), toa List of Kévil Datta Indms sent in by the Tahsfld4r in 1844, or two years subsequently
to the resumption of the Inim.

3. There is an apparent contradiction in the
reply to the third question, but whichever statement regarding the entry of the Indm in the
accounts, may be the correct one, the present inquiry has shown that no confidence can be placed
in the assertions of the Petitioner; there appears no reason for

was not entitled to any allowance on

under these circumstances,

reversing the decision, which, in 1858, declared that he
account of the Indm which was resumed in 1842,

4. The Petitioner's Memorial will be transmitted to the Secretary of State with an intima-
tion to the foregoing eflect.

(Signed) C.G. MASTE R,
Deputy Secretary to Government.

first and second paragraphs of the Collector’s
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