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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
9th March 1861.
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No. 164.  Read the following Proceedings of the Board .of Revenue, dated 15th Februar
1861, No. 857 :— :

Read the following letter from J. W. B. DYKES, Esq, Collector of Nellore, to
W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Fort S,aint
George, dated Kanigiri, 11th January 1861, No. 5.

SIR,
. * 1. With reference to the report by endorsement forwarded from this Office to the Board

on the 8th January 1859, to the effect that further inquiry into the petition presented by one
N. Rama Rau was unnecessary, as the party complained against was dead, and his adopted son
ounced all claim to the land in dispute, I have the honor to bring to the notic.e of the
Board that, from further inquiry, there is good reason for believing that this endorsement Wwas
given by the Collector, my predecessor, in entire ignorance of a report from the Tahsilddr of
the Téluq, then lying unanswered in the Sarishtaddr’s Kacheri, which placed the point at
ifferent light, and with reference to which, as well as a personal examination of the
nin question, and the orders passed thereon require

tad ren

jssueinavery d
localities, it seems to me that the petitio

re-consideration at the hands of the Board. ,
9. In September last, [ happened to halt for half an hour one morning in the village of

Peduru, in the Téluq of Nellore, and whilsg looking at the pound, was informed by the villagers
that ] had given away the land between the pound and the village at the last Jamibandi :‘o a
relative of the Curnum’s. They complained that it was the only high land they had to stand
cattle on when the irrigation season began, that it was the village tope, that they had
ed numerous petitions to me against its being given away, and that in spite of all they
could urge to the contrary, I had paid no attention either to their remonstrancés or to previous
sed in the case, and had given a Patta for the land to the Curnum'’s relative aforesaid,

~ orders pas
they believed, because he was a relative also of several of the Gumiéshtds in my Kacheri

3, On my return to Nellore, I commenced an inquiry into the charge thus made. and got
most of the papers together, from which it appeared that the land in question was the, sub'egct-
matter of the petition presented by N. Réma Rau and referred to in paragraph 1. But bef;l)re 1
could conclude the inquiry, I had to leave again for the sale of the Kanchas, and since then I
have been so much occupied with other work, that it is only lately that 1 have ’been P

and can now do myself the honor of submitting for the consideration of the Board

their
resent
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the case up,
the facts of the case as they have been elicited on inquiry.

4. In 1855, one Kistna Rau applied for some land in the village of Peduru, in th

of Nakalapalli Réma Rau, his brother, and received leave from th: Tahsildde u; cult':’ ':a“.‘:’
At the Jamabandi the Curnum of the Village, Mittadoddi Strinivdsa Rdua, com lained tla f t;m.
Jand had been planted by him 40 years ago: and an order was thercon p;ssed ?n the “¢ ’i‘ak .
Book” (Fasli 1265, A. D. 1855-56) that the land from the accounts appeared to bea t + and
must therefore, remain a tope. But as Kistna Réu had cultivated it, it might rema?: ei,na;:i(:

occupation for the year.
5. Against, this order an appeal was presented to the Board purporting to be written by

Nakalapalli Rama Réu, and forwarded for veport to the Collector, who, on the 23rd July 1857

directed the Tahsfldér to ascertain the exact position of the land in question with reference t:;
the facts brought forward in the appeal petition received from the Board, also the number of
trees now standing on the land, &ec.

6. On the Istof May 1858, a Rézindma was presented in the Sarishtaddr's Kacheri with
regard to this land by ote M. Ragunida Réu. It is the Rézindma referred to in paracraph 1
on which the Collector’s report by endorsement was based : and it set forth that Strinivzsa Réu:
who had adopted him, being dead, he, Ragunz'tda Ré4u, had become Curnum and did vot wish
to prosecute any further the claim put forward to the land in dispute by the late Curnum.

7. The Collector’s report to the Board by endorsement bears date the 8th January 1859.
On the receipt of this report, the appeal petition presented in the name of Nakalapalli Réma
Réu was erduiscd by the Board accordingly : and on the receipt apparently at this Office of the
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
h : Oth March 1861.

) lorsement on the appeal petition, an order was msue‘d by my predece?sor in Marc
B(m;d ;Ul(t(')n‘;) the Tabsildr to put the land in dispute in the village of Peduru in the posses-
1859, direeting g T ok by
i i sellant, viz., Nakalapalli Rdma :
o mf\tAt‘l?e ne\'t’I-Lmﬁ,bandi, that is in March 1860, a patta for the land was duly made out
8. 2xt Ja

i i f the said Nakalapalli Rdma Réu.
1 given by me in the name o o ‘ e
o {;) But as I have already stated (paragraph 1) when the Collector reported to the Board by

, e w need for further inquiry into this man’s case, there was then lying
e]\(]()1'scm6}\t, thztt ‘t,hCI'C ‘}a,s-'no 1 Arzi from the Tahsilddr, of the existence of which, I believe,
b e Si\l‘!b‘htf‘d“rs }(;(:)ct ‘Ltll:;ac:xis&ence of which I was certainly notaware when I gave ﬂ}e
Bewan Ao a\mrcf,‘an i las r. This Arzi had been written on the 29th October 1857, in
Fatie ok L él‘;‘ll;:::ld: (:j“y:; t',he 23rd July, calling for further information with regard to
i\e‘z‘{ali((; lit’:c(li:;)ut(?' and it placed tl;c lwlm\(? (l\ll;.‘StiOl’I in a totally different light to that in which
olleetor had apparently been led to view it.

o (/1(():,[LL‘;);|:l[;:i):}:zntruns{uti(m of this Arzi, written by t.hc 'l‘u-hsﬂ(h'u‘ of Ne}lore, in reply }o
the Collector’s order of the 23rd July 1857 : and from this Arzi the Board‘ \\'fll see that so far
as the deceased Curnum was concerned, there were strong reasons for believing he had been
tampering with  his accounts, instead ’of: h'uvmg gny real claims to ‘thc land, but that as regn‘x ('15
the land, it was public property. Smmvusa/ Riu, the deceased Curnum, had represented tnat
the land applied for by Nakalapalli R:i.ma Riu f‘ormed part of a tope ph‘mted by himself, a'nd on
the adopted son withdrawing these claims, the Collector was led t? consider the matter amicably
settled.  But this Arzi showed that the villagers were the partlc?‘ conccrned‘ an(} n,ot the late
Curnum, any more than his adopted son.  The 1u.nd applied for nominally, t'he Tahsildar reported
might be given; but the land of which possession s sought to be obt.ijmed was a topemthat
bad been planted with Ippa trees very many years ago for the use of thf} adjacent temple to Siva .
that it had been granted for the use of the said temple ; and that it was not land that had
been relinguished by the Ryots, or in other words, had ever been made available for cultivation :
and with this evidence from the village accounts on record, it is clear that the Rézindma given
by the deceased Curnum’s adopted son was mere waste paper, and that it was the villagers
porting on the appeal petition.

11. Iow far the Collector was in ignorance of the existenc
unable to state positively. It be

whose wishes had really to be ascertained before ye

e of this Arzi, I am of course
ars his signature, and he may have thought that
having failed to come forward, he was not bound to attend to their inte
aware of the Arzi, he would surely have referred to it in the re
also thought this unnecessary, he would certainly have noticec
dirccting him to put this tope “ planted with Ippa trees,
in the possession of Nakalapalli Réma R4y :
I cannot but conclude that he was as
events of its purport.

the villagers
rests.  But had he been
port by endorsement : and had he
it in bis order to the Tahsfldar

"and ““ granted for the use of the tem
and as no one of these three

ignorant as myself of the existence

ple,”
courses was pursued,
of the Arzi, or at all
12. I must also give it as my opinion that his being in
M. Ragundda Rén, the adopted son, who signed the Rézin
the son of Mittadoddi Jagannada Ru, who was then Hea
M. Steinivdsa Réu, who adopted him, N, Rima Riu

Igriorance was not by accident.
amain the Sarishtadér's Kacheri, is
d Gumishtg in t|

s and Kistna Réu, hi
ated to s
The dispute had atiracted much attention, and under these circumstances, [ cannot bhut believe
that all the facts of the case were well known in the Kacheri, and that the all important Arzi
then lying unanswered, and written by the Taksildir in the adjacent

designedly kept from the Collector’s cogni

Tilng  Kacheri, was
zance.
13, Dcpositions have been taken from R

agunsda R
which I enclose.  The latter appears for hig brother Nakal
be observed, states, he knew when hLe cave the R
venicnce the villagers, but he himself was then grie

14, Rangdchirulu, Deputy Collector, Tngm Commission,
records are silent as to the reason for the Rizindma beipe
o N . Ny

instead of befere the Cellector,

1e Collector's Kacheri.

s brother who has been

the moving party throughout, are all closely rel everal Gumdshtis now in my K

acher1.

au and Kistna Raiu, translations of
apalli Rima Rdu, The former, it will
dma that making over the tope would incon-
ving for the death of his father by adoption, &e.
was then Sarishtadar, and the
taken in the Sarishtadar’s Kacheri

Azin

—

. t, 3
' " the Madras Government, Revenue Departimen
Pty 9th March 1861.

e i
e

SESEISRSE

. Iready
. 2 any way, as [ have a J
ds the rights really at issue, the Razmémfﬂ ls‘to o)r'xe mi;e point conrected
L e e d it is only necessary that I should T;}‘:r fact that they had presented
& s an . e fa
stated, of no momctlsltmade to me on the spot by the ?y:ti Tl st ke e 0 G T A1
. tatemen : rer, and tha v
with the o oainst the land being made over, 3 ledeoed, though on wrong premises, at
PRI TR A f the tope had been already acknowledged, g
¢istence of th
as that the exis * - o fice. They
4bandi of 1855-56. s. T found the petitions lying 1n the 0 Sl
the Jam amination of the records, I A  the Jamabéndi : and their not having
16. On ar_l ekf;‘g have been brought to my non}ce att Ltll?e Sarishtadér, who is responsible
a o sshet to - . i
should unquestion ‘o is far from creditable eith e i Réma Riu,
notice is far fr ent head Gumashta Nyapa
been brought to my noti f such matters, or the pres ‘e its Jamabandi last
ral supervision ol su and assisted me to make its
for the genera illage of Peduru cots, they state
: ts of the villag o . the Ryots y )
who examined the accoum:iven for the land, and its issue objected to by yots,
Patta was o » ;
ar, when the ) ) . a Rau. o ‘u
e Sarishtaddr and Nyapati Rim d the attempts of Nakalapalli Rama Rau,
to both the 11 thus be seen that if the Ryots allow.e by the Curnum, wlhen the Carnum
17. It will thus ssted i the first instance by ) lves :
7 : be resisted 1n ; e forward themse ;
i Kistna Rau, to :n the dispute, they cam
or his brother fused to take part in the dispute 20th October 1859. It
3 is adopted son retuse he land being dated 20th .
died and his 2 : kine over of the B is not land
: ition against the making g village accounts,
their first petition 1:;} at the land in question, according to th(; ke anrd will, I think, further
will further be Te.ent_ 1n but set apart for religious purposes : an. o By predecessor, and con-
= tivatio ment, give )
available for cu ‘o that the report by endorse ’ re based on
. 1 t report we
i in considering tha ition on the strength of tha p
agree with me. ot of the appeﬂl petition : . that was the result not o
sequently their endO"lsem_(:= ;1 facts of the case, and a mis appl‘ehensml:!t s ome parics thes i this
misapprehensm? of .tl]lelconcealment of the true facts of1 the caalemezt : P these grounds, I
i Wi : st i ch concea : hicl
accident, but of a llants, had an interest in su » | the Patta, which
E : ants, 0a s z cancel the 3
Kagheri who with tl;e Alppeay be ,permitted at the coming Ja}nabaﬁxﬁdx to
pend that 1 m * Nakalapalli Rama Rau. . )
beg to recomn ¢ Jamébandi in the name of Nakalap gired. The Board will obsen'e
I issued at the last J he occupation of the land no orders are reqd ‘ther N. Réma R4u, or his
s reg%:lr?l“]:itions that the villagers have Prevefnte. either -~
: e enclosed depo ot a Patta for 1it. . )
from th -+ the land, although they had g e No. 3,280 of 1859, and endorsed
brother occupying esented to the Board by the vi ag,;ers, .d' ,posed ofin the Office, I now
otiti T . d lyine undis
19. A petition p 1859, which I also found lying -
+h November 1559, Board after the pe
under date 12 14“‘1 s to be passed thereon as may seem fit to thed for their cattle, and so far,
enclose for such orc ubmion the land is claimed as standing gro(;mb e il T it b
this report. In 1llle.pe between the pound and the village, and being tof
rds its lying
nd as regards 1 e
avitness ?rom personal observation
v ’

. low intrigue
. of those instances of
: letter appears to be one o s of Government.
ed in the above : . : ervants o )
1. Theose lie'p(l)rtcast: so much discredit on the pubth;IAtl;:,z applied for some land in
fraud, which : f his brother Rdma Rau, 3 Tahsild4r
and petty “i<tna Réu in the name o v Jaswe: Trom the Ta
55 tna Rau d obtained lea :
9. In 1835, Kis .h T4lug of Nellore, an - lained that
s Py Cusbah ug as & A having compla
the village of Peduru "-11 thebut, at the Jamibandi the vlllaf:’»'(,3 Cumuénmitt;d and the applicant’s
to cultivate it temporars );;cluded in his private tope, 1.1[5 ?laxtn }“"ali Tlad been already made.
the land applied for ¥ be limited to the years cultivation whic Petition No. 1,494 of 1857,
pocsession was d\rcclcd. t.O n appeal was presented to the Board in
: , his decision a
3. Fromt

n 1€ Nd . < ’ : to the COHCC(OI‘ fOI
tl name ()1 N Rén\‘ Réu ‘Uhlch was el’ldOISGd on gth June 180

m’s claim
) " . t that the Curnu
disposal and endorsement. 1859, he endorsed the petition to the effae
January 1899,
4, On 8th

< ! ( € )
o I) en ()Stab‘lbhcd b‘ T«he publlc accouutbg l'l wWas Ol'deled t«hat lt Lh la“d SllOlﬂd be
hﬂ‘lnb €€

he
»

. : i allo 'ed Rélna, 1ave 1

‘ : ( 1 i dead and his adopted son ha 1“0 au 0 l a

The Cul‘num 18 since i o w B t

; . 50 disposed
e s 5 taking 1t. s 1st January 1859
Jand, there is no objection to‘h::sement the Board’s petition was 0‘: 2the very time Mr. Elton
S Y en . .

5. On receiving thlsMr Dykes' report if now appears -thalt) ahis Kacheri, there was lying

of accordingly ; but frgm bt I;POH information furnished to him by
s above, no dou

reported as a
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artiment,

in that Kacheri a report from the Tahsildie whose Kacheri 1t

o mr |\ ('. llector, stating that the tope claimed by the Curnum was the puablic property of
h“tn e e - $ o e | P 1ol Priv wrac. 2

tl villagers and attached to the village Pagoda ; that the land originally applied for was in no
e villagers ¢ ; ‘ 5

way included init; that the entry in the public

accounts, which went to show that the
Curnum who claimed the tope had restored it by planting
ur i

is to be remembered agjoins

» Was an apparently recent interpola-
tion; that no objection existed to granting the land originally applied for, but that the tope
10 i : oy o ot whi :

\ ’ld be retained for its legitimate purpose. This report, which would have

shioun &

art of the Cur and also app
intrigue on the part of the Curnum, and : apy|

upset the pu]p:\blc
privatv right in the ])ublic tope, was not brou
5

drs to establish a
far as there is any
notice My, Elton
ngth of which and of

him to put the tope in the
impression that the wio

le afliir had beey amicably
Jamdbandi settlement, issued a Patta for the tope
I

arently of the Darkh4stq

aht to the Collector’s notice so
thing to show ; and it is not to be believed that

would ever have passed the endorsement of 8ty J
a detailed order from the late

ad it been so brought to

anvary 1839, on the siye

Collector to the Tahsildr,
- 3 i

possession of N. Rdma Ridu and under the

adjusted, Mr. Dykes, on the last
of Rdma Rau.

directing

i the name
6. Neither can the omission in this

precisely similar withholding of inform
numerous petitiens which have been
the issue of the Patta for the |

instance be supposed to
ation from the Collector
addressed to My, Dyke

and in the name of Rima R
1s supplicd by the fact that the Curnum, his

N. Kistna Riéu, are all closely rel
of them in very influe

have been accident
has oceurred in
s by the vill

al, fora
egard to the
agers, in opposition to
and a clue to the whole
adopted son, and the brothe
ated to several Guwmdsht
ntial positions, |J ugatnida R
the Curnum’s adopted son, who exe
referred to in Mr. Elton”
Collector’s Kacheri,

du, intrioue
rs N. Réma R4y and
as in the Collector’s
du, the natur
cuted in the Ieaq Sarisht
s endorsement having been at the tim

Kacheri, some
al father of Ragundda Riu
adin’s Kacheri, t}1e Rizinama,

e the Heaq Gumashtd of the
7. Deputy Collector Rang
was at the time [ead Sarishtad

to Mr. Elton;

achirulu, at present Spec
ar, and is responsible foy (e non-production of
and also for the exceution of the Rézindma v
Kacheri, instead of before the i

ordinary course,

ial Assistant to the Ingm Commissioner,
the Tahsild4y's Avzi

hich was takeq inthe Sarishtaddr's
dlug Tahsild4e or the Collector, as it shoulq have boen in
[tis also to e presumed that the detailed ordep issued by My, Elton for
making over the tope to N, Réama Rau, y

was countersioned by the
Razinima on which it was

based w

Head Sarishtadir as the
as taken iy his Kacheri, The Colleetor will please to
report further on this point, stating who actually wrote apq Witnessed the Razinama, and what
proof there is that it was executed i the Savishtadars Kacheii, e will ;
and countersigned the Collector's detailed Tk

also state who wrote
ir, and wh

ers in the v,
e,

hid to the Tahsilg
of impartant opg
riter and examin
Jusiness by the fact 1
agers of Pedury,

R:mgach:lrulu
Novembey 18

district was and is as to the counte
Iistriet

rsionature
they always also bear the

signature of ]

at the practice of the
the Head  Sarishtadar's part in this L

rnaculay
Additiong]
1at the P
and comp]

| » and whether
e w doubt is cast on
ctition N, 3,280 of 1
aining that through 1
s they hag been deprived of
59, endorsed thyt the p
and returneq ¢ to
s lying undisposed of i, t
[ the Colleetoy's let
11T opinion th
clear himsell from the suspicion that at Prescnt aty

9. Mr. Dykes will please to forward tq ¢
Curnum, of his adopted son, ang of the

addrersed to the Board by the vil]
mflucnee of the Head Sarishtadar
which petition the Board on 14th

the Colleetor and  produce hig e

859,
1e impx'uper
their rights, o
Ctitioners shoylg address
the Qollcclm‘ for delivery to the
he Oflice, i
ter and of ¢
at liungagh
ache

lursmneut,
Petitioners, was found by M. Dyke
8. The Board will forwarq tepy ©
Government, with the expression of iy aruly shm‘iflw
1
S to his conduet iy, the
e Baar 4 detaileq
brotherg Riig Rin and | are now i
l.vicc oS0 YOyE, oo \ o o }
Eslublislnnent. = S aennds -
10.  1e will furnish the

bl

I’rocc(-dix';» e
be calleq upon to
Matter,

list of the

i i ir \ istna |
the service, showing their length of g

relatives of 1lie
an whe
matter now under consideration oceuy

Offiee at the revision of the

eir retention ip
same infory

of the orders and endorsements of the Co}
his opinien as to the advisability of ye
with reference lo their past conduct in

ation reg
lector iy
moving
oenery]

arding the
the ¢
all or gy

wrilers,
ase, and of
¥ of
»and in thig ¢

Withesseg and

examiners
e Ruzm:’mm, and will give
. 1 from the Public service,
ase in Particular,

these mey

-,

e

5 i, which a few
zur Kacheri, w
ret to observe that the Nelloze ilsle relationship and mutual
o . ] .
11. The Board greatllg’ lrea]'oa.d notoriety in this mat;ertol't:le improved by the stringent
) for itselt a to have been but I
back earned -ants, seems to he Board. 2
years Office servants, nment and the . ishtaddr
- o the . t.sued by Gover : his present Saris
intrigue among ceasion issued D} h explanation as his p g hi
. n that o Board such exp ‘<sion to brine to his
s which were o ) ) ard to the i heir omission >
orderlo Mr. Dykes will also for:-’ Rima Riu have to SwedOfttNakalapalli Réma Rau, the
~ ’ ishtd Nyapatl I ta was issued to
d Gumishtd he Patta
and the Hea

i hich
en t ) : on the subject w
. f the settlement wlf ;sed to him by the villagers
notice at the time 0 d the Arzis address
ase an
. facts of the ca
previous

d will
. ffice. . um of Peduru, o
o lying undisposed of in theh(; now holds the Oif{ce of Vﬂlagets’(-ill;l‘(;l specially in Register A.
s, He will also report inr the land in the village accoun h
. - mne - lt e
t the entry rejarding , t publicly cancel
take care tha iles ‘on of the current year’s settlemen gstitutiﬂg for it &
“ correCﬂ?I"l:n Collector will on the occasio in the name of Réma Réu, tsus or Managers, in
L for the Pagoda tope d of the Temple Trustee unity.
issued last year Ior 1l the villagers and 0 he benefit of the comm
Patta issue in the name of a f the Pagoda, for the s onnected
tta in ) operty o 5 : d Petitions ¢
Sam‘;ld:}}::ntlog: will be described as tth;il;ll(‘:)i passed on the undermentione
whic ine endorsemen
1lowing
15. The fo

1861, the
dated 11th January
ith fhis subject - ferred to the Collector, on whose report, da
v 4 referre
¢« Petitioners are

intain intact
tore and maintain in
issued orders to res e
“ Boarfl havifl'stshe Pagoda, and of .the ‘\llua]z?mants."
el rl'ghtt}sxe tope in question, aga\:s: . ;ue 1 orders
“nity 1n rd have 1s8
d);lth January 1861, the Boa f Petitioner’s brother
t of the Collector, dal:et the Patta granted in the name 1o it gl
4 i . o . .
. O it' :the tope in question be pub]l.c )\’)rc of the pre-exist-
61, from Kistna o . obtained by fraud, to the in) -{lace Community.”’
g of Peduru. been. hts of the Pagoda and of the villag
(13 ing rlg

3.980 of 1859 from the Villagers
No. 3,

of Peduru.
f‘l On the repor

NO- 24‘0 Of 7
brother to Rdma Rk

(A true Copy and EXtraCt.()Signed) J. D. SIM, Secretary.

R
No. 549. )
ORDER THEREON, 9th March 1861:h ‘1l obtain from his Assistant
* issi et the
4m Commissioner, :h to offer on
be sen; to the Inwtl any explanation that he may wish
to Grovernment,

No. 165.

ill

These papers Wi it dings

frulu and submit to Lxove \ 4 of these Proceedings.
Raﬂgac[:arui;l which his name 18 mliedBl:,zrd'S orders in paragraphs 9 to 14 o .
transzcno’;"he Government approve the (Signed) J. D. BOURDIL ’

Secretary to Government.

o T T
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