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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
26th August 1862. ;
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% No. 4,620.
o ‘
e Read the fo)howing papers :—

Letter from the Acting Collector of North Arcot, dated 18th June 1862, No. 112.

Nos. 1,140 and 1,401 of
1862,
24th April 1862, No. 2,604,

2. The persons now claiming allowances from the Jaghir are those named below :—

Venkata Rao. 4
Bhagirathi Boyi.
~ G. Gunda Rao.
s Subhau Rao Sahib.
Swakiya Seshagiri Rao.

AW
PR

3. Of'these, the first named Venkata Rao traces his origin to Bhimasena Rao, marked
. No. 3 in the Government list,* on the strength of an alleged
* A R ) " 7 2 .

xs‘iiom::ﬁ"ﬁsgxk gt’lu;a‘;g'(’}ons. dated adoptlon by the dan}glhter-m-!a'w of the latter. In paragraph 5
) of the enclosure tothe Petition under report, the Jaghir-

dar impugnes this claim.
4. TIn the absence ofanj evidence to establish the«a_lleged adoption, Mr. Bourdillon having
in 1854 rejected the claim of Venkata Rao, the Jaghirdar js

Vide Khat to the Jaghirdar of Arnee, T inion ed upo
dated 25th June 1854, No, 3, »_pot in. Ty, OPIRICR calied upos to make any allowance to
: this party.

55 5. The second claimant Bhagirathi Boyi prays fq:"tl;e continuance of the monthly allow-
- ance of 8 Rupees. But the Jaghirdar in paragraph 6 of the above-mentioned enclosure, states

_that the allowance was on the demise of her husband .rp’d‘uced to 4 Rupees with reference to the
long standing custom of the family.

6. When parties entitled to allowance accede to its reduction, no noticeds called fo'z:’. hise
when they object, I think the Jaghirdar should not be allowed thus azbitrarily to reduce a’llov} :
ances to a member of the family, - iy . §
- i 7. In the caseof Visharam Venkata Rao, t i
; On‘l’cﬁed{::;:ﬂ”o:ﬁ";‘fy ;’gﬁgj"NS"T";’gf“““‘ “proposed to reduce the allowance due to him’_; h(:u:l]: é;l}::(:ﬂ!‘

iy ' ; “cpm,pelled to pay the full amount which he has aceorg; ]as
~ done. Similarlyin the case of Ramachendra Rao Sahib, son of the late Jaghirdar's py nhgy
the full amount is now being paid, although the Jaghirdar did at one time put forth isOt o

~ for reduction. W-ihig

»

plea

: 8. The Jaghirdar pleads that in a certain casc the reduction was recognized by f

~ Collectors, This I observe is not conclusive against Bhagirathi Boy‘i, as she protests a«rzin;):mler
“reduction, while the other party acquiesced in it. Bhagirathi Boyi is, in my opinion : i the
the full amount of 8 Rupees per month. : ke ko

? 9. Gunnari Gundu Rao claims the allowance of 7 Rupees enjoy;ad by his late father G
~ nari Rama Rao, marked No. 22 in the list. From the Khat addressed by Mr, Whi‘t'tinghamu?;
" L

his unle, named Venkata Rao. As both these parties are equally entitled to participaté in the-
allowance, the arrangement scems to be fair ; and Gundu Rao is not, in my Q’Pi'ﬂilon;?ér‘itti led "i? i
. me“ﬂm 1 Rupees a month, The Jaghirdar states that he is prepared to pay him the moiety
with arrears ; but Gundu Rao represents that he could get no access to the Jaghirdar. Tn it
“ing upon the Jaghirdar to dispose of this and other claims, I only urzed him to disburse th
amount justly due, i :

1.© On the endorsed Petition noted in the margin, I am called upon to
submit an early report with reference to the Board's Proceedings, dated e

ST s R Bl v Bl ' ..,A_'_'wtbe Jaghirdar of Arnee, under date the 4th Decemberﬂl_;&‘i&. No. 23, it appears that a moiety of
Ay ‘ __the above allowance was adjudged to him, the remainder being granted for the mai temmie of

e S PN e

No. 354 ~ Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 17th @ly 1862,

-

”~
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2 Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
26th August 1862.

10.  Subbhau Rao Sahib, who is a minor, is the son of Rajas Boyi, the present Jaghirdar’s
step-mother. In paragraph 8 of the enclosure alluded to, the Jaghirdar states that a sum of
Rupees 83,000 was paid to Rajas Boyi, mother and guardian of Subhau Rao, in full of all
claims on account of the past and future maintenance. This Rajas Boyi denies.

11.  The Jaghirdar says that this adjustment was made by mediators ; but he has not pro-
duced any documentary proof in support of his statement, nor has he adverted to the fact of any
such thing as existing.

12.  Considering the important and permanent nature of the alleged settlement, which, if
true, would exempt the Jaghirdar from the necessity for paying any allowance in fature to
Subhau Rao Sahib or his heirs, it is not likely that the Jaghirdar would have allowed the matter
to rest on the precarious evidence of mediators, without a formal deed being executed to per-
petuate the transaction. The Jaghirdar does not allege the existence of such a document ; and
in its absence, I am inclined to believe Rajas Boyie’s statement, viz., that all she received was a
certain sum in jewels which were her Stridana, and to which she was of right entitled, and that
maintenance to her son is still due.

13. Venkata Rao Sahib late Jaghirdar’s brother was allowed 250 Rupees a month, which
: , was approved of by the Court of Directors. As Subhau Rao
V”,"gﬁ,‘i”“'“ Seaceediogs, dated Jth Juse - o L stands in the same relation of half brother to the pre-
sent Jaghirdar, I am of opinion that an equal amount should
be paid to him with arrears. :
Vide Collector's report to Board of 27th 4. It only remains to Spea.k of Seshagil‘i Rao whose

November 1860, No. 288 and Govern- claim the Government have distinctly admitted on a special

ﬁeﬂ, %ri eﬁ,;l;?reon’ o e report submitted by Mr: Robinson.

15. In spite of this final decision, and in the face of the strict orders of Government, the
Jaghirdar obstinately declines to continue the allowance in question, and addressed me a Khat
last week to this effect. The attempt to get the money paid by or through the Collector is an
attempt to throw the responsibility of doing so on him, and a contempt of the orders of Goverﬁ-
ment. -

16, The persons who are entitled to allowances in my opinion are :

Bhagirathi Boyi.
G. Gundu Rao.
Subbau Rao Sahib,

Swakiya Seshagiri Rao,

17. As the payments of so many persons are withheld by the Jaghirdar I begto | l
~ 3 g ay the

matter before the Board, with reference to the Order of Government d
{ . t
the term therein specified expired on the 16th instant. v dated 2nd May 1862, as

18. The Board’s Petition under report, as well as that bearin
. g g No. 1,140 of 18
with returned together with their enclosures, 4 of 1862, are here-

19. As this report, contains the information called for in the Board’s Proceedings, dated
24th April 1862 No. 2,604, this communication kLas bee 3 A
! n removed from* the file of y
letters. nanswered

Board’s Petition 1,921 of 1862 from the Jaghirdar of Arnee, dated 28rd June 1862.

Letter from the Acting Collector of North Arcot, dated 27th June 1862, No. 124,
: I have the honor to return the endorsed Petitions noted in
Board’s Nos. 108 and 1,744 of 1862. the margin, as the report therein called for was wade on the
18th instant.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 3
26th August 1862.

Proceedings of Government, dated 28th June 1862, No. 1,416, forwarding certain Petitions,
and requesting to know whether the Arnee Jaghirdar has conformed to their Order,

(In Cons. 30th June 1862, No. 4,063.)

PRSI

1. In their Proceedings recorded above, the Goverament ask whether the Arnee Jaghisdir

v

has conformed to their Order.
9, The letter® from the Acting Collector of North Arcot also

# Dated 18th June 1862. recorded above, is the latest report on this subject. Before, however
remarking upon it, the Board consider it desirable to recapitulate

briefly the leading circumstances connected with these payments to the members of the ‘Arnee
Jaghirddr’s family.

3. The case which gave rise to the present correspondence
was that of Arnee Venkat Rao, who appealed to Government for
the continuance of a monthly allowance of 21 Pagodas, together

: : ini Rao, whose name stood No. ]
sars’ arrears. 'This man was the son of Strinivasa A o % on
o Ll : sultation, 13th March 1832, No. 269, as in

G. 0., 9th May 1860, No. 745, R, D.

he list of pensioners in Extract from Minutes of Con : ‘
:eceipt of Zn allowance of Rupees 78-8-0 per mensem. On his death in 1858, the Jaghird4r

endeavored to reduce the allowance by one-third, and
hence Arnee Venkat Rao’s claim which the Govern-

t 24th December 1860, No. 2,495, para. 5. i i
ment consideredf to be a fair one.

4. The next claimant was Vedaji Subba Rao, son of Vedaji Appa Rao, No. 10 in the list
o 1 of March 1832, and a recipient of 13 Rupees monthly,

V. Subba Rau complained that his stipend had been

Government Order, 7th July 1860, No. 1,120, - F -
discontinued since his father’s death in June 1856,

5. The Government in their Proceedings of 24th December 1860, paragraph 5, told the

Jaghirdar that unless a settlement was come to in these instances, as well as in cases of other
8‘ e right on their side whithin a month of the receipt of the Order, further

steps whould be taken : and after receiving a detailed
1 From Collector, 37th November 1860, recorded report} on a claim made by one Seshagiri Rao, towards

claimants who might hav

* in Board’s Procs. 4th December 1860, No. 5,671. whom they thought that the Jaghirdir had not

§ 23rd January 1861, No. 154. acted in good faith, they directed§ the Collector to

proceed in this case as already ordered for the first two.

6. These are the cases to which the Government refer when they ask in their Proceedings
record;ad at the head of this paper, whether the Jaghirdar has yet conformed to their Order.

7. A similar query was put by them in March 1861, and it
appears from the Collector’s reports that up to October of the same
tion which was taken by the Jaghirdir was the transmission to the Collector in

G. 0., 8th March 1861, No. 531.

, the only ac -
iz:ruary of {{,upees 3,296-8-0 in three sealed bags. Thissum was the amount of arrears claimed

by the three parties named in the margin, two of them
Venkata Rao, Vedaji Subba Rao, and Saftia  heinos the persons alluded to in the Order of 24th Decem-
Vijin Apga Vesksts Bac. ber 1860. Mr. Robinson promptly returned this money

‘ to the Jaghirdar, who had merely asked that it might be held in deposit in the Treasury pending

the issue of an appeal which he was about to make to Government,

8. This correspondence was reviewed by Government in their Order
marginaly noted. They told the Jaghird4r that he was bound to obey
their ordérs under penalty of revocation of his Sanad; and that they would not tolerate any further

23rd October 1861, No, 2,029.

disobedience or evasion of their orders.
9. 1In March of the current year, the Board received a petition from She-
ol it shagiri Rao, already referred to, complaining that nothing had been done about
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his allowance, though Government hag passed ‘orders upon it jn January 1861, Iy reply to the

* 10th April 1962, No, 63, Board’s endorsement upon this, the Acting Collector reported® that

though his Predecessor and he himself bad urged the Jaghirdér to conform
to the orders of Government in regard to this and similar clajms it had been \:ithout effect : and
that when he wrote to tell the Jaghirdar that unless these claims were sett]oq before April 1st, he
would recommend the resumption of the Jaghir by Governmem, the only answer he got was

3 : subject for a month hence in consequence of the
marriage of arelation, My, Fraser Tecommended that he s

; ould be authorized to give a last warn-
ing, and then to resume the Jaghir, if in fifteen days all reas

onable claimg were not settled in full.

10. The Board in the meantime had seep

€opy of aletter addressed by ¢ Jahgirdér to the
Collector dated the 11th April, stating that a]] 34 et addressed by the Jahgir

: allowances, except Sheshagiri Rao’s had been
T 24th April 1862, No, 9,604, paid, and that the amount in that case had been forwarded to the

: ollector, They resolved therefore before passing orvders on the
Collector’s letter to await his further report,

1. With their Proceedings of g, April last, No, 919 the Government foftred fve

1. Sheshagiri Rao, petitions from the parties named in the margin, and

2. Vencata Rao, grandson of Bemasava Rag, Tequired the Board to ascertain immediately from the
3. Gundoo Rao, son of Ram Rao,

4, Ann'ajee .Ra.o, son of Appa Vencata Rao. A‘-‘ti"g CO”ECtOl’ whether the Jaghirdér had yi&?lded
9. Bagirathi Bhoye, widow of Annajes Rao.  obedience to thejr Order of 23rd October preceding ; and
if not, to inform him that unless he did so within one

month, they would take the Estate under mmanagement. The Collector was directed to prepare a

list of the relatives with the amount Payable to each, A reminder on the same subjeet was
received from Government on the 26th May, No. 99,

12. The notice referred to in the preceding paragraph was served upon the Jaghirdir on
the 16th May, and on the 30th idem, the Collector wrote to say that the Jaghirddr had not yet
conformed to the orders of Government, nor did he seem much inclined to doso, He particularly
objected, it would seem, to pay any thing to Sheshagiri Rao. In forwarding this report to

Government the Boarq remarkedy that they had received two petitions
1 10th June 1862, No. 3,797, from the Jaghirdr, asserting, that the claims of four out of five indivi-

duals had been adjusted ; and that the amount due to Sheshagiri Rao
had been forwarded by him to the Collector but refused by that Offjcer, These petitions were
forwarded to the Collector for early report.

13. Itisin reply to the Board’s Proceedings of 24th April and 10th June last, referred to
above, that the Collector has now submitted kis Teport of June 18th, No, 112.

fil ouain, 4. In this letter he examines into the claims of five§ persons whose

2. Bagirathi Bhoye,  allowances have been either diminished orstopped. No. 1 he thinks 1~ erves

f,’: g'mg‘g‘f;’_° Bao. nothing, but the elaims of the other four are valid ang have not beer satis-

5. Sheshagiri Rao,  fied. No. 5 je that Sheshagiri Rao in whose favor Government passe * their

Order of 23rd January 1861, and on this case the Acting Collector ok, serves,

“ in spite of this final decision, and in the face of (}e strict Orders of Government, the Jaghirdar

o Obstinnte]y declines to continue the allowance in question, and addressed me a Khat Jast weels

- “to this effect.” The Jaghirdér-has, it is true, forwarded to the Collector on more than one

oceasion, a sum of money on account of' the arrears due to Sheshagiri Rao, and this it appears, was
done with the avowed object of throwing (he respousibility of payment on the Collector,

15. In the Government Order of the 284}, June, No.

,416,
T3 ghirdie Ny Sontaes PR % 1,416, the Board are asked whether the

rder of G°'emmﬂlt. They find from M r. Fraser's report that

> in 3
| G.O.9th May 1860, No. 745, the case of Vlsharam” Venkata Rao,

. t 1
 JRSERY 1 R, T o 1 Vedajif Subl, he full amount has been

3 Rao is not mentioned by Mr. Fraser, the

R o e AN e et T e SR
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4 but inasmuch ae
: i s conformed to the order of Gmernmenp 2
gfnle(ilhagi?i %;;!;ega;:?sﬁﬁ?lgﬁgs};sed of, it cannot be said that the orders of Government haye

been fully complied with.
16. Tt was in respect to this claim that, the Jaghirdar, through his Vakil, addressed to the

nt, those remonstrances which form Board Petition

oard and to the Government, o : i ;

lCc;l‘ilgctoZi g(t)st(l:::c]lgosures Various reasons were therein given why the claim was an unfair one :
; an :

thi Sliot abdaicnr oet arguments used were that Sheshagiri Rau is not a relative and therefore
he chief a g

;  the terms of the Sanad : that it was
: : 3 aid of Government undgl §
not entitled to the lnte;f:}:n;:a;’i‘r%é[,s predecessors, according to the judgment of the]?o:;rts, t(}
o i s e e o i s e e
entail o

ine, and did it
i iri Rau proved to be genuine,
the i b{i Shes}l]laig;'glfol:.aevg a claim for pension, such wou
:Ihe original gl”af']tfle ‘;’:'an?;:.s ?nterest in the Estate. But whatever value these arguments may
etermination of the

; i conform without hesitation to the orders of
possess, it was, the Board think, go:n toh:a J:ﬁ::rff,;i:-oissue, to begin to ask for inq’uiry into and
Government, and not, a year :,nsheshaf’ifi Rau might or might not bear to him. "The Board do
TePOrt I M ionshig Ahig uld ?villingly have taken into consideration any representation
not doubt, but that G(?vernment}vlvouaht proper to make after their orders had been fully complied
wp;’ch tXe Jﬁghlrdértmlggt ?::e;a:hi;dér has himself or his advisers to thank for the position in
with, s the case stands, °

Which his obstinacy has placed him.

purport to convey to
Id be voidable on the

8 inst the Collector’s recom-
; Y 2, the Jaghirddr protests agams‘
17. T his Petition Noé }:i:?%la;f];féon the g?ound that such a p(;mshment tshou]dd only be
mgp,]asof{l s r;esuzm gul?bner(;te contumacy, The Board leave it to Government to etermine
inflicted for actua e ;

a4 hout can be d
whether or not the conduect of the Jaghirddr throug

terms,

escribed in more appropriate

851 h 4 of this petition the Jaghirddr would make it appear that the Collector
. In paragrap s

iri -i tigation and report on
ument requiring a re-investig :
has failed to conform to the orders nsrhfs(;;egrifi Rao’s claim. Nothing of the kind whs ever

vernment Petition No. 966 of 1862
Government Endorsement, dated 12th May ol'del‘e_d' ]Thf ,(e}fzn‘red to the Collector of North Arcot
1862, ”}:ﬂs sr}r‘n}t)h); Board of Revenue, with reference to Govern-
* No 1,086 of 1862. :n;::gOrdet, dated 29th April '86"‘).’,N°' 919.” and the
; Jachirdar’s: Petition of the leth Agnl dv;z;sthﬁxwgrldeed to

ol ’ a <
the Collector for very early report with reference to Boal.'dhs tI;(l;O:ﬁee I:('i’s;-erg:’;:tance & tE:lml:fez,
No. 2,604, i. e. as regards the circumstances connected with the %‘ he claim w: direct !
o to Sheshagiri Rau through the Collector. No IS mvEsgRICR ol the claim wis ever iachad,
due t;)QSheIsnmg;:; fa;t:h : ofghis petition the Jaghirdar complains that the Acting Collector in his
€ 18tthurﬁ; has adverted to the claims of parties not referred to in the Government_ Order
report o 1861 ; but the Board observe, that in their Order of 24th December 1860, the
o Octoberf Jirested @ segtlement of the cases specificaily mentioned, as wel] as those of other
Go.vemmen,’, ('rlr:i At have tight'on theid side.  Bhit the Board would not press this, They think
clam.mz’ts wb%en 'Z}ear]_y shown that the Jaghirdar has omitted fully to carry out the orders of
;J!r]:\tn;rtn::nt in a case specially mentioned, and therefore the present assertion on the Jaghird's

part does not affect the question at issue,

20. The Board in the course of the foregoing‘ remarks have not tak.en ipto consideration the

f these * other parties.” The Collector has referred to some of them in his report of 18th June

i and the Jaghirdar has in his Valk{l’s address to the Collector

1 Enclosure to Petition 1,401 of 1862. e of 24th April last, stated objections to the continuance of

1 Vide Qolleotor's' letser, d""lfd.;"’"hhcmdt-s some of these stipends. Besides the foregoing individuals

T i i 1hos, AL s whose petitions formed enclosures to the

;‘oh;"‘;g; i v Government Order of 28th June last, No. 1.416.  The

i F Board are of opinion that as the Collector hast in course

: ion in azcordance with Government Order, 29th April last, the_llst.nf' relatives, with

of propsTee ".l}?f ch, the best course will be, after the general question is settled, to take

the amou_r:lt pz:ya fh?o 'ei:t with any remarks which the Jaghirdar may have to make on each
";ts(e)\ i::]mtoe;t{)?x?it it?n a ’complete'form for the final orders of Government.

case, -

(True Copies and Extract.)
(Signed) C. G. MASTER, Acting Sub-Secretary.
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No. 355. To Hi .
5 o His Excellency Sir WILLIAM DENISON, x ¢
Fort Saint Gliario. » K.C.B., Governor in Council of

e -

TlgA}ﬁx{;b]e Peti_tion of TEROOMALA RAO
B, Jaghirddr of Arnee presented on

S : .
lcflsr.ai{hf,](f)obzy_ his Vakil V. SADAGOPA

REsPECTFULLY SHEwETH,

1. That the Jagh]‘r of A
about 400 xe £\Tnee was an ancient !
rendered to)h?;? ﬁgoﬁ?g'mthe IStubadar of the Deccanst&tf (:n"({e"i‘:d.?n y(t]:»ur I?etitioner's ancestors
family down to the time of 'ouacf;orf]‘,"gly,continued to be held u;:i"s' A i
time it was captured by th)e N;b ?lhoner S great grandfather Sreene?vuoyfed succeSsn'e!y m} iR
treaty of peace was enter 0b of the Carnatic, But after the d:‘:)n:?:sis(?:?;;t;)ne ::alros:et
’

ed into betw ;
under date the 12th October 1763(.3m'£1"“?e [.‘?Lehsald Nabob and Pertaupa Sing, Rajah of Tanjore,

of Rajah Perta i Artic ‘
condif]ions Whiczp:piz;% tg]e‘i(iabog shou].d restore tletl(:z .tT}::rth;:gztryo?tXndEd it 11 4
Court of Directors, restored th, J ccordingly the Government of Mad e - yahi certa}m
the 20th June 1789, The & ;. aghir to the saiq Sreenevasa R ba s, i et
and they were that the' s hf‘ d'llOns of that instrument were baaod theb, usdekWiaplgdsted
that he should behave hims%lf}l: " should not erect any forts or sed on the treaty quoted above,
India Company and of the Nt lrll)z.ill things with dye obedience tSll‘*?ngho]ds ¥igD haaess X
every thing to provide for the (\)av if‘hat he should not fetain any l\?li:ite ('}Fvernment ol e ](113‘:;‘
mprovement of the country; elfare of the in'habitants, the incr:;ge g:'c:lx;l:ih:attil:):‘c)h::d th:

should pay : that he should ¢
ol T oy oy P e o 1
] Nabob,

this document were jdent: mala Rao Saheb
t under dat
}ljut.one’ viz., that theelni d;ﬁg z:?oe; BT Eow thSe of the Cg:l:l;eb;?éhamage(rtgq L« te"-nsezi
ndia Company, instead of to the Ne:?)lodbw:s directed to be paid to the Goverr?nr::nivg;'ytl:ee%)ast
)

as a return for the protection afforded by thse;] pledge of the Jaghirdar's obedience to them and

In any w: ; ect and the Jaghi "
. WY way explain why these addit-ionz;glhlr would be liable to be resumed. The Sanad doesnot
conditions were introduced into it; and your Petitioner

grantee submi k
mitted to the same. Be this as it may, the Jaghir

was held under it by +
HE€r It by your Petitioner's father Gl s death in 1853

ust 185 L 1 vern ad 0 your
n ; : g 3 ‘]\e GC e ment Ienewed lht‘il‘ San t )
. g to his father i" :
e Same teI ms as hose emb!aCEd in tlle 0|Ie‘ la"ted 18~|)- 1\(

the origin i . him inquire inta the terms o
2inal grants, and the result of his labors has bc:gn tlrmle‘ li ‘v g e vth crbadee
discevery of the two very strinoer

y Y stringent

conditions newly add
Thsss Y added to the Sanad of 1825 an( fepeated in that of 1853 without a w)
a4 why or a

5. For the pre
present, however, your Petiij g
as to the legality or binding charac,tZr of'Lhetl Jdigse, Il not enter into any leagtl i '
to_his futher and himself. - He will reserve. o au2"al condition imported nto the Sanas g rosie
necessity of going into the question es§r‘e };t for any future occasion ]:;0 Ve g
that such condition is legal and binding ool:' }: > Purposes of the present gl oo e
to entertain questions regarding the al ces o hat Government nder it fully sutheriges
it must be allowed that Govenf!me:tah s th membe::t ;s }l:.“der €, b Yeluas
: S b 1, as no wa : ot his famil ks :
a mewber of his family. RS o in i iy s Ty
of any grant from 1he‘Jagl:Ii‘rhdez;xvr C()i:'n:\htlt]?lSClde'Ign 9 Claint':ri?: L:r“ht & BetorinS Ml B
of the family put forward claims for rﬁainet'enanhey £ only in‘el'fel'eai“nt' . dc:fendﬂ}"ﬂ. et
e, cases in” which members

begs to submit this petition

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 7
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6. With these observations, your Petitioner will at once proceed to the immediate subject

of this petition,

7. On the 23rd October 1861, Government passed their orders on the claims of the fire
individuals named below, viz, :—
1. Ramachandra Rao.

V. Venkat Rao. e
Vedaji Subba Rao.

&0

3
4. Satya Vijaya Appa Venkat Rao.
5. Shesagiri Rao.

The Government decided that the claims of these parties should be satisfied before any
be listened to. It should be borne in mind that of

representation from your Petitioner would . g il

thsse five individualsy the claims of the first four differed and were distinguishable from that of

the fifth Shesagiri Rao. The former were admitted to be members of the family and the only
= antum of the allowance payable to them,

dispute between them and your Petitioner was the g% ‘e
ther; demanding more than )}rne agreed to pay. The fifth man Shesagiri Rao was not a member

of the family nor even a relation of your Petitioner; who t.herefbre denied and still denies his
title to any lelowance from the Jaghyir. The ground on which the allowance claimed by him was
awarded to him by Government was not his relationship to the Jaghirddr or his being 2 member
of his family, but certain Sanads purporting to bave been granted to his father by that of your

Petitioner.

titioner paid off the allowances due to the first four
t of the allowance decided to be due to Shesagiri
or of North Arcot to be either held in
or at the Acting Collector’s discretion

8. Under these circumstances, your Pe
claimants with past arrears, and on accoun
Rao, he remitted Rupees 2,000 to the Acting (_30”_ect
deposit pending the final decision of Government 1n his case, N
to be disbursed to the claimant. His reasons for preferring payment of the money through the
Acting Collecior were; lst, that these Proceedings being taken .under I(Illegulatlon IhY of 1831,
and the payment being made under protest, it was best l.bat this 'sh(.)u be done t lOUgh.the
public Officer before whom the case was pending ; 2ndly, that no intimation having been given
to him as to the rate at which the allowance should be paid (. e. whether it was at 18 or 13 per
mensem) he necessarily felt doubts on the matter and therefore left the same to be decided by
the Acting Collector ; and 3rdly, that if Government should finally decide against the claimant,

he money paid under protest than your Petitioner,

the Collector would be better able to recover t r €
whose only remedy would then be a Civil Suit againsta pauper and a stranger to the family

baving no allowances to retrench from.

9. Along with the said sum of 2,000 Rupees your Petitioner forwarded his final appeal to
your Excellency in Council dated 11th April 1862. Both these were returned by the Acting
Collector pending his recommendation to resume the Jaghir. Against the Proceedings of the
Acting Collector, your Petitioner presented several petitions to the Board of Revenue, who have
referred the entire matter for the decision of Government. Upon such reference, your petitioner

for the gracious consideration of your Excellency in Council,

10. The points requiring the judgment of Government are three : —

(1.) Whether your Petitioner has done any thing to jusiify the resumption of his

Jaghir.
(2.) Whether the tender of the money to the Collector was not a proper procedure nnder

the circumstances of this case, and,

ollector was not bound to have inquired into the case of

(3.) Whether the Acting C bound V¢
s report your Petitioner’s petition to Government.

Shesagiri Rao and forwarded with hi

11. As to the first point, it is not asserted that your Pt_atitioner has violated any of the
graver and more important provisions of the Sanad under _whlch he holds his Jaghir. He has
Peshcash ; nor built forts in his Jaghir; nor veglected the interests

not withheld payment of his 31
d new taxes on them. As to the provision for the members of his

of his inhabitants ; nor impose ¢ \  for t
family he has always been anxious to accede to just claims. Of the five individuals embraced in
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the Government Order of October 1861, four have been paid ; and the claim of the fifth having
been pronounced by legal advisers to be questionable, he has tendered payment of the money
under protest through the Acting Collector for reasons already detailed. Is this conduct to be
denounced as disobedience to the orders of Government ? and for this is the Jagh.udér to meet
the punishment inflicted on deliberate contumacy ? He feels too much assurance in the justice

of Government to apprehend that they will sanction the extreme measure recommended by the
Acting Collector.

12. Upon the second point, your Petitioner will content himself with referring your Excel-
lency in Council to paragraph 8 of this petition. The untenable and questionable character of
Shesagiri Rao’s title will be evident from the petition to the address of Government, dated

11th April last, which was forwarded to the Acting Collector, but returned by him to your
Petitioner, ' 5

13.  On the third point, your Petitioner submits that the said petition of the 1]t April

last discloses matter requiring a thorough re-investigation of the merits of the case. ‘Added to

* Governmont 12th May 1862, No. 965, this the orders of the Board and Gover‘nment ‘noted. in the

s, Petition 24th March. Board 28th  margin® directed an inquiry into the elaim of Shesagiri Rao.

May communicatiog the e o the . But the Acting Collector has (}{eclined to institute any enquiry
Acting Collector. Board En: Ment, 3 i of Stesaaisi . | ;
24th ipril 1862, on Petition of lh:a until the dues g Wwere pald direct by Yyour

12th idem, Petitioner.

14.  Your Petitioner will not oceupy the t-ime of Goyem'ment with more
the harsh style in which the Collector couches his communications to him

the treatment of communications from your Petitioner’s Vakil,
Government on that subject.

than alluding ¢
(your Petitioner)gan?l
He will era long address

He now humbly but confidently prays —
(1) That the recommendation of the Acting Collector may be disalloweq
(2.) That he may be directed to receive the money tendered by your Petitioner 1
, and,

(8.) ~ That the case of Shesagiri may be re-investigated and }; ;
by your Petitioner, may be rejected. 18 claim, tq be supported

And your Petitioner shall ever pray.

e SADAGOPAH CHARL00
Jaghirdi,’s Vakil,
To His Excellency Sir WILLIAM DENISON, .c. s,
Saint George.

16th July 1862.

No. 356. » Governor iy, Council of Fort

The humble Petition of 7y, ,
SAHEB, Jaghirday :f TEROOMALA RAO

Arnee

Vakil V. SADAGQPAH Cﬁgﬁﬁigtgd by his

‘RespecTrunLy SHEWETH,

1. Tharsince the representation of his petition of the 16th ult;
ment, your Petitioner was advised himself to pay to Shesagiri Rao the al
under the orders of October 1861, Having made up his mind to do this :
to bring the claimant to Arnee to receive the same, But as lLe has nb(;y,hlf bas sent hip Peot
Vellore or Chittoor and is absent from Arnee, your Petitioner hag re ; r
to send him down to him when he may appear before his Kachex(ilueswd L Acting Collectol
the Jaghirdér’s Kacheri, he will be paid the whole of his allowan

2. Your Petitioner regrets at wh
Acting Collector and the Board of Rev
Government.

Mo, to the addre g of Govern-

lowance due to him

€.

at has past, and for havin

enue to consider him guilty
He assures your Excellency in Council that ¢

g given any occasion to the
utity of defiance of tje orders of
his will not oceur again,

tioner has given to (he Board and Govern”

e present, and that ngo further notice may’
rd and the Acling Collector,

hich is in course of preparation at the Collect,
t the whole of his observations on the ¢l

3.  With these apologies, for the trouble your Peti
ment, he prays that the matter may be dropped for th
be taken at present of the communications of the Boa

4. When the list, w

3 s
: : ; s Office, is complet®
he will once for all submi

3 o o 30 8
aims of the several jndividual®

And your Petitioner shall ever pray.

V. SADAGOPAH CHARLOO,
“th August 1862,

Vakil for the JH{I/‘“da ¥ReE

R <

ra-e.

NPT P T D I P s . gnl” &1

a

4

I\

~

~y

g

26th August 1862. &~

l 3 . l, N
ORDER THEREON, 26th August 1862, No. 1,815 3
| : ings of the Board of Revenue have reference to the refusal of the ird4r
1. The Proceedings

Of I&Tllee to CcCO f en i 9 t Of certaili st1 to
niorm to the ord Vi t recrardmg the paymen
: ers of G’O ernn‘!, 9 o ; it !
mEIHbeI f h Q 'l n to the dependeﬂts Of the J&éhlrdal‘b Of Aruee, W hlch endS,
s of the ,fa.ml ya (1

ding to the terms of the Sanad under which this Jaghir is held, the ot foshain is
according to ;

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departme

i

bound to pay. : ‘ infornie
2. Upon_the refusal of the Jagh‘rdé"»l}.‘*he -wi?olllno‘% ;

orders of Government, under penalty o'f the-ie::::ion St

would not tolerate any further disobedience o ( ,_

he was bound to obey the
“and ﬁat the Government
B tf

Jaghirddr of Arnee to ¢ v _
- ¥ 9 report to the Board o

6. The Acting + od in his petition. The Government, while willing to accept
d}&:la;, f;}fi}l;etl the Pll:;rlse:v ic;;n:]t::n;;;: takil[:g ;;meas“"es to enf;)rc; 'o‘bedience to their orders,
the Jaghirdar's apo ’ = ired of nim.

,ho“:;g;hg Jaghirdir again hesitate to perform the duty require v

Mon (Signed) T. PYCROFT,

Chief Secretary,



- allowance awarded to a complete stranger named Sashagery Row,

" need be paid to any person not found in

' hereditary character must be evident
' (Sashagery’s) appointment to it the s

; objection for 17
receive the salary of his father, he would

stoutly denied their genuineness,

i To

'HIS EXCELLENCY SIR WILLIAM DENISON, K. C. B.,
GOVERNOR IN COUNCIL OF FORT SAINT GEORGE,
L ) &e. &e. &e.

The humble Petition of Teroomala Row
Saheb, Jaghiredar of Arnee.

Respecrrurey Smewers,
: That the final orders of Government on the subject of your Petitioner’s Khandans or
Stipendiaries dated 23rd October last were communicated to him by the Collector of North Arcot,

and in obedience thereto, he has distributed to all those Khandans all the arrears of allowance
e will ere long address Government on the

decided by Government to be due to them.

general subject of the Khandan’s allowances. He now begs leave for the last time to approach
your Excellency with his reiterated prayer that he should be exempted from liability to pay the
on the following grounds.

t in any way related to or connected with your
Petitioner. Like the Khandans he has no hereditary claims to be maintained from and out of
the profits of the Jaghire; neither his name nor that of his father is entered in the List of
Khandans annexed to E. M. C. dated 13th March 1832, and the Collector Mr. Robinson in his

1861, dqc]ared that no hereditary allowance

letter to your Petitioner of date the 18th January
that list, and his alleged relationship is not even

attempted to be proved. His father was employed as Bakshee under your Petitioner’s forefathers
he had certain fixed duties to perform in the service

on a monthly pay of Rupees 18, and as such _
of the Jaghiredar for the time being, who creates or abolishes the office whenever he thinks fit ;

and such is not a mirasi or hereditary office. Clearly the holder of it cannot lay claim to have
it continued from father to son. Indeed there are no hereditary offices attached to the Jaghire,

I. Because the said Sashagery Row is no

& with the exception of those of village servants.

II. Because the fact that the office which Sashagery Row and his father held is not of a
to any one from the admitted circumstance that on his

alary which his father was in the receipt of was reduced

from 18 Rs. to 13 Rs. per mensem, and he continued receiving this without any complaint or

years preceding his dismissal in 1854 Surely if he was a Khandan entitled to
have remonstrated against this reduction.

III. Because the man was dismissed for misconduct, and is therefore not entitled to any

going too far and compromising your Petitioner’s status too much to say that he must

| salary. Itis
n those who have misbehaved, who have set his authority in defiance and sided with

maintain eve S
his enemies in trumping up cases of forgery and perjury against him.

IV. Because the sunnuds produced by the said Sashagery Row are false and fabricated
There are 1o copies or entries of the same among the records of the Jaghire. Your Petitionex:
_ and no evidence of any sort or kind has been adduced in prdof

Mr. Robinson assumed them to be true and boxd fide in the teeth of

of it; and yet the Collector .
your Petitioner’s denial and in the absence of any evidence. Your Petitioner repeatedly asked

he Collector to send the original documents that he may have an opportunity of inspecting them.
he Collector ought in deference to your Petitioner’s position to have complied with this reason-
ble request. He might have done this by affixing his initials to them to prevent their being
ampered with. But he persisted in his refusal to let your Petitioner look at them. If as
ashagery Row says he was related to your Petitioner and had hereditary claims to be maintained
ut of the profits of the Jaghire, what need was there for the alleged execution of these sunnuds ?

J
/



.3

| i

There w

400 as Nno pre s el s

o {) ssure on your Petitioner’s {orefathers to grant them to Sashacery’s fath All
: umstances must satisfy your Ex N ! aSlAZcry s Tather. .

atisl) r Excellency 4

trumped up to support an uufoun(icd claim ,’{‘.‘it.ln C;u'ncxl st the. documents have been

folity. 16 s ; laim.  As if anything was wanting to sl ¢

e S NOW 2 : - 3 10w {

& .‘ci :)unt o }.)rctended that they were lost in the Collector’s Cutcherry.  How is }:e“ uf:«;r
b or o . - - . =X 1 y

ieir loss?  No explanation of this mystery is even suggested ot

V. Beec
- ause the sunnuds, even i y 1 in
is shown for their exeeuti S AT B bind your Petitioner. No consideration
e tilccu ion.  One of them is said to provide for the grant of 18 Rs. sal o
Y- e other empowers the grantee t i ; stsenyy - Ry
e $ a o receive from the sery J E
of 1 fanam e servants of the Jach
j per pagoda out of their salaries! U 3 gatre a donus
es! Unless Sashagery :
these docw : shagery or his father was a K
nents , : . ; . was 2 Khandan
ity - could not confer hereditary rights on either. They were only bindi 1
‘ a 1 y JE % v S
ot on your Petitioner for the simple reason that if each Jaghi g
ach Jaghiredar was competent

tO a llenﬂte tl 2 g 'y 5 suce .
1€ revenues ()f th(: Ja“llue t() St[a" €IS, he Inloht leave Il()‘ ll.“" 1() ll]‘s C3SSOrs

been finally disposed of by the late

’ He was dismis 3
, and immediately a : ismissed from the _post of
o o= ppealed to tl \

peatedly dismissed by him and by the Board 0(? I \“‘;HS;\:] Collector,

gis name was not found in the list passed by
ated 10th December 1858, endorsement
orders of Government in 1859.)

VI. Because the claims of Sashao v
%olﬁe;tﬁor Mr. Whittingham and the an:::ry(l ](:‘f“ ;‘{e?lerrfz(ely
Bakshi in 1854 £
His appeals were re-
e B and )GO\’emmcnt on the ground that
WL dm 1832.  (See orders of the Collector,
bl  Hoard. _Of date the 20th July 1859 and the
fit for reasons best known to him ¢ ace of such decisions, Mr. Collector Robinson thought
soseidd Tt U 5 e v B (?'re-oqen the question and without any enquiry or proof
the Board of Revenue as co);re ¢ C?tloner 8 relation, an assumption which has been accepted by
aside on no solid grounds, ] ct.  If final decisions of competent authorities are to be thus sct
% What safety can there be to the interests of the people?

VIL. Because th
3 ! e te €« s .
found in any of the recordim Swakia” which

for none of the admitted
to them. The term itself

" R Sashagery Row prefixed to his name is not to be
leanie aghire, : It shows beyond a doubt that he is no relation ;
ans found 'in Government Lists have such epithets applied

o8 means ‘
Petitioner, what is Tis relat; amhi Oe.,n e’s own” or ¢ dependents.” If the man is related to your
No. onship ? Is any specific relationship alleged ? No. Ts it proved

How then can the mere use o
VIII. Because in
have not resery

Jaghire servant
Petitioner,

f at best an ambiguous epithet prove consanguinity ?

th : (e
¢ sunnud under which your Petitioner holds the Jaghire, Ciovernment

s. Iti itte

Tn the Ca;”:imlttu;rt.]mt Sﬂsha.gery was a Bakshi and as such dismissible by your

?hd‘ dismissal by your Pet.t?ne jjananda Pillay and others who appealed to Government against

ing order, itioner, Government under date the 24th July 1857 passed the follow-
“ The Petitioners w

“his pleasure, ould appear to be merely servants of the Jaghiredar and removable at

i Government will not interfere with his freedom of action in this respect.”
0 ctitioners su 4 ;
« - ppose they have a legal cl hi : 104
test the question in the Civil COurts_{’ ea legal ciam on s pursc, ‘they are at liberty to

Your Petitione .
r h 3 i
£6 Hhe Civdl ot as no objection whatever to Government referring Sashagery Row also

i ;}Ew l]zz;au;:l if (i?qvemment is f\ot prepared to recal their orders in the case of ‘Sasha-
the l‘eSOu’rces 03;_ thse ; o of a similar class of servants are sure to be thrust forward and
GEhd! P Petitione ‘agh;re will be swamped. 1f Sashagery Row’s was the only case of the
e er wofld not ?nlnd.bomng down to the decision of Government, though

g it to be unjust. IHis objection is one of principle. He questions the policy of

Government extending their inter
eir interf i ' i i
e g ” ‘rrxie vx; erfance to the clanns‘of his servants, and in that light alone he

On all 4 '
all these grounds, your Petitioner humbly prays for a reconsideration of the orders

of Government ; GBS, .
iy nt passed in the case of Sashagery Row and that the same may be re-

ed to themselve . .
mselves the right or power of interfering with his treatment of tac

e

e — = i G

3 - S5 gk 5 ma
them with such observation s HIY

[ 3]
nded relationship of Sasha-

to the prete ! e
! "De mgd;;:m on the whole of this case Of what 1;
from the C':il Coutts where your Petitioner is prepare
e C1

tle also prays that a full enquiry

gery and a report called for
better that he may be referred to th

to meet him, And your Petitioner; o ot ey
(Signed) V. SADA  Vukeel for the Jaghiredar.
MaDRas, d 4 i oY ; :
L% dpril Vsoe. § b o
To
JAMES FRASER, EsQ. e
Acting Collector va o ge.
e 1 beg to enclose herein Govern-
£ aar of ‘ﬁ.l’ﬂee, g d. ded b
i w Saheb, Jaghir®  eced atrears of pay cect y
On behalf of Tiroomala To 000 on account qf the. al‘leifl Bsthi. e 1 idathe

i . 2) LI
ment Currency Notes for Rs sotagery ROV his m e M 8 st

Government to be due by him to 0n€ BEFC 2 orrears’ : ol
from March 1854, and from that date bis P :Eouut 1o Rs. 1,746 bub according to ﬂ:::::nl
Rs. 18 per mensem the rate claimed by i 400 oty vin s 15, 3 would aggregate to Y

which he had continued to receive for 1 ye‘ﬂfﬂ Pu f si
: ) ; - t pra ing- 'or a reconsi-
Rs. 1,261. iseslof Government PIOVRE HE T

T also crave leave to enclose & Peti*{iw to the o ill bo pleast?d ; |
deration of their orders on this subriect, and to re.quest that you i of
i e gt IS : holding the said sum ©of Rs: 2,

. ymn’lf the money 18 nOW paid away to the
plication favorable to th:e
Tis case 18

: W 12 5248 A s ol f
this Petition, [ am desired to ask of yo‘@ the dffiVOt ;waw
in deposit. And I have thought it proper t° ; ois'o’r.der " this recent; 2P
claimant and Government are disposed to pass &l b nt, from @ mere pauper-
Jaghiréda;". he would be without means 'whn”@m‘fer' t?*? ::?h"“’ for'rgt,renchment of nni' pnﬁxfent

t like that of a Khandan whose fufure 3 o aceny ¢ and a pauper. In making
?:ad; l:‘By mistzkeaor under o misopprelension, but Be ¢ (i ;;rvf:lmgs of disobedience or dis-
this request, however, the Jaghiredar i3 by no means Bl ‘unabely been imputed to him by
re::)ectfl to the 6rdefsidf Government which maturu have, w{,‘;?dinates- Should it mevertheless
Mz. Collector Robinson on the ‘misrepresentation of it 1d in deposit on the grounds stated

. . . . » : he '
appeat to you that his Premt-tpgheahnn 4‘&2 .h!:vi;flﬁ:;ﬁf o ication of an tention to trifle
o to be viewed by Governmen a ) > S st
al_)ovells llk;’li sctions, he has o objection to the arrears being at once paid olver. to t :vecc; ‘a; : 1{:3 P
xlle?,h t :,etl;:tilo "+ ono aflecting & principle, and not the small sum of money he 1s 10 P
18 €O )

s inti y .t he has distributed the allowances due to
' timate to you that he has i nces
L Jagluredar g it d of by Government, and is also distributing the

: i1 the lists approve
A & d he requests that this fact may be reported to

{handans
417 the Khandax 2o Sibml 3 o

current allowances

(Government. . s
. to be permitte .

p Jagluredm‘. i;rtl:{? rtbsliz courss will preserve the good will of Government towards him ;

e thinks tions - being misinterpreted or misunderstood. He

mn Englishx as I ¢ his communica
and prevent the language © s aceorded to him, and that you will be pleased to send your

requests that this permission M2y
ot i 1 have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient and humble servant,

(Signed) V. SADAGOPATL CHARLOO,
Valeel for the Jaghiredar.

from month

uch his correspondence with you in fature

answers

114% April, 1862
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To
THE PRF N .
ESIDENT AND MEMBERS oF THE BOARD OF REVENUE
The humble Petition of Teroomala Row Sakeb,
“ESPI‘:CTFULLY SHEWETH) Jay/ll'/'(.'(/zll‘ Qf Arnee.

That in the
a matter of the opg m
5o 5 m
ba.shager)’ Row, a dismissed servant of t] ' o . 2,000 e ytanly st
to the Acting Collect, ant ot the Jaghiredar, a sum of Rs. 2,00 remitied
§ Lollector, together with 5 Petition to the add o i 1
. e re

ject ; : s Moo
Ject ; and the Acting Collector was asked 8.0l Government on the same sub-
pending the decis; y asked at the same time either

the claimant 1ent on the said Petition,
The as deemed preferable.

been inforr y

tor has addresseq 4 communicy ormed that on the 9th or 10th nstant, the Acting Collec-

A tion to y k
5 2 consequence of his (Janhircd't:’?ourl o 'rC‘COUl_mcndmg S S S
Board with, any ghiredar's) alleged disobedience. He will not now trouble your

observations i
, on this i i
hastens to timate to your (tihl:l % i ‘ach sgainst hizs S it g
) oard that the mor 5 .

ey has been already forwarded to the Acting
Xtreme measure suggested by him
r ;
To save him from any such conse-

1 ue to the clain'nant may at once be ordered to be paid
etter to the Acting Collector accompanies this.

And your Petitioner,

rs of the Board and G

to hold the money in deposit

if such course w or at once to pay the arrears over to

Jaghiredar has since

quences, he begs

that the
OVer to him, Oy ¢ arrears of pay d

Py of your Petitioner’s

: WILL EVER PRAY.
(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CHARLOO,

126% Apri
b dprit, 1568, Fakeel for the Jaghireda.

The At OFFICTIAL MEMORANDUM.
Wy (;tmg Collector of North Arcot returns the Bank notes
i ar of Arnee and refuses to have any communication wit

ment to hi .
o ins relations anq dependents pending the answer of Gover
etter to them of the 10th instant.

Norta Arcor,

and. letter in English sent by
h him on the subject of pay-
nment to his (the Acting Col-

C’E’l(ff)c"::;: 00’_‘1'5 Kachers, (Shgned), J. FRASER:
T s .
1?2%'-“/4 April deting Collector.

To
TriMara Row Sangs,

Jaghiredar of Arnee.

——

THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE BOARD op REVENUE

: Mabras.
The lhumble Petition

of Teroomal,
Jughiredar of mala Row Sakeb,

ResererruLLy Suewers, Arnee.
TV g
ik t10 st’I“;hatt,lmt ;gfe;ence to the Jaghiredar’s Petition of the 13t instant to the Bogrd
- %n thataP et't'la iis let.i;er of the llt_h instant to the address of the Acting Collector Oa:. s
etition, with its enclosures including Government Currency Notes fo, Rs. © ’ngemd
* e y Was

delivered to that cer on the 14

- . Offi th (the delay in the t issi i

mterve{‘lng Sunday the 18th) at Chittoor, 4 i ransm()t)s;:::rtlorbe;: gt:hwc(‘";Sequent s
rthwith returned tje

d herewith for the perusal of the

T 0
st hi Acting Collector above
IR i oc funther b oottt hef'e“"th . (iett:r:dt(])n:hnfbly butg earnestly prays,
adverted to "vithahiq Petition to Grovernment therein enclosed,
for femons“c&i&tained in his letter to the Collector, e

| - W
Lst, Tha,t the Petition to Government may be :l:qm'ry el

tion of the Board either at once or after any

per w rect ; and,

d to them with the recommenda-
the Board may deem pro-

e Currency Notes from your
i e. to be either held in

e Petition now submitted
distributed

ive th
: £ - ooted to receive b
2ndly. That the Collector may Esafslre;ay ¢hink proper;

Petitioner for disposal as the‘ ~ vernment on tl
R : defs of the (Jo&e. be at once
| ?tm p:rm::;lgt Jt: ep{::ler:l:leeunder present circumstances 0
ot yr whai g )
« | to the claimant Sashagery Row.
de‘,%vour’l’gtitio?ef‘f\s in duty bound, - WILL EVER PRAY.
] ; CHARLOO,

% o ADAGOPAH .
s Vakeel for the Jaghiredar.

3. S S (Signed) V

17th Adprit, 1862, o
hc i

'I‘O

MES FRASER, Esq: iy R
. : Act;ﬂgv Collector of Novth Areo

cknowledge the receipt of your

timo, No. 12, in which he

No. 6, in consequence of

Sir,
. %3 . of Arnee 02
1. T have been desired by the Jaglured&fﬂyoto his of the 18th ul

Telugu Khat of the 11th instant, No. 9, in e} ot of the Tth idem,

: ; Ki Saheb. It is hardly
; ’s time to answer YOU chandra Row S : .
applied for a month’s tir . brother Rama e e X slting

: . YT ung 5
the then approaching marriage of’ his youns arriage o :
¥ - x n as the m; Jfghiredal"s time and attention must
he

: ceasio

necessary to tell you that on such an © : .
i o, ;ith oriental customs, b ¢ one month applied for by him
grand preparations in accordance Wi AR
{ have been pleased to observe

jod o
! ces the pert
be wholly taken up. And under the mrcumstznowledmnent you Khats and
was reasonable.  But in your Khat under ackn m:.» complyi“g with your formcr' hats .111(
that the Jaghiredar has assigned BpeP reasons b :1(1 to Covernment the sequestration of the
e ne

recoml jone im for not
on that ground alone have thought fit to. reco - find that the reason asmgncd by hi ,
Jaghire. The Jaghiredar feels deeply puined fo jopes be now viewed by you as not

. F 1
3 ; 1 which will he s ;
being able to send an immediate reply; and vl The term 15 & compound of 89 and €

. as PR \ : ever could have
unsatisfactory, should have heen condemnc‘{l‘l Jaghiredar 15 satisfied that y”;‘ g Wb P

: ' e 1e SN n. But this in-
meaning respectively false and worthless. o toa person in his positio

dinates entertain towards him

meant or desired the use of such msu
hich you have returned, he

stance will serve to show you the state 0

: . o his last
and it was for this reason that in his las
espolt

d to i y y
uals referre dividuals were paid off on the dates men-

Jting languag
f Dfeeling that your subor
| tion to you w

ica
communic . |
dence with you 1t Tnglish.

expressed his desire to keep up his corr our K#hat under reply, the Jaghiredar

9. As to the elaims of the individ

Ang in

begs to state that the arrears due to the following
tioned in the subjoined memo. : /Lg’__//,____.

No. in mﬁ*i\: Amount paid. When paid.

Govt. ame.

List.
Not i trBgimege iy bl SR © e S @ieias 6,500 0 0 |4th January 1862.
7 list., . |Remachandreawsdo FERCLL L, 3,628 0 0 [5th February 1862.
L 675 3 4 [24th November 1561,
5> 10 |Vedaji Soobba Row.........:'* ey
o Sﬂga"’J“g‘;{*Pl’“‘e“kam"w...‘...f’.. 373 12 8 [2nd April 1862,

: nnajee Row......ounemmset
Total.... 11,077 0 0




: 3. These four individuals and Sashagery
~ vernment and obtained orders in thei
above, and on account of the arrear
Rs. with a Petition to the addres
instant,

r favor ; of these four hav
s due to

s of Governm

e been paid their arrears as
Sashagery Row, the J aghiredar sent to you 24000
ent, but which you returned under date the 14th

s

4. The other parties r
the Government Jjst and
Collector,
But sinee
in the last
Jaghiredar,

eferred to
Soobhian Row,
or to the Board, or Governme
the receipt of the orders of G
Paragraph, they haye again
I shall proceed to answer tl

5. No. 8 in the Government list
Rs. a month, 1, had two sops Ragho
deceased his father, the latter surviy

W Toolaja Bhoyee the re
viving party in the family is Pogroos]
Per mensem, and hey 5
~# complaint to mae,
. on account of N

in your Kkat of the 11th instant are N'oc,;‘s, 21, 22 u:
All these parties but No, 21 have nppe_ahﬂ:t,oﬁq fﬂgt'il:

nt, and their appeals were dismissed by thﬂn"“‘,hm ed

overnment on the claims of the five individuals mention

. . 4 e
applied to you on their claims to allowances from th
leir cases seriatim,

was originally Bemasana Row, He was in receipt of 22
thama Row and Poorooshothama Row ; the former Pl:
ed him.  Poorooshothama received. 16} Rs. and ni‘gn:
maining 34.  Both these have also died, and the"’" -7; !Rs
1othama’s widow Lakshmee Bhoyee who now receives m;
llowances at that rate have been paid off up to January last.  She bas e
But a young man of the name of Venkata Row is the ch;in.mnt 'befc;:g ,’{m.
0- 3. He represents that le was adopted by Toclaja Bhoyee, the w:dow.of 4
thama Row and claims to have the 20 Rs. allowed to the late Bemasana Row. The Jaghiredar begs

; e then
to submit that in 1854 this claimant appeared for the first time before Mr. Bourdillon, the
Collector, who disposed of his claim i

n these terms. ¢ The said claimant Venkata Row is nol:i::‘?
““ heir of the p i epresent. e pretends that Toolaja Bh?yee ‘_dopwdhé no:‘
“ this is not proved. Even if proved, he can have no claim to the allowance, which n(_’:l@et 'stion P
“ her hushand enjoyed. - “ His claim js therefore. dismissed by endorsement on his Peti )
““ the Board.” = See Mr. Bourdillon’s Kaz to the Jaghitedar under date the 25th Jih‘m'ge "
No. 3. TFrom this order he made no appeal whatever, and it stands final, lifet. lle'hﬂi ool
city to repeat his elaim after the lapse of 8 years. Under the Statate of Limitations his ¢ mdﬂlon.
be barred after ] long acquiescence from the time his claim was dismissed by Mr. Bour

. d iee Row,
6. The next claimant is No, 21. Her name is Bhagirathy Bhoyee, widow of Annajee 1

. : his
The allowance he was in the receipt of was 8 Rs., which on his death was rcduce.d to 4 ll‘;: i:oprc-
1ssueless widow, with reference to the long standing custom of the family, This sum iu;l R
pared to pay her with all arrears if she would only receive it. For opvious reasgny anuut which
widow would not by law and usage be entitled to, nor would she require tl'xe same am: ha(i T
was allowed to Ler husband Jointly with herself, And the principle of this .redut:m’their Kihats
recognised by the late Acting Collector Mr. Brett and Collector Mr. Bourdlll?n ‘:‘}‘ respoctively
to the Jaghiredar of the 5th August 1853, No, 13 and 25¢h January 1854, 3\0: ’l Last pata;
m the matter of the claims of Toolaja Bhoyee and Lakshmee Bhoyee referred to in t.":;ow N
and as a further illustration of the principle the Jaghiredar begs to. state that the V'\l B
21, in the VGovernment List still continues to receive less than a moiety of the ullO‘_":“‘i’n hexict
by her hushand. He will also allude to the case of No. ].5 in the Govummcl;lt ];‘: acigued
of: this prineiple; in whieh the widow of Bnlajee-Row received 10 Rs, out of;ut e i R
him. . The Jaghiredar is prepared to pay her entite arrears and the current : o“fl refusing this
of 4 R, per mensem and frequently offered the same to her.. But she persists it

:s matter the
for reasous which the Jaghiredar hopes will appear to you to be. untenable, On this m
Jaghiredar addressed you a K4at No. 10, dated 9th March 1862,

7. No. 22 in the List of Govemmept was G. R,a.mn Row. :
of Rs. 7 per mensem. On his death the same was continued to his

. bt of
it till he had oceasion to go to Benares when he 'assxgned' the allow.nnoehin paymgnt of a deAﬁcr
400 Rs. he had borrowed of one Parasooram who accordingly regewe.d it for some years. priont
that I;s.nboo' Row’s uncle, Vencat Row, applied to have a moiety of this :fll'owance ?quruz; s
fnim: which application was complied with by the late Collector M. Whittingham in his K/a

ipend
He was in receipt of a stxp'e!;d
son Baboo Row, who recelv

Row were the five persons who appealed to G

[ 4 d that the other moiety
> 't
same Khat 1

laimant before
: is the present ¢
cember 1858, No. 23.  In that o Row, who is the P

i Vencat
W do i 7 . Accordingly
ontinued to Baboo Row’s. brother Goond ng his debt

€Co : tod in his refusal to
ferred to Civil Suit for I ;er: having persisted in Lis T¢

Y doo

arasooram was Trelerr (loon

ho
o that Officer W
i ; but reported to )
gl Sﬁlsi.t;i“gh"‘m’ i matte:‘ I‘Za:he Irilﬂtter of Gooﬁdoontlltoar:ref
i . it ! 5

- listed by 2 March 1857, No. 9 He is now informed yannot get
5 answer dated 1911 1 as sent to you- in awarded, he ¢
4 dated 4h December 1835 s th there

ated 4th

ive the 0

not willing to receive

was alBO dwide

ide by the
oda a mon ing been set aside by
<”  This ::dzaftands ﬁl‘?a.l'- POt tl:zllggm had been twwehdlz;-
e slich as he desiré}‘f-" 3: - the above that this ¢ for the entire .branc er
at, 1 vill boscn from Ihe allowance set apax./‘renlmt'B,ow and his Youl.lglu
‘ itably. - Db : k b is
g eq?ﬁi@een his brﬁz};:r 7 Rs. paid to hlm;ow(t}‘:ondOO
to be divided bet hove the W . with arrears
{ r i Pre?ued i 3:1-,38%11 March 1862 was seut
' The Jaghiredar 13 |

the claims of Soobhan Row referred
e ]

is father
o of in & few words r. On the death of his fa

saheba claimed an
X brother of -themoﬂlef Rfioﬁh@m—”b%iﬁa tion, when
to in your ‘ - BDW and hlsattel; was snbmlttl?d to: el of Past
the late S € i e pute the 1:11 - full of all elaims 0 ha in the presence
ullowanc;_oﬁﬂ,, LTS uld be pal _:‘w Rajoobboyee Sahe
the arbitrators

by endorse-
s Board, who by ¢
ted several petitions t;o:h:epmt’ v;hich having been
he presei

he
o this 1 Collector ‘ Ter son to t
: ¢ « od those petitions t0 thz 2139, referred her and

o aferr 5
ment of the 18th July .

onﬁrmed.
8’59‘N _gheBOﬂl‘d was ©
heir ofdet of the Sth June 1! i, the deélﬂ'm'oflto you on behalf of her
made, the Board by thei neal to Governmen l; “again applie £ xobbery to the Mag.ls'
N @“ al:f the Courts, she ,efa:rféd a complaint ected with this claim
[nstead of therefore resorting ehakabie had p Vd The papers com; o oA
“minor son. It may be as well s false and unfoun“]e 'nment for copies thereol,

tracy, who however dismissedhiltdfr s applied 0 Governti® .

having been mislaid, the Jaghire pl bl G
of the same will again address you if 1€ AT
| od that if all the o
r

and future maintenanee
of the mediators.

which are to be found among

have called on him
£ w-would not
botdﬂmtre-') y 0

: f by com-
by your 80 eually and virtually dwgg;edu: i
e !:18;’;3:; October 1861; Nt:-tie o
, dated &0 nly refer
exztth ese claims, ‘”’:y:miemgd claims, but sm{ely n}oi‘:
if at ;\kllla;ﬂ ;hich have been finally decided by
d Soobh:

9. The Jaghiredar feels assu G
vour records were brought to your ns g
for a fresh settlement of these d‘:;onvernm
petent authorities. The orc:f]r of ik
the Jaghiredar is now called up  ed to and . M e
individ;als therein specifically rd‘t.?l' 22 and § B ity mpresz il

: f Nowiz. 8% Jaghiredar : the orders of Gove
to such claims as ‘those 0‘ e The Jag i 4
the authorities for the time ,

1 ]]I ave l)ﬁe n']de our min : ﬁVe men in W]IOBG
= 0 y ] ‘ the Clﬂims Of four Out Of the i

lnﬂv b(’- rclnoved. IIe has 81?33 y ll atls y ] l i

.| .()1' ‘. vernme t d.\ '(l‘ed haVe beel markel t Iat ”le })ﬂyllle]lt Of t (6] lmgel
i.l v "0 mery ecl

R Jong before the
16 case: - 1t sbﬂid a;;gs- 1 and 10 had been made long
that such has not - been the ;ell dra Row and N
claims, viz., those of Ramac

im aceo 1 t then
i ’s marriage, and tha
t of his brother’s ma '
ontl’s time O Nl:)“5 The case of the 5Hth man Sashagery
‘ ing for a m due to No. 5. T
Jaghiredar’s Khat asking

ial crounds, but
gnly @A forwarded to you on special g oun
the small sum of Rs. 373-1;;;";1); Wll‘lshtll]; ::zney which he placed at you‘; dlsp(;salf alx\\l(i
" Ak g : fter disposal o
pikghin b turn, alots tranger either at once or a :
it ke pleased to returl, is perfect stranger el . s Em oy
i ')oufovlv'es:;iell)’ying the claims of ;hllqos. 3 and 22 and Soobha;x Rl(l)w 3;0 s
. 5 Py ‘ | -
;I;)s[::::fl:;lGovernmellt. The (l::‘ﬂl}l:l:hould govern théonse of Na 91 has
l d the principle whic
posed of, an

< i ft to support the
Jaghiredar now respectfully asks, what is there le ppo
And the Jag
tormer Collectors. :



recommendation which it has

sequestered ? pleased you to m

ake to Government that his Jaghire should be

- 10. Onall .these grounds T beg that vou w
ng the Jaghire ; dismiss the claims of Nos

W ald the Jaglllledal‘ S h“dl p ea t (} Vel!"“(.“t n (]lt case 0‘ Sas}“ L\ gl
S

circumstances of the case, dlspomlg of it as you like best wuder o

ill be pleased to recal your reeommendation for
: o DL -
3,21 and 22, and of Soobhan Row, and for-

I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CHARLOO,
R4th April, 1862,

N. B~The above communj

; cation was returned i
represent; urned on the gron make
P ation to the Collector only verbally but not in writingg.r Bt . i

To hler A

Vakeel for the Jaghiredar.

TI’IE PR o
ESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE.

Resererrur; S
LY SuEweTH, PO e g
- That your Petitioner very
Board with tls address, but tr

much regrets the necessity he is under of again approaching your
g cireumstances of the egse

usts that he will be pardoned for this intrusion under the follow-

On the 24th ultim
0, the Jaghiredar, ¢ ik ke { o
nclosed communieation toaig],e AZ:; hrough his Vakeel, V, Sadagopah Charloo, addressed

Khandans’ clajms referred to i ng'Collector of North Arcot on the subject of cértain

was returned by My, F i Telugu Khat received from his office. This communication

are at liberty S a.k.e tll;as‘er with an .endorscment to the effect that the Vakeels of any parties
eir representations to Wim only verbal, 2y bk A e

any rule or regulation to this effect. On the contrary
:cml:;d your Board themselves graciously allow of parties
; akeels and Agent Datiti h tl
Blediom o ; i gents.  Petitions to Government through the
of duly constituted Vakeels are always received, The right of addressing an Officer

of Government
tidoa Has nev.; ;::ba”f m:y or may nf)t» be accorded ; but the privilege of written B e
N refused to any subject of the British Government. Whether that subject

sends his wri L UNIRY.
sll:e written communication himself or through his legal adviser is immaterial
the case . .
be in writing an(‘;fi:hlg Pl‘le.‘s;:ut l’ettcr, thel:e were special reasons why the communication oald
submitted he;ewith tha:gt}:::l'\ : The K-T/ail}lredar complains in the 1st para of his Vakeol’s letter
> el ) . » . ‘
and in para 9 thereof that th gu AdatIrom the Acting Collector contained insulting language,

: ¢ subordinat s ! .
facts from the notice of the Acting Collec:,:: officers in the Collector’s office have suppressed

Under these circumstances the Ja
to ‘tl.ne Acting Collector for his considerat
‘Petltxoner’s Vakeel.

the e

; Your. Petitioner is not aware of
bgch pr.actlce prevails in other District
addressing Petitions through ‘their V

;Shi’e‘h' huribly prays that the enclosed may be sent
1on, or that e may be desired to receive it from your

And your Petitioner,

WILL EVER PRAY,
(Signed) V. SADAGOPAH CHARLOO,
o34 M i Vakeel for the Jaghiredar.

(8

2 nOARD OF REVENUE,
3 IDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE BOA
s &o. &e. &e.

The lanble Petition of Teroomala Row Saked,

Jaghiredar of Arnee.

a Petition to your Board sub-

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETI, .
i th Arcot, dated the 11th idem

1. That on the 12th Ap :
mitting copies of his communication

and of its enclosure.

8 iti ted
i 5 vour Petitioner preser
i Collector of Nor

to the Acting

sent up @ recommendation to your Board

e aims of his Khandans.

. o C
R ttled the cl

St : th idem
9. That on the 10 d Petitioner ¢

. (e or for a report on the state-

on the Acting Collect red to in the 1st

ard called up his Petition refe

3. That thereupon® your Bo Petitioner in

of your
* Proceedlings 24¢h April 1862. ments of ¥

para hereof. : dressed another
the 24th April the J aghn'edfil' - ders of Government dated 23rd Octc;;er
poi < o ¢ parties referr % diusted, and that on account of the claim
stating that the claims 0 Paf 11,000 Rs ad been adjus 6fﬁcer put returned by him in con-
o upwmil‘sooooo ’Rs. was fo warded to;}i:t il 186’2.
i Sas}mge;yhio;;:]xsﬁzati:n to the Board of the 10tk 5P
sequence 0

letter to the Acting Collector

ain remitted o t;he Sl{l:h(z;l:e?:grhit::e
v 3 i , together Wi -
b B 23“1’ I‘fdasyasl}fﬂige”y e cmnns;&ct"rh:g:lictor,gwho once more returned

said 2,000 Rs. on account 0 : . the Actin

dar’s Khat of that date No. 2, was

the money to the person who carried it.

6. That the Jaghiredar 1oV regrrztsort i
Acting Collector has thought fit to repe b Petition

lied with. : e A
o~ hﬁ'lve IEOt Ib(:lexfl'egi?fs of pain and asmms}l?en of four oub of the five individuals
adequate terms his mingle g ,

lam® ;

. e g il  oharged, and not a cash s

ecto . Tt cannot be denie * 1 dischargedy and 7

Cmollemccer h‘a's 1:10“' téaa'llfsl‘lorders of Government ‘Zion "t your Petiioner e
Pl ; { dﬂ:r:z 1:; to the dates specified in t

due 0

he communica ;
to in para & lLereof. The Acting Collector cann

i A

| ¢ of this cirecumstance as 1
it ing Collector
.1 a Jetter to the Acting Colle
5 Jaghu'edats
‘< mnotice more than once (see
was brought to hls no
of the 24th April an

May 1862). Those

1 his Klat to the Sub-Collect®” (;fu o?:ﬂ;f‘]‘}ave ;'gt sl )pal L

. .1 1< have preferred no complaint whatever that their od to the Collector their
i ment Orders of October last, but
e Gover:reof' And as to the claims of the

e contrary 1epor

S i, S Lo, L

T ]

ol ‘ he Acting Collehofs Po direcﬂyralld o st :;Zu(glollector is justified in

9 000 sent by him to the casions.  How under such cmqumstancef e

h;xs been refused on bot-lll 'ozdar has not cpnformed to the order'fl of moz;ldwidmis 3 e

reporting that the J:‘lg'm;,lnt fyged, the payment tO the sau lo A (;f

Board to say- True it 18 I‘{ow with, the Jaghiredar yielded g) t:} ni:nt i,

money to pa¥ Sashagery ap his right of further appeal to olvet . - o faixiio
Government without giving UP o ey under pro st and refusal o pay-

difference be

f . That he did pay upwards of
e payment . t not rezgfse(l to pay 1t.
w191 hich were sent to
: oney under pro epicts il
indeed pmd the m
11,000 Rs. to

¢ sa d fO'ﬂ nd]y dua] thEil‘
sndivi must be apparent f:om ; ' \
th X l d Ihl flll,S : g Col]ector tO receive the Sald 2,0.00 RS. w111
thBA 'rr“o ector an the re A\
Ct"lb 11 b
be manifest to }'Ou

al of the Acting
¢ Board from his
the Jaghiredar’s Pe

all these proceedings the
Government of

that the orders of :
Boal‘der cannot express to your Board. in
t at the action which the Acting

to learn that in the face of

Official Memorandum of the 14th April last, submitted with
tition of the 17th idem.




[ 10 ]

On all the foregoi
oin
) sy going grounds, the Jaghiredar humbly and wit} fid
1 confidence in the justi
B % e Justice o
y. That the Acting Collector’s recon |
nm

complied wi o
Y ndatxon. to resume the Jaghire, may not be

2ndly. That th
e Acting Coll
ector may be directed to receive from your Petiti
etitioner the

2,000
Rs. on account of Sashagery Row’s clai
claims,

cretion ; and :
: , and dispose of the same at his dis-

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE.

The humble petition of 1
Jaghiredar of Arnee, pres
feeel V. Sadagopah Chailoo.

THE PRESIDENT AND

vroomala Row Sahebd,
ented by his Va-

3rdly. That
: the Acting C
oll
g ector may be also instructed to forward‘to Government tl
nent the

Jaghiredar’s Petiti Ro
etition of i
() the llth Apl‘ll last on the subject Of bashag‘ef l
y WJS C ﬂill]

aft :
after holding an enquiry on it !
5 , RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

1. That upon the Jaghired
was called upon for certain explan
and in reference thereto, h
1 of the 4th Instant;

o your Board of the 4th Tnstant, the Collector

otitioner MOW learns have been submitted

oss this further Petition to your Board.

: : v your Petitioner pointedly stated that of the.

5. Tn the said Petitio der of Government 93rd October 1861 had been
t of the fifth man Sashagery

five individuals n whose favor the of d that on accou®
tisfied, an at 0 :
fullyfsatist®% held in deposit or paid under protest, but

(] | passed, the claims of four were i

i1 : tted twice to D

¢ Row a sum of 2,000 Rs. was remitte 2 X alloctor does not deny these facts, which may
But he says that the Jaghiredar

} l was returned on both occasions. - The i reference
& B thout further e A
{ therefore be assumed to ¥ which induced and still in-

i S

Aud your Petitioner,
ations which your P
e begs to addr

to you ;

; : 3 SHALL EVER PRAY
(Sigued) V. SADAGOPAH CHARLOO, 11

4tk June, 1862, {
Vakeel for the Jaghiredur.

be correct Row. Th reasons
: g ) ) ry Row- o4
nes AR peid t::)e arlifp(:aﬁl;:ﬁsasmge ; ount to the Acting Collector as above set oub
b ’ 1stly. That the paym

duge JOuE Pelitiong® b ent being tendered under pro-
have been stated to him and they are these- e o y .o
: fesi, it is best that the sume <hould be done ;hroutgh :ﬁﬁi{ iohf“i;l’; ;lelzim ul";h;‘;“;a;;tzf'z-
g : ireda ate at which tho SEEE : REEA
on i bn given 0 4 Jaghiredar of e "5 Tt doubts on the matter and therefore
whether it be 18 or 18 Rs. per mensem) he neces y Colly. That ¢S bt
left the same to be deci&é'df by the Acting Colleq% jong T e v
£ shopld fially-£5% gy Bow 110,50 g
able to recover the money pat ;
remedy would then be a Civil Suit against @ pauper

3. While there ore your Petitione is
ne so in

of Government dated in October 1861, and has d :
A : 1"8 {he money in the fifth and asking for a reconst jon th'e very .questlonable i'md untex?a_
f' ¢ ble claim of Sashagery TRow, can by no Posm ilit trued into 2 Gondl.wt Baanng of dis-
Bt ohediehce,. i the directions of Government. Before purswing thl.s course, he
‘ al adyice for which he applied ; and it would, he humbly submits, be a hard

¢ with the punishment inflicted

s obtained sound leg v ) ; j
" indeed if for a conduct like this he is to me€
agement of the Jaghire. He

5 and sgvere measure ; e thi
iherate contumacy, ViZ. the deprivation of the man
cumstances of the ¢ase; endorse the recom-

i1 on actual del .
‘ ar Board will not, under the cir

feels assured that yo
of the Acting Collector to quft the estate.

the case of Sashagery Row, your Petitioner cannot fail to
bring to the notice ©

" f your Board tha i
: e 2oy . g z y ard that while the
e - ent /1260 May 1862, No. 966 on ] e : :
] &;\ge:{::&m;etiﬁon of 24th March. Acting Collector 18 ready to condemn his (J aglmedar’ s)
ing the same  proceedings a8 contumacious, he would not do the
favor of instituting an enquiry into the Row’s case as
d, and Government in their orders

directed by the Boar
1y would satisfy Government of the utter falsity and futility of
rward for the consideration of Government the Jaghiredar’s

the subject of this ¢laim, which Petition was returned by him

d to him by your Board.

A that in his last communication to the Board, the
Acting Collector has adverted to the claims of three®
other individuals ot embraced in the orders of Go-
yernment of October 1861, as not catisfied by the

aghiredar to comply with the

S

ST NS

ver ready to conform to the orders
e instances, his tender-

% mendation
. 4, In connection with

B e

j ‘i " Board, 28th Mﬁy, communicat

; to the Acting Collector. ;
' O'EB(lmrrl, endorsement, 94th April 1862 on the
.ﬁ\-:,hireda.t,’ s Petition of the 19th Idem.
marginally noted* which enqui
his claim. Nor would he even fo
Petivion of the 11th April last on
(Acting Collector) but was forwarde

Your Petitioner is also informe

P — L

-
bl

i : /> % 1. Soobhan Row Saheb.
2. Bhagirati Bhoyee.

S ‘Gioondoo ROW.

Jaghiredar. In the first place any failure on the patt of the J

m i




B ]

2

demands of i
\ parties not speci
S Rt £ disob(i]iefsa“{ al]uflcd to in that order cannot subject him t
dread of attachment of his J e[f-lereto. If otherwise, your Pctiti()xlerjmlx tn;n . tim s
i of e e el yo st be under constant
. FReiS; -4 itigious claim of any discontended K i
I your Petitioner submits that the claim zf g(‘;o;;lt“”d‘iil I\L‘“"d‘"‘ s
obhan Row Saheb has

already been satisfi
satisfied by al
and Goond ; ump money payment of 8:
00 Row would not appear and receive tTlCi: 3:000 Rupees, and that Bhagirati Bhoyee
- Uues.

6‘ B.e”'lrdjn" .
) ; the clai S
Jaghiredar’s :ic v m of Soobhan Row g i
otter of th = y your Petitioner b 2 .- :
¢ 14th Instant, No. 22, to the Acting Collcctsf i\'t}(l’ic;:l g C‘;l’ﬂ o
runs as follows.

1. “I ha
ve the honor to
& a ¢ .
5 %(l)lur Telugu Klat of the 5th No ci‘:l‘o“’lcf‘fc the receipt on the afternoon of the 12th Insfant
oyee Saheba. You therei 6, on the subject of the clai 43 SR
S e e claims of Soobhan R 3 :
. {He sanste o equire me to settle their clai ow Saheb and Rajas-
& you within the 16th ir claims to past and cwrrent y
communication, as the claims ot%u:rnt. I must confess that I was not a llitttlo“ anc? §nd report
ese very parties have already been referred 1 S‘“P"‘:‘f dthnt g
by you to the Sub-

it Conectel‘ for en i p(, ll * 1n O, ave
2 quu'y and repol‘t 8.11(1 are Stm b} i i Y i \ig
‘ : : : : 1 ln&, 'et]‘bﬂtion bef()l‘e that Ofﬁccl‘ to v honl I ]1

2. “In re

1 g&rd to the cl&i
< Parfz 8 of a communication adtgre‘:i msof;’h“: I:.ow S&he}) I have only to subjoin what was stated i
which you were pleased to return to him.” you by my Vakeel under date the 24th April last bul:

. ., ’ "!‘e)i
hereof, and on receipt ofihe oy
8. “Tothis I

 fore whom this clai;mil:t'a:l]d that T fxm prepared to prove to the satisfaction of the Suly-
B T R un.er enquiry that the said sum of Rupees 83,000 was not Couea.‘" be-
« purchased Feoti ‘your g;mons ther.eot' have been lent to several parties under Bond only Pl s
ce. It will appear from the foregoing facts that the qppii;t?" stamp paper
application of Soobhan

“ Row Saheb and hi
s : Y
Bt M;@lo?te‘r RaJasl')hoyee Saheba is nothing more than a demand
salisfied claim and as such ought to be dismissed by you l’l, for a fresh settle-

4. “ The claim of Raj
r asbhoy
“ illegal ; for according to HJinsd (gee Saheba f'or an allowance separate from that of .
¢ the allowance granted to him L da.w .her maintenance must be provided by he he?' son_is farther
R R ) and it is only where a widow is sonless T son from and out of
y from the general head of the family.” ess that she can claim subsist
o ence

7. From the foregoing i
‘ going it must be evident
e ' ; ent to your Board that the clai ¥
rently views this ag' ;::lfﬁf:gt b (tlhe e payment of Rs. 83,000. The(il\r? = ‘SOObhm -
that her son 1s still entizlcd torrlil % }}?nshh‘)y ee Saheba and therefore Lfllj]g ('01}‘3“01‘ v
ikt e monthly allow; 25 e
shut his eyes to the fact ; . lliiagioe of Sa0-0N, SN e
e it ;(; 1:t}llmtl by Hindu Law the Sakela has no claim of l10mb o
3 e large sum made to her must therefore have beer ‘”":; e s
en and in point of fact

was for her son
, and the pay
giill 3 3 payment was made to her for no othe
o A s o other reason than that her son was and
an

8. Asto the two

5 other parti e
t ’ parties your Petit 7S .
ion to the Acting Sub-Collector of the 14th I,:sl::r begs to subjoin para. 8 of his communica-

—te

.~ 23 4

a
) ‘
‘
E the only cause

and Bhagirati Bl
My Bukshi

¢ before my Cutcherry.
lgment and the other after it,
ceive the arrears due to them. Both these notices
t they were absent from their Village
wh to direct them to appear

s viz. G- ‘Goondod Row
their failure to apped
our Khat under acknowle

3. Regarding the two other partie
“ of the non-payment of their allowaice s
“ jssued two notices, one before the 186
ar before him and re
affadar with an en
and request that yot
shursed- g
ies have subseque!
but refuses
1 claims had been
a Mahazernam

eipt of ¥

133

calling wpon them to appe
“ were returned by the Talug D
“ T enclose them for your perusal :
“ at my Cutcherry when their arrears will be di

9. To this he has to add the
flar’s Cutcherry at the instance of the Sub-
it was raised to what they had claimed before
Collector of the Distriet. Their refusal was
the Sub-Collector.

10. A consideration of al
following facts viz :

Sashagery RoW WES

1stly. That the arrears due to B

tendered to the Collector twice.
mstances of the case, the Colleetor should have
as to the disposul of the money S0 tendered.

dorsement tha
. will be good €nov

ity appeared before the Jaghire-
| to receive the allowance unless
disallowed by the former
ah which is 10w before

\t these part

Magistrate,

but whiel
attested by

| these cireunstances will not fail to couvinee your Board of the

not only not refused but actually

gndly. That under the peculiar circw
er’s prayer

complied with your Petition :
Srdly. That the Acting Collector Juas ot reinvestig
as directed by the Board and

ated the case of Sashagery Row

4thly. That the claim of Sg,thQl}}{W' Saheb has already been s
of by the authorities and,
bthly. That Goondoo Row and Bhagirati Bhoyee
S nawam&imyﬁ;‘t%:t;‘twﬁ% s
fore most respectfully prays
g Colleeto:?s recommend-atio

have re used to receive the usual
TR e

. ::v‘—._"»:

i

Your Petitioner there
1stly. That the Actin
disallowed. v
ondly. That that Offcer 1Y > ﬂlf""‘l’;‘jw“’
Jaghiredar on account of Sashagety ;
edly. That the ruinvestigation.orderfid by t
otituted into Sashagery s claim aB% e
4¢hly. The d aghiredar’s Petition f o Yo
for their consideration and decisiott
1 ever pray:
e (}gimmm T SADAGOPAH CHARLOO,
i Vakeel for the Jaghiredar.

n to resumn® the Jaghire may be

receive the money tendered by the

Government may be 10-

he Board and

last forwarded to Government

And your Petitioner shal

28,d June, 1862.

1 vaernment.
atisfied and disposcd 5

S i TS
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