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M a('lras“Government, Revenue Department,

971th September 1862. *
NSy et

- : _ ) "an? .l’roceedz'ngs of the

-

e T

ah VASSAREDDY LUTCHMEEPATHY

,; ) . - ) ‘ . V ‘ )
' ' ! No. 514. : Read the following Petition from Rajal
7 amindar of Chintapully and other Téalugsin

: ’ - - e . ¢ the Districts of Guntoor and, Masulipatam, to T. PYCROFT, Esq., Chief Secretary to
’ t . e @ the Government of Fort Saint George, Madras, dated 4th September 1862 :— "
- ot ) ® ‘ Sir, : v , .
. 1. Ihave the honor to forward to you three copies 0 a Petition addressed by me to His Ex-
i ‘ f:euency the Secretary of State for [ndiain Council, together with thirty-one Extracts of Proceed-
' ings and documents obtained from the late Court of Sudder Adalat, as also three copies, in two
) i parts, RE the printed papers connected with my case, beoing an embodiment of the thirty-one
T . ‘ ) ‘ . I ! , . Extracts herewith submitted intended for facilitating their peruéal ; all which I request you will
. ‘ , be gleased to lay before the Government, and then transmit them to the Secretary of State for
. . A o v , India by the. earliest opportunity, for which T shall feel extremely obliged and thankful.
4 - . 4 . ?have not forwarded the decisions of Her Majesty in my case, as they are matters obtainable
‘ ) ; ; ‘ . in Englz.md at the Office of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, besides they are fully
‘ - set out in the printed papers herewith sent, whereby the occasion for sending the originals is

S " obviated. .
* ) . )
o m‘m:v- 'AsI live generally in the country and come occasionally to town, I beg that all com=
(Who%‘atllons on this matter may be addressed to me, care of V. S. Sam, Esq., Luz, Madras
m Ihave appoiated as my Agent) whereby the same will be duly transmitted to me by him

' -
wherever I may be at the time.
l L)

]

mber 1862, No. 2,105. _

No. 51 ‘ -
5 . OrpEr THEREOY, 27th Septe
morial was forwar

r B
*’ Setl:rgarry ° f State for India on the 27th of September 1862.
2 ’ (Signed) P. P. HUTCHINS, ‘

{‘u
N - e ~ ]
- . Acting Deputy Secretary to Governments
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v said Estates, and which finally was submitted in appeal

TO

THE RIGHT HONORABLE THE SECRETARY OF STATE

' IN COUNCIL FOR INDIA.

The Humble Petition of Rajah VASSAREDDY
LUTCHMEPATHY NAIDOO BAHADOOR
MUNNA SULTAN, Zemindar of Chintapully
and other Talooks in the Districts of Guntoor

 and Masulipatam, composing the VASSARED-
DY Estates, in the Presidency of Madras in the
East Indies. '
SHEWETH, .

. 1_‘ "l‘hat your Petitioner is the lawful Heir and Zemindar of Chintapully
in the Districts of Guntoor and Masulipatam composing the Vassareddy Estates,

tion by the late Zemindar Rajah Jugganadba Baboo.

2. That on the death of the said Rajah J ugganadha Baboo on or about the 28th day of

yFebruary 1825, various and serious litigations ensued with regard to the right of succession to the
to His late Majesty in Council from the

S. No. 11 of 1827 of its file, preferred by

and other Talooks
by right of adop-

By e e e
decision of the Court, of Sudder Udalut of Madras in A.
your I‘eptmner’s adoptive Mother and Guardian Vassareddy Rungamah. '
3. That pending the said litigation, your Petitioner's Mother and Guardian the said Vas-

gareddy Rungamah with the view of preserving the Fstates from depredation, moved the Courts
dingly done and from which attachment

to take the same under their attachment, which was accor
they have never been released,

- 4', That your Petitioner submils, that in the course of and during the Court’s attachment
of t-h? said Chintapully and other Talooks composing the Vassareddy Estates, and management
of the satae by the Government Revenue Authorties—and previous to their being put or placed
under the controul and management of Ramanadha Baboo, a surplus collection of Revenue of about
14,00,000, Rupees or £140,000, (after I;aying all charges and Government kist, &c.) was deposited

with the Court of Sudder Udalut of Madras, for the benefit of the Emrty that would eventually be

Pronounc?d to be the rightful and lawful Heir and Successor to the said Vassareddy Estates.
ptive Mother and Guardian Vassareddy

5. That the said appeal of your Petitioner’s ado

Rungamah to His late Majesty in Council having been heard and reported upon by the Honorable
1.:he Judicial Committee of the Privy Council on the 29th February 1848, Her Most Excellent Ma-
Jesty i’ﬁ\ Council was pleased to approve of the same, and by reversing the Decision of the Court of
Sudder Udalut of Madras in the said A. S. No, 11 of 1827, was pleased to declare and pronounce,
on the 24 March 1848, your Petitioner to be the rightful Heir and Successor to the Vassareddy

Estates aforesaid,

>

* * 6. That pending such appeal to England, your Petition : " :
by force of several and repeated applications and petitions, succeeded in getting himself put into

. the free and uncontrouled management of the said Vassareddy Estates, as fully set outin the Peti-

tion presented on behalf of your Petitioner lent Majesty in Council, in page 317
gecurity whatever ; and that in utter

f th i h ith submitted, without
of the Printed Papers herewith submitted, g 3 protests bt rogard nade and

disregard of your Petitioner’s earnest and repeated petitions an

preferred.

er's antagonist Ramanadha Baboo,
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- ! i Cdalat ‘;_O‘"' Petitioner bumby gy, ! ’
of Maq : ¥ subm} . .. . . ' .
Isth August ];2 %38 by no megpg ct: that such 4 course (to Le taken Ly this ! fSadder ¢ question can only be Drought to issue by a Civil Action.® Under these circumstances _the Court
18. Th ' Btemplated Ly the order of 1 ]( : ;;um raid Cé:ﬁ :ﬂ"[ the « of Sudder Udalut dismiss the Petition.”
. - . . 4 . . . 0
Sudder Udalus oo Months hay; ¢F Aty in Cos ' it Iy to submit, that, by the refusal of t1
) "t Udalut of ), 8 having ¢, ) 2”3 That your Petitioner begs humbly to submit, that, by the refusal o the Court of Sudder
1 * (}::) GO“emment, for “‘i]ri; (on the l.',tah Oc!:ji: ljn:" the above Procecdinres were held 1y the Courtof Udalat a8 adras to carry out and carry into effect the said Order of the 18th August 1852, con-
unci 5 . R~ ' . ' j : i i ' > is placed in a wor 1=
. t..l] to present anot] Purpose ong week x 92) and neo oljuctions Lavine Leen uroed of off \gyed to thiem by Her Majesty the Queen 1n .Cou'nml as shown ?bove., he ]? placed in a worse posi
o eordingly dig 0 1er detailed Petit a8 allowed, your Petit; & ® 1 Ly bis tion than he was before he had made the application to Her Majesty in 1852, and the Order of the
2 subtuitse 0 the 17¢h J une 1853 B 10 the Court of Sudder ;;i;‘*;ncr .y a;ln.sed bi'h he 18th August 1852 aforesaid had been passed by Iler Most Excellent Majesty in Council. Consider-
'l ol - 3 N . ., . .
. 19, Ty . » 38 Will be sevn in page 69 of u.n ut. at Macrs, ;;!; with ing the peremplory tone and nature of the said order, your Petitioner humbly submits, that it
‘ \ f a0 answer £, at, upon such petition Lei ¢ pristed Popen l;-l does actually virtually and to all intents and purposes quash and nullify the sales effected by the
T of the 1: *and on behg)f of th 2 fled the Govern . . : / Government of the said Vassareddy Estates, as fully sbown above in this Petition, and does direct
; 2 Printed p, apers herew: ¢ Honora, the Ey, nment Vakeel in the said Court P2 t ’ the Court of Sudder Udalut to resume the same from Government and make them over to your
) i . Sudder I(;d t, these t\roeI"”:-h submitteq, t India Company, wkich isalso set out 0 ¥ : Petitioner, although not expressed in such stated or absolute terms. Consequently the Court of
3 Were g1 f, alut of Madrag dism‘isluom c4me to Le heard ey o Sudder Udalut of Madras was in ervor in declaring that “ they have no Jjuriediction to enter upon @
b [ 825 pasg l01' arrears of Revenye «d your Pctitioner', an l" U;e 7th July 1853, when the Court summary invesligation of the title under which the Government holds the Estates decreed to the
A claims 12 of the pringeq P and purchayed Ly Gy PPlication, on the ground, that as the lsods Petitioner—(which they were not required to do)—and that Her Majesty the Queen in Council
? } . . ga,.edsiqfl.neven“e can only l:Ptrs l"-‘re“'itb ml}mm‘;)""‘n“};nt (1rara 4 of the Extract of PM‘“‘!‘ does not authorise « the Court to resume from the Government of Mudras and make over to him
' € o MHigation f avoided Ly L™ that tle sa] i jsfactio (the Petitioner) ¢ instit Suit or Suits in the Two Civil Courts of
7 suant ¢ otland igqg iy 2 the payment le of land in satwlsc A ) the Estates adverted to.—To institute 2 uit or Suits in the rts o
} ! “ L mll:l (?lﬂuse fourth Section Xth" ty to make and so lfnf ’R"“Cnue which cpe of apy partic® en- Guntoor and Masulipatam, as inferentially directed by the Court of Sudder Udalut, was beyond the
o “ tion I 0; 1 questiyg by a suit gulation X L of ] ve the lang placed in Lis Miﬁﬂ pur means your Petitioner could command, for théy would have entailed such heavy expenses that he .
‘ P “ tion ful) ; 1802. T formep o!‘l :l}smuted for the [lu; 809, and the legality of such sale cad only could by no means afford, and hence such 2 direction or order, your Petitioner su})mits, was tantamount
3 “of Rey 1N consequence under 1€5€ courses t},q Pe IW as provided Yor [,}- Section seven Regols to a denial of Justice, Besides, under all the circumstances above get out, your Petitioner does not
; “ the p etl.l:e due on them, any tlt he power of the R:‘huoncr failed to take aud the Eotates i0 queE” A\ sce what real advantage he could prossibly have derived by instituting such suits; for, if snch
3 ¢ d ¢ M ' B . .
i Pursned] 1013@,- and. the Govery ';e latter of these %un::“‘?b‘\uthomm and were sold for the arrears Decret.al Order of Iler Most Gracious Majesty the Queen in Councx‘l as of the 1?th Angust 185.)2,
_v Court 0;. S ntertaining gh;g " ent can }e Lrought tu:; ereby alune the question at issue Jetwees I _ had failed to produce the desired effect, what chance had your Petitioner of carrying out the point
V&txoationud;‘] :; Udalut arg satx‘:f‘og the law g4 b"'arml er Judiciy) ecgnizance Las ot yeb Leet ' by any Decree or Decrees that the Courts below might have pronounced upon his suits ?
i t -0 ol the title ied that ¢} S upon the cas Jration, $he ) . L .
3 . 2de\11’etxt|one,. hﬂving fai;](zler Which the o‘::f have no Jurisdiction toee u;lder consldzmbir} o Y . 215)3-{ t.l‘hat, ever since the proceedings held by tl.le Court of ?udder Udalut and the dismissal
i larch 1848 whj., b ¢ to show a4 1l "ment holds t)e Fstat dn er upon 8 U ; 1, your Petitioner’s Applications as aforesaid, be has failed to obtain from the Madras Government
° ‘1 has 1¢ Decre ates de tivmefs thor . e - . o
;’ . “in ;1;]'2 ZO-:Iesume from the é’:‘f" committe ¢, tl;: ‘;"3 Her Majes ¥ the t(;ruetd t? t:;:ui :“l’ fthe g 3 uleeeln i:e(c;ir;xtf)ln f(')f his rights or an inclination to give Tﬂ'ect t;) ttl}:. Olde:r 0§ FI;; 3,{10;?2:%2
\ . 3 e r U e e > — : : vis
{ ? . “said E~tal Decree, ag the cire ¢riment of Madrag nm‘; der Tdalyy for exccutj " thorizef th I bring all the f o the .lbth August 1852 and althovg 1.your e 10.161161. ]ts. 2 fH’ Aost G
- « . -states, are ap Umstances yyg nd make oyep icn, au t . Hhs At tie loregomng eircumstances Lefore and to the notice and consideration of Her Most Gra-
; 4 azainst, Tha Courlgarenﬂy 8UC ag the | 'éer which the Gove 1o bim the Estates ld\'eff"d 0 i cious Majesty the Queen in Council in a Petition ; but your Petitioner being persuaded that your
¥ t!der’ your Petitioner l:"e t[fl crefure c°nstrunx: gt‘rmitg of ang nont);nm;) bave Lecn posse esed o :lbe ‘ Excellency will not suffer or sanction a Solemn Order of Her Majesty the Queen in Council to be
I standine L un; cd t . 1@ 2 ded . . 8 . : )
i “ Lding the Decreta) Ord.:r ]};. II’;gs to S“Lmit, “'nos(ilbmms the Pmuom:(ree n no way AP n;‘:h‘;, " ?:} S,jll ghtted or set at naught, prefers submitting it in the first instance to your Excclleney 10 Council,
- .. 0 > . assed 1y 'T'$ 'PP"t‘aﬁob » AD 1e strong belief and P 1 Jowed or driv by your Excellency in
I * Vide er Mﬂ,}csty 1 ¥ the Coy . b ! . g ef and fervent hopes that he will not be allowed or drivel y Y
~ Para. 14, above remarks, 274 Which a] ‘¢ Queen jn Coune; rtof Sudder Udalut, no"nih Council to adept guch a procecding again
i) E-‘Ce“enc} in C ) " which allows t}q Court of neil of the ‘Jgh A ¢ 1852 : % g agalll.
g ‘ »ub silencio a9 .})‘l{nc.] Will perceive, i chcr"t“] Order of thoe e Udalut no "u_huiu:erl d [ 94. Your Petitioner therefore bumbly prays that your Excellency - -
. !,/ Petitioner undel . ere never issu,ed Ory DO meang tyk ey notic o August 1552 5 fll-rcsai 1 oot ,\ \ in Council will be pleased to order the Government of Mad‘ras not only to
; Decretal Orde * consideration had not bnever had an Exnator(.e of Ly the Ceurt ]‘.‘ : n,.sed'o\‘ef carry ount the Order of Ter Majesty the Queen in Council of the 18th
! yursuant t i;r of I.Ier Maj"St.Y the Q Cex.z‘ baseq upon nnd‘ ® und gy jr “lez: ‘; lw.p of your ! \ August 1852 and put your Petitioner in possession of all the Yassal'eddy
' twee i ° Original Appeal D ten in Counejf of th made upgyy and Iy lieation o ! Estates as adjudged to hLim Ly the Decree of Her Majesty 10 Council
’J veen your Petitioner ang ), pnrt'ecroe of the 2 March 1; J6th Augusy s ,"u”"‘mt to o ’ of the 2d March 1848, but also, to write off and expunge all arrears of
! 21, That, with 5 v; .les therein concerned 48 which yp, I a;:",b ut wnder ber / . Kist or Revenue, caused and occasioned Ly the malversations of their own
‘ O}'der of dismissal of your pmY ?f ”‘ducing the Court f. fsred i the case Servant or Manager Ramanadha Baboo, and for the accruing Or accumu-
| Petition on the 13th Octob Lt‘t‘?n(ll‘s Application as "rsﬂdder Udalyt to rovi Jation of which arrears your Petitioncr is Ly mo means blameable, and ]
g your Petitioner wag a _“der _18"3 wherein he brouoha oresaid, your Pcm,“ew or reconsider th to instal him in the position and place of the Zemindar of all the Vassa- 3
: of the Printed Py h‘mL -d!d Considemb]y Strenot] tfor,“'“rd some mgrg “DET presented anoth” d reddy Estates, to which position and place he is justly and lawfully [ -
the 28:h N, pers herewith Submitted)_l ien hig position ( matters of fact whi¢ entitlc.d, free of all incumbrances, restrictions and retrenchments of any 3
vt ovember 1833 dismissed ¢ ut the Court Sudder U, 28 Will be seen iy page 12 w)d whatsoever '
1553 the Court of Sudd it also by observipo that e dalut Ly their P"‘.a . o . .
“ tort to th ' er Udalut have already intima 3 “In their Qrg, proceeding® And your Petitioner as in duty bound ]
*Et to them by an laterlocutory order to ad; {I 1ntimated to ), Petitioner uLr of the 7th Julf i! : WILL EVER PRAY.
adjudicate on tl, 1at it ig : ;
) el not compe” M ADRAS, , -
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~ PAPERS RELATING TO TIIE VASSEREDDY.ESTATES.
———

1.
DECREE OF THE QUEEN IN COUNCIL.

a5 . At taE COURT AT BUCKINGHAM PALACE,

The 2nd Day of March, 1848,
PRESENT.

o+ ExCELLENT MAJESTY,

Tne QuEEN’s Mos
ALBERT.

: His RoyaL IlIGHNESS PRINCE
h
Logrp JoHN RUSSEL,

2 { Lorp CHANCELLOK,
" 1,orD PRESIDENT, V1SCOUNT PALMERSTON,

;»A X DukE OF NORFOLK, Louzp CAMPBELL,
4 : MarQuis OF ABECOEN, sir Joun HosnQUse, BART,

e LoRD STEWARD, Mgi. LABOUCHERE,

LogrDp CIIAMBERLAIN, Sir GrorGE GREY, BART,
; J5ARL GREY, Mg, CHANCELLOR OF THE
" T.ARL OF AUCKLAND, "LXCHEQUER.
[ Whereas there was this day read at the Board a Re-

ort from the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
48, in the words following,

R W PP _
T R S o SN

Y

dated the 29th of February 18
viz: :
« IIis late Majesty having been pleased by His order in
Council - of the 23rd February 1836 to direct the United ;
nts of England trading to the Eust
n Indies to bring to a hearing before this Committee the
o humble Petition and Appeal of Vassereddy Rungummah,
ssereddy Atchummah and Puttoory Cale- :
he humble petition and appeal of the E

P I I N T P Ty
L

Company of Mercha

widow, against Va
doss, and likewise t
gaid Vassereddy Atchummah against Vassereddy Rama-
nadah Baboo. The Lords Committee in obedience to his

g
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]atc 3 H v’ . - ;
IaJc".Y" said order lave taken the said appeals into

considerat: . h : .
\',mtu;mu" and likewise a humble petition of the eaid
ereddy Rungumnmh, widow of the late Rajah Juggun--,

:;‘11::5,}"\::0:)’ deceased and adoptive -nfuthcr and guardian
Sultan (n”;:sc“"\d‘!)’ Lut('}.lmop:xfh.y Naidovo Buha.dar Mantm
the Presiden ‘.‘ Minor) nl.thc ll{hh of..\fasuh.patam in
That o o Mc} of Madras in llu; East Indu.?s setting furth:
the Al’l’t‘”'u)tom the 6ul dd): of h('ptcmbc.r in the year 11:.20
in the l’rmt'] s “:ch guaardian as aforesaid ﬁlcd her plaint
eail Pre-idem‘cxal (u.urt {.u: the Northern division of. the
Ruial, \: 3 "y azainst Vassereddy Atchummah, widow
! <eredly Ramasadha Baboo and Puttoory Cale-

duss Ieshort e ;
bectively Reapondents hereto, which plaiat was num-

tl;:cx:rlui-fi;iir::. D. 1526 on the fils of the said Court,and
and effect ;’ ttated (among other thing) to t{»e pu'rport
reddy \'c,,,‘”:,t {m ”'f’ Hth of January 1503, Rajah \u..-se-
to be enlcm:i-d)l ll‘y since deceased had caused a marriage
dent V"LQ’CI‘C(];L.‘ \vhcrcby the -\ppc”ar-lt and the _R.e‘sp?n-
of Senim;itv ﬁ\ ¥ Atchummah becnme' without any distinction
since dece‘;. }m] lawful wives of Rajah Jagannadha I}aboo,
tadry bin(‘leyc;,,t 1€ son of the said Rajah Vasscreddy Venca-
and g hul(’Aor( :lwngm’ and then a Minor of the age of 6 years
1819, a sop 'ereabouts, and that on the 9th day .of April
> cbaration took place between the said Rajah Jug-
%unnadha Baloo, since deceased, and the said Respondent
assereddy Atchammah, and from that time the rights and

duties of wife of the said Rajah Jagounznadah Baboo became

:2:::3’ :leli:,e(tll n ﬂ.xe Appellant, and the said plaint furthel'
ssue, on o alle gail Rajah Jazunnadha Baboo hu.\'mg.noz
With the A ))e)l(;'ut the 26:) day of April 1819 in conjunctfon;
son of Ch;{f-- \l.nt ndupt'e(] Lutchemepathy Naidoo thct}u.rd"
of the gajd :J‘ a-ldr""mah and that the usual ceremonies’
August !'ulhm'?l’t‘xon were completed on the 18th day of
other thinlm) u:r,,g’ and th(? gaid plaint further stated (among

e/ hat sowe time previgus to the 2Uth day of

3

February 1825 the said Rajah Juggunnadha Daboo, since

deceased became seriously indisposed and on or about the
20th day of February 1825 the said Rajah Juggunnadha

* Bahoo, since deceased duly made and executed his Jast

Will whereby he appointed the Appellant Guardian to lis
said gon Rajah Vassereddy Lutchemepathy and bestowed
upon his said son the whole of his Estate with the excep-
tions therein and in the said plaint particularly mentioned,
and that the said Will was dclivered to the custody of the
Appellant, and that on or about the 28th day of February
the said Rajah Juggunnadha Baboo departed this life, and
that his funeral rites were duly performed in the name
of his said son Rajah Vassereddy Lutchmepathy Naidoo,
and the said plaint further stated (among other things) that
ghortly after the decease of the said Rajah Juggunnadha Baboo
the said Respondents Vassereddy Atchummah and Vasse.
reddy Ramanadha Baboo, severally claimed the Estate of the
said Rajah Juggunnadha Baboo, deceased, pretending to hold
certain Wills or other instruments purporting to be execu.
ted by the eaid Rajah Juggunnadha Baboo, whereby they
had respectively become entitled to the said Estate, and
that after the decease of the said Rajah Jugzunnadha Baboo,
the said Respondents had endeavoured to give authenticity
to the said Wills and instruments and create evidence in
support thereof, and that the Respondent Puttoory Caledoss
had fradulently conspired with the said Respondent Vasse-

reddy Ramanadha Baboo, to deprive the Appellant as guar-
dian of the said Rajah Vassereddy Lutchmepathy of the said

J2state and transfer possession thereof to the said LRespon-
dent Vasscreddy Ramanadha Baboo, and that by the means
and in the manner hercinbefore and in the said plaint
particularly mentioned the said Respondent Vassereddy
T2amanadha Daboo, had acquired possession of certain por-
tions of the said Estate therein and hereinafter particularly
mentioned and set forth and the said plaint prayed that the
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eaid Respondent, Vaczereddy Ramanadha Baboo, ought be
decreed to vield up and deliver possession to the Appel-
lant (as Guardian of the said Rajuh Lutchmepathy Naidoo
as nﬁ»rcmid) of xa much of the said Zamindary and pro-
perty ashe then held and retained, that is to say 121 \ti”;xgeﬂ
Mtuate in the Zillah of Guntoor, 153 Villges situate in  the
Zillah of Masulipatam yvielding together an annual gross
Revenue of about 440,000 Rupees and a permanent ‘.\SSCSS‘
ment of Rupees 242,214-9-6, and 23 Villages of Chintala-
ooty Vuntoo yiclding a gross Revenue of abont 30,000
Rupees and a )u:rmunc;.g Assessment of Rupees 19,868-8-0,

and certain forts, heuses, gardens and other real property

valaed at 174,000 LRupees {a'l which said Zamindary Vil-

lages any real property respectively are cmnmcm'!cd nn:li
described iy o list schedule annexed to the said plaint) an
the said plaint further prayed that the eaid R"“‘Pond.ems
\'xwwrml«b’ Ramanaiha Baboo and Puttoory Caledoss m’g!il‘
be decreed o Iay to the Appellant as Guardian aﬁ,,esuf
the sum of 300,000 Rupees being the estimated ;.)ruﬁts o
the gaid Zumindury Villages and property rcc-cﬂ'ed ”'fd
wrongfully retained by them as hereinbefore nnc].m the s]“;r
Jlaint particularly mentioned, and the eaid plaint furtzd
prayed that e x.mnvhmcnt of the Court might be ren)?t'c
from the remainiug portion of the said anindury.t!mt ut]t:
&y 153 \'i”ngcs (including six i~lands) com])l‘lﬁmg.} )r,
Chnmormooknpnmm Vakee, and of 85 Villages COIBI'x-lN{'u
the Mootah of Rajapittah the whole whercof were uméx‘:'v
Attachment by order of the eaid Court. That on or nbm.
the 9¢h day of Fchrnnry in the ycar 1827 the said fResPOnt
:lent Vasneroddy Ramanadha Baboo duly ﬂl‘l’c“red and )Fmt
in hfs ANRWEr to the ayid plaint and thereupon the A[‘P"—’l '.m
replied to the £aid answer and the said Iespondent Vasss

. . id
reddy Ramanadpg Baboo put in a rejoinder to the e »

reply,
That on o about the 216t day of Fcbrlli‘lr}' in the year

5
-

o

!

5

1827 the said Respondent Vassereddy Atchummah duly ap”
peared and put in her answer to the said plaint and there-
upon the Appellant replied to the said answer and the said
Respondent Vassereddy Atchummah putin a rejoinder to
the said reply. That in or about the 2d day of March in
the year 1827 the said Respondent Puttoory Caledoss duly
tppeared and put in his answer to the said plaint and there-
upon the Appellant replied to the said answer and the said
Respondent Puttoory Caledoss put in a rejoinder to the
said reply. That the said cause being then at issue, docu-
mentary ecvidence was entered into both on the part of the
Appellant and the said Respondent respectively, and 4 of the
witnesses who had been summoned with others to give evi-
dence for and on behalf of the Appellant were examined
by the suid Provincial Court. That by a Decree of the said
Provincial Court bearing date the 11th day of May in the
year 1827, it was ordered and decreed that the claim
of the Appellant should be disallowed and her suit dig-
missed with Costs, That the Appellant presented a peti-
tion of Appeal from the said last mentioned Decree to
the Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut at Madras which
said petition was numbered 11 of A. D. 1827 on the
file of the said Court. Thatby an order of the said Court
of Sudder Dewany Adawlut bearing date on or about the
22d day of October in the year 1829 it was ordered among
other things that the Provincial Court for the Northern
division aforesaid should be by precept commanded to
re-admit the original suit numbered 29 of 1826 (being the
suit of the Appellant hereinbefore mentioned) upon their
file and to try and determine it de novo, and it was further
ordered among other things that upon such trial evidence
should be received and examined in conformity with the
provisions of Section 10 Reg. 15 A. D. 1816. That in
pursuance of the aforesaid order and on the receipt of the
precept hereinbefore mentioned the said Provincial Court

Ly
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gail Respondent, Va-sereddy vamanadha 132 1
decreed to yicld up and deliver 1m:‘.~‘(‘.~5iun to the Apper
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described in a list schedule annexed to the gaid plaint) 80
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Chatoormookapatam Vakee, and of 89 Villages com
the Mootah of Rajapittah the whole wheree
attachment by order of the gaid Court. ‘h : .
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1827 the said Respondent Vassereddy Atchummah duly ap’
peared and put in her answer to the said plaint and there=
upon the Appellant replied to the ¢aid answer and the said

Respondent Vassereddy Atchummah putin a rejoinder to

the said reply. That in or about the 2d day of March in

the year 1827 the said Respondent Puttoory Caledoss duly
appeared and put in his answer to the gaid plaint and there-
upon the Appellant replied to the caid answer and the said
Respondent Puttoory Caledoss put in 2 rejoinder to the
said reply. That the said cause being then at issue, docu-
mentary cvidence was entered into both on the part of the
Appellant and the said Respondent respectively, and 4 of the
witnesses who had been summoned with others to give evi-
dence for and on behalf of the Appellant were examined
by the gaid Provincial Court. Thai by a Decree of the said
Provincial Court bearing date the 11th day of May in the
year 1827, it was ordered and decreed that the claim
of the Appellant should be disallowed and her guit dis-
missed with Costs. That the Appellant presented a peti-
tion of Appeal from the said last mentioned Decree t0
the Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut at Madras which
gaid petition Wwas aumbered 11 of A D. 1827 on the
file of the said Court. That by an order of the gaid Court
of Sudder Dewany Adawlut bearing date on oOf about the
92d day of October in the year 1829 it was ordered among
other things that the Provincial Court for the Northern
division aforesaid should be by precept commanded to
re-admit the original suit numbered 29 of 1826 (being the
cuit of the Appellant hereinbefore mentioned) upon their
file and to try and determine it de novo, and it was further
ordered among other things that upon such trial evidence
ghould be received and examined in conformity with the
Provisions of Section 10 Reg. 15 A. D. 1816. That in
pursuance of the aforesaid order and on the receipt of the
precept hereinbefore mentioned the gaid Provincial Court

Prald




.._.....

e
[ TN
P

st g, S I i

6

the sail regulats
o, and therenpon OF

. 9 1
proceelad in conformity with on to try A%
J and

Jetermine the raid cause de nov
was entered into Loth on the pu'r‘to
eaid Responlents rcschti.vcly. That

by a Deeree of the sail Provincial Court beanng date 11‘13
Zith day of July in the year 1830 it was ordc;ct‘l nn'd dccrfc]
that the sail l'f“i“'- of ”..e “l‘l""”“"t should be du-r'nlsscd with
Costa.  That on or abuut the 29th day of July 10 fhc‘year
1550 the Appellant prtu‘ntcd a Petition tc? .the e?ull (.,oulr;
of Suldler Dewany Adawlut thereby complaining © .t e s
Jart mentioned Decree amd that by an order of the sairl Court
of Sudlder Dewany Adawlut bearing date the 9th day of
January in the year 1531 the Appellant wus orderf:d nn.ll
permitted to file n!upph-mcutnl plcauling in the aaid su:t.
numbered 11 of A, D, 1527 by waJ of Appeal from the last
mentioned Decree. That by 8 Decree of the said Court
of Sudder Dewany Adawlot bearing date the J4th day of
March 1832, it was declared (among other ﬂlings) that the
Appellant had entirely failed in making out her claim on
behalf of the said Rajsh Lutchmepathy Naidoo and it W83
ordered and decreed (umong' other things) that the Appeal
of the Appellant in her suit pumbered 11 of A. D. 1527

bereinbefore mentioned should be Jismissed with Cost.s, and
tement whereby 1t was

:lhe eaid Decree contained & St8 o
Leclﬂtl"cd that the sum of Rupees 12,60?-3'0 was 'I]")n)a ¢
03’ nbc‘:uA”wl!“"‘ in respect of “the said Costs. h‘altlét
memiu,,e;hc 253th day of Aprilin the year 183% the salk :;a
Juilges or f’);:«'rce was duly signed and certified. L‘yd‘t]ne
Dewany Ad;".:,r proper officers of the said Court of Su (;;
agerieved b ‘; llt.. That the Appeliant fceling hcrs‘co
on or ﬂbout)t’}' '€ #nid Decree of the 11th day of March 1832
scnted g Pcti(,ie 17th day of October in the year 1832 pre_-
which waq d‘"]l of Appeal to His late Majesty in Council .
Dewany Ada ;l ¥ reccived by the said Court of Sudder
awlut and was transmitted hy them to Lis late

Jdocumentary evidence
the Appellant and the

e -

e O T -

. 1824 and on the

. of 1824 stating

7

Majesty in Council together with 2 transcript of all the
roceedings in the said causc, and humbly praying that his
Jate Majesty in Council would take her said Appeal into
consideration and that the said Decree of the said Court
of Sudder Dewany Adawlut bearing date the 11th day of
March 1832 may be reversed altered or varied or for other
selief in the premises. And their Lordships have further
proceeded to take’ into consideration the humble Petition
of Vassereddy Atchummah the genior wife of Rajah

Juggunnadha Baboo, deceased, in the 2d Appeal as aforesaid

gotting forth :—That on the 8th of November 1820 Vasse-

reddy Ramanadah Baboo filed his plaint in the Provincial
Court for the Northern Division of the Presidency afore-
gaid against the above named Rajah Juggunnadha Baboo, (the
adopted son of Rajah Vassereddy Vencatadry, deceased,)
to recover possession of 133 Villages being 2 moiety of the
Zemindary estates in the Northern Circars of the said Rajah
Vassereddy Vencatadry to which as his share he claimed to
be entitled as the 2nd adopted son of said Rajah Vassereddy
Vencatadry and by virtue of a deed of gift and will. The
Plaintiff claimed also the sum of Rupees 976,985-6-1} on
account of mesne profits. That on the 16th day of June
1824 the Provincial Court by its Decree dismissed the said
Plaintiff’s suit with Costs. From this Decree the said Rama-
nadha appealed to the Sudder Dewany Adawlut of Madras;
his Petition of Appeal was admitted on the 30th of October
20th of January 1825 the Respondent
Rajah J uggunnadah Baboo appeared in the Sudder Adawlut
to that Appeal which is distinguished as No. 16 of 1524,
That on the 17th March 1825 a motion was presented to the

id Appeal No. 16

Sudder Adawlut by the Appellant in the sa
hat the Respondent the said Rajah

ed on the previous twenty-eiglhth
e Appellant his heir, That
his Appeal and Le prayed

aboo had di
Jiad appointed th
fore withdrew

Juggunnadha B
of February and
the Appellant there

e patem T T
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¢ Provincial Court direct-
{ the di-pute

clition pres

the Court to irsue a precept to th

ing them to put the Appellant in l'us:c:aiun.o \
port of bis 1

Prolwrt}'. Tllc ‘-‘Pl)‘:”au( in &ul' ’ e
scnted to the Court amony other documents @ paper purl -
cased Respondent 1N

1829

inz to be a Cupy of a Will of the dec
favour of the llfejtrx Appellant. Baton tlne. 12th ofl.\Iagwmcr
his Appellant presented a counter l’“d“un..w " ing
Adawlut impeaching the #aid pretended Will and Pm):]c:,
that us elder widow of the deceased she might umllcr ‘;f her
of the Court Le put into possession of xl.e“ who e-?June
deceased husband’s property. Thaton the 23J day N Lute
1825 the Sudder Adawlut dirceted this Appellant 50 ln:“dha
a suit in the Provincial Court against the said Lamunadm
entire Lstate of the gaid Juggu‘z]mthe

for recovery of the | Jugs:
deceased, and the suid sudler .\Jawl.ut jnstr e
Provincial Court with reference to the clrcm'namu : "
anadha (No. 16 08 79°
f the

which the aforesaid Appeal of Ramana .
r Lis cluim to 8 moiety ¢ "
Vencatadry, not 10 be finally
the suit to
hould

was withdrawn, to conside
E:tate of Rujah Vassereddy Vvene
adjudicated, and that in detersnning upon . -
instituted by this Appellant the I’m\:mcml :,ul:,:;;e(] g
confine their Juldrment to the new points to '”le;d,,,’,,ent
the Sudder Adawlut declared thatin (he. event ¢ id 13{3 na-
in euch last mentioned suit going agmnst the el ™

in allits
nadlia the case would on Appeal be brought on ms L
competent to the Sud

bearinzs and that it would then be No. 16 ¢
Adawlut to real the record in the former Appeal (;lt onth
1824) and make it part of the latter. Tll-’l.l “In' ﬁlled her
day of August 1523 the Appeliant accordingly )

: ai
st . . i1 porainst the €
plaint in the Provincial Court aforesaid agd

. 3 4 at 'd ”lﬂt— the

Ramanadha, thereby stating as therein l.sl sta :m(' leiress
el i : : the eldest widows.

Appellantin the character of th vitled to and

of the decensed Juzgannadha cluimed to be -
and personal Estate. 2!
hed #s N

to recover the whaole of his real :
jsungul:

suit thus institated by the Appellant iz d
‘ .
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20 of 1823, That the said Defendant Ramanadha appe:ired on
or aboat the 11th day of November 1825 and filed his answer
to the said plaint of the Appellant to which answer the
Appellant on the 16th day of the same month filed hér reply
and on the same day the eaid Defendant filed his rejoinder
to the reply of the Appellant. That the said suit (No. 20 of
1825) being at issue the Appellant presented to the said
Provincial Court as documentary evidence in support of her
gaid plaint a Will purporting to have been executed by the
gaid Juggunnadha in favour of the Appellant, and the said
Defendant Ramanadha also produced in evidence the afore-
said Will of the said Juggunnadha in his favour upon which he
relied, but the said Provincial Court rejected both documents
as inadmissible and no other evidence either oral or docu-
mentary was received by thelsaid Court. That on the 22d
day of December 1825 the said Provincial Court made its
Decree in the said suit (No. 20 1825), and thercby de-
creed to the Appellant as the legal heir to her late husband
the said Juggunnadha possession of the property in general
both real and personal subject to the opinion of the said
Sudder Adawlut upon the said Appeal (No. 16 of 1824),
which applied to the said 133 Villages claimed by the said
Defendant in his said suit against the said Juggunnadha.
That on or about the 10th day of April 1826 the said
Defendant Ramanadha appealed from the said Decree of the
Provincial Court pronounced in favour of the Appellant to
the Sudder Adawlut of Madras and such Appeal is distin-
guished as No. 4 of 1826, and on or about the 15th day of May
1828 he filed in the Sudder Adawlut his special reasons in sup-
port of such appeal and the Appellant filed her answer thereto
on or about the 19th day of June 1828. That after the filing of
the said appeal No. 4 of 1826 the Sudder Adawlut together
with the record of such appeal entered among other things
into a consideration of the record of the aforesaid formir
appeal, No. 18 of 1824, and on the 23rd day of April 1832

©
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and to have restored to him such portions thercof as came
into the possession of Juggunnadha or to have compensation
made for the rent of the Estate of Juggunnadha, and their
Lordships are further of opinion that the adoption of Lutch~
mepathy by Juggunnadha was wellproved and that Lutch-

. mepathy is entitled to succeed to the whole Estate of Jug-

gunnadha and their Lordships recommend to your Majesty
that with these declarations the cause should be remitted to
the Court below with directions to do what may be neces-
gary for giving them cffect, and that no costs ought to be
given in the Appeal or in the suit below, except to Caledoss
as hereinafter provided, and in case your Majesty should
be pleased to approve of this Report and to order as is herein
recommended then their Lordships do direct that there be
aid to the United Company of Merchants of England
trading to the Last Indies or their Agents by the Appellant
and Respondent respectively or by their respective re-

resentatives the following sums for the costs, charges and
cxpenses of bringing this Appeal to a hearing, viz. by
Rungummah as Mother and Guardian of Lutchmepathy Naidoo
Bahadoor or by her or his representative or representatives
the sum of eight thousand two hundred and sixty-two
pounds ten shillings and “eleven pence sterling for costs
incurred on her behalf, and likewise the further sum of
two thousand five hundred and twenty-five pounds fiftecn
shillings and five pence sterling for costs incurred on be-
half of Puttoory Caledoss, and by Atchumma or by her
representative or repr?sentatives the sum of three thousand
five hundred and eighty-three pounds seventeen shillings
and four pence sterling for costs incurred on her behalf as
Respondent in the 1st Appeal, and likewise the sum of five
thousand nine hundred and fifty-nine pounds fourteen -
ghillings and eleven pence sterling incurred on her be-
half as Appellant in the 2d Appeal, and finally by Ramana-
dha Baboo or by his represcutative or representatives the
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sum of five thousanld sig husdred and twenty-two POT:SJ FIRST PETITION TO TIIE SUDDER COURT, .
cizhteen ehillings and one penny sterhing ﬁ\vr co:]!s :x:‘c; he » 10 -
' i Jaatt test R . ‘!w 1s¢ ,”»e ,.
;:l’l::::‘ :)::lnaotf ‘!;\: :h:::f;:lnnli:o Jhundred N‘ld eighty 'Of‘; THE COURT OF SUDDER FDALUT. |
pounds cight ehillings and nine peoce sterling o7 co; The Pe_t't’o"QfT'4PPiﬂ/z, Vakeel,
incurred on Lis bo:h:\lt?u Jiesponlent in the sccond Appet . oor behalf ofﬂajf‘{' Vassereddy
Ier Majesty having taken the said Report into ’C(.)n’ * : La"thmee]’alﬂ‘yl\md‘m,Bahat{ﬂ‘
sideration 'w;:.‘l,)gw.“l [vcan-l with the ‘d‘.;cc. o.f her bl,-n-y : Manna Su tan t’he c;dopted S.an
Couacil to ‘I'l'l’o\;c m“;‘,f and 10 onler 83 it 18 lleg }tor‘ a,"d Hez;' g‘ the late Rajahk
dered that the gaid Decreed of the Court of Sudder f?“im] Vassereddy Jugganatha Baboo
Adawlut of Maldras, bes and the same are hereby l‘e‘c“;ee' Bahader ‘Mam?a 7Sulttm amf
with the dccl:trnliu;us jn the said report ret ﬁ:”h;m l;lﬁ Appellantm Suzt]\o.lloflSQ].
commenided, and the paid Cause is hereby rvnutlctl to.hqt i on the file of Your Honorable
paid Court of Salder Pewany Adawlut at Madras to. oW ‘J Courl. .
the said declarations an ) SHEWETTI,
"\ That Your Petitioner begs leave to present herewith an
ed by Her Most Gracious
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is necesrary to pgne elfect ‘ e ey
~os of e Cour Jer

report—whereof the Judg . d
Adawlut at Madras for the ume bClDf{- a0
whom it may concern are to take motice 7
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. Copy of Her M
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tys Orderin Council of the £ ¢ 2 W, LEONARD.

d goverd them-

Council Office, Whitehall, 1
ath Qctuber J81¥

e T —A———
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official copy of the Decision pass
Majesty, the Queen in Council on the 2nd March 1848,
in the Appeal preferred by Your Petitioner from the Decree

ronounced by Your Honorable Court in the abovementioned
guit No. 11 under date the 14th March 1832, in which, ac-
cording other things, it has been decided and declared that
the adoption of Ramanadha Baboo is invalid, that he is not
entitled to be considered a co-heir with the late Rajah Jugga-~
nadha Baboo to the Jate Rajah Venkatadry Naidoo, that the
adoption of Your Petitioner by the late Rajah J ugganadha
PBaboo has been fully proved and that Your DPetitioner is
entitled to succeed to the whole Estate of Jugganadha Baboo.

Your Petitioner therefore prays Your Ifonorable Court
will be pleased to issue precepts without delay to the Civil
Judges of the Zillah of Guntoor and Masulipatam respec- -
tively, directing them to make over to Your Petitioner, ac-
cording to Iler Majesty’s decision, the whole of the real
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and personal Fatate of the late Rajsh
as particularized in the schedule annexed to the ) !
original suit No. 29 of 1826 on the file of the late I

Court for the Northern Dimw(l:imcd) T. APPIAIL
o "a&t(l-

Jugzanadha Baboo,
Jaint in the

rovine!

20‘!‘ .\’0"Cmbcr' IS{ S. )
(True Copy)
(.Ciﬂucd) T110S. W ILI\I§ S,
? Acting Deputy Liegistrar,

C———

SLCOND PLTITI ON.

THE COURT OF SUDDER UDALLT. '
Te humlle Detition of Toluth
Arpiah, Vakeel,on Lehalf of 1:}:1‘
jak Vassereddy Latchmeepathy
Auidso Bahader J/;ulm; ::II;’;
sellant in Appeal Sutt 410
:‘f; ;{217 on I/zejz{’t of this Jouo-
ralle Court.

Snewern, .

—_ Y Petitioner

That on the 20th Novemter 'Ll.mm, 1:;:!:: Court to~

presented a Petition No. 467 to ) Ourl,u?:’x?l:r therewith #2
. .« e mitting

gether with an Lrglish tran-lation, €U "in Council !

. . jesty in
authentic eopy of the decision of Her M"Jc,gnst the Decred

favor of Your Petitioner, on his ”l'pc“l'ﬂc ) »m)’cd Your -
. 1 L .
n the above No. andl This

of Your Honorable Court i ¢
Ionorable Court t execute the same wit! °
circumstance, having come to the notice of X 0'.‘
opponent Ramanadha Baboo, the latter remove
zam's Territories taking away with him pl’“l"’” rent.
to the Zemindary and that toa considerable ;; Daboo'’s
being informed of it and of the eaid Ramanadha

out delay. .
r Petitioner?
d to the N

belongins
y On
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further intention of removing even such other prop'erty a3
etill remained in the Fort of Amaramithee, Your Petitioner
wrote an Arzee on the 6th Instant to the Magistrate of Gun-
toor Zillah, requesting him to adopt measures for the res-"
toration of the property so taken away and for preventing
the removal of what was still Jeft, upon which Your Peti-
tioner received from that officer an Inoyetnamah (letter) which
isherewith submitted dated 11th Instant, informing him that
in the absence of any precept &c. from Your Ilonorable

Court his request could not be attended to.

Your Petitioner therefore humbly requests that Your

Ilonorable Court will be pleased forthwith to issue an order .

of execution prayed for by his last Petition, but should Your
Honorable Court think that there will be some further delay
in doing so, then pending the issue of such orders, Your
Petitioner humbly solicits that an order should be sent im-
mediately to the Collector of Guntoor in order that the whole
property may be protected and secured and Your Petitioner
saved thereby from further logs, and Your Petitioner as in
duty bound
Suarr EvEr Pray.

(Signed) TOLATI APPIAM,
. Fakeel,

28rd December, 1848,
Translation presented by Petitioner and compared with

the original by
(Signed) T.NARAINSAWMY,

Deputy Translator,

(True Copy)
(Signed) TIIOS. WILKINS,

Acting Deputy Rejistra}';
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THIRD I‘ETlTIO.\'.

TIE JUDGES OF THE cowswpm rpALCT:

0 If(yj(l"
thy Nev
Sultams

te h mble retition
7’4: ¥ tr’lm“[’“

l'uu:ml.[
duo Ifuhadrr Mannd

sTE . AL
RESPECTFULLY S 1 ’ . Your nonomble

(4 tel ) .In" n
That upon Your PC““"“"’ filing

Court the dec'lp'mu in his favor © A .

josty in Council in the’
Court was pleased on the 2
cepts to the Civil Courts ©
recting them to attach and £¢
ties litizaut in the eall puit W
seo. The Civil Court O Gu
precept directed the gaid oNEE

trict lwbo thercupon jasucd 2 f.nkced to tﬁon.
Coorapad to put the sai xect
norable Court is fully awar¢ at ther® “.e’
Gardena, and other immo\'ctble propcrtlc ¢ vwereddy

Your Petitioner within the 3 : . i i
cstimated at Rupees 1,76,000 83 puruculanze dcretand
pal pfnint. Your Petitioner now comes un

guch of the said Properties A were in e’ be 5 enliste
possession of Your Petitioner’s opponen!ﬁ, o eb 1opziog
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‘padha Daboo and who also resides i

e ——r

17

9, That Your Petitioner coming also to understand
that Ramanadha Babov on being informed of Your Petition-
er’s having filed Iler Majesty’s decision in Your Honorable
Court, and moreover being apprehensive that he would be
made to bear his proportionate ghare of costs incurred by
the onorable the Court of Directors in conducting the said

Appeal, as also to, give up the cash and other property to
about to remove into

Your Petitioner in his possession, Was
the Nizam’s Dominions with all the said funds and property,

did on the 23rd of November 1848 address & Petition to the
Board of Revenue réQuesting' the said Board to adopt such
uld prevent his doing 8O- In the mean time,
Your Petitioner having heard that the Furniture, &¢., had
peen partly removed to the Nizam’s Dominions and partly
concea\ed in the Fort at Amrawaty to be 80 removed, on the

ber last wrote a Petition to the Collector of that

gth Decem
Zillah to which he received the Inoyetnamnh which he sub-

mitted to Your Honorable Courton the 23rd December last
with Petition No. 516 of 1848. Subsequently one. Thada-
ully Kristinah has obtained & Warrant from the Zillah Court

of Guntoor and attached Your Petitioner’s Houses Lhat were
gsion of the said Ramanadba Baboo as

measures as WO

in the usurped posse
also such of the Furniture a8 were left anremoved in the

gaid ILouses, in satisfaction of a certain sum of money said

to be due to him by the said Ramanadha Baboo. Your Peti-

tioner $s moreover informed that whilst even these Your

ted in the Zuft account
as Ramanadha Baboo’s property, the Furniture &c., also be-
longing t0 Your Petitioner’s Estate in the usurpation and
ossession of Parwati Ammal, the mother of the said Rama-
n the Fort at Amrawa-

ty, have not been attached, but left free to continue in her
Posscssion and which are consequently liable to be also =0
removed to the Nizam’s Dominions when an opportunity

b *

may occur for so doing.
3
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3. ! :
A4 all the above mentioned [ro]

. the original attackmert of the Coust pendicg g
(-,f l.x.“ Majeety in Council in the above appeal auit, 1°‘fr
Potitioner humlly cubmits that Your Honoralle Court 13

fully competent to recorer the raid pmperm-s from the sai

1arty und Lis depen lants who Lave taken an jllegal posses”
Ramanadha Baboo to be

»i ' !
ion of them, and to direct the paid )
he costs incurred on his

:rre-tml. whereby not only will ¢ .
sehiall Ly the Honoralle the Court of Dureciors be easily
to the extent

recovered, Lut alw Your Petitioner’s property
of Rupecs 3,00,00) as epec winal plaint Le &

fied in the orig
cured, which although incla d original attat®
ment, hare nevertlicless been su

. d by
Lim to the Nizam's Territorics.

se inconveniences and re
has occurr

Jed in the eai
rreptitiously remove

maovals bave
ed in Your
ase of the Vassereddy
toration 10 Your
mischief might be
Your Petitione?

4.  Asall the
Leen oecasioned by the delay that
,llml.(vl‘nblc Court's directing the rele
/;'-'lfu.udarec from attachment andits res
Petitioner, and as Ly further delay greater

practised by Your Petitioner’s opponents,
most humbly prays Your Honorable Court will Le pleased

to issue the needful order of release a3 early as practicablés

and in the mcantime Your Petitioner humbly prays that
d to order that sll those

‘:OU" Honorable Court will be please

}.orts, Houses, Furniture, &¢.» that are gpecified in the ori*
ginal plaint be struck out of the Zuft account a3 belongiog
;0 the :‘ifl Ramanadha Baboo and retained 83 belonging t©
t,:u:ail dc;:‘i“"t‘r'u Lstate, as also’to direct the recovery f.rom
the Ni ‘fl"m"“‘“.m Baboo of all that be has remove into
”:ﬂt‘h::z?]': . an.t icrs belonging to Your Petitioner, and
rants obg,:s t; X our Petitioner, and to cancel all th.e. W at’-
property i,,lnsc .bY h_w creditors to attach Your Permonc'r“s
dcbts, and d“hafuct,on of his (the said Ramanadha Baboo’s)
’ 50 to attach and retain all the (urniturc a8

19
roperty i 1
‘1; I ! y Im the posscssion of the above mentioned Parwati
i . : arwati
‘ , the mother of the said Ramanadha Baboo as l
also belong to Your Petitioner. s e

A hd . ., . * 3
nd Your Petitioner, as in duty bound,
Wity EvVER Pray.

(Signed) V. SETII SAM,
Dleader
wiw §TES ez .
% B8 ey g =) neiHH 8,
( True Copy)
(Signed) TIIOS. WILKINS
Acting Deputy Iz’r_(/i:strar.

-MADRAS,
99th January 1819,

.
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THOS. WILKINS,

(True Copy)

Acting Deputy Registrar,
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FOURTH PETITION. -

TO0
TIE JUDGES OF TIIE COURT OF
SUDDER UDALTUT.

The humble Petition of Rajak
Vassereddy Latchmeepathy
Naidoo, Baehader Manna Sultan,
the Appellant in 4. S. No. 11
of 1827 on the file of this
Court presented on his behalf
by Varden Seth Sam and T.

. Appiab, Pleaders.

,

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,
That Your Petitioner coming to understand yesterday

that Nandigam Estate forming part of the Vassereddy
Zemindaree in the Masulipatam District has been ordered
to be sold by Public Auction by order and authority of the
IIonorable the Board of Revenue for arrears of XKist said
to be due by the said Zemindaree from Fusly 1235 to 1258
inclusive as the property of Your Petitioner’s opponent
Ramanadha Baboo, Your Petitioner presumes to present this
Petition to Your Honorable Court and to submit.

1. That the said Vassereddy Zemindaree with all its
moveable and immoveable properties having been placed
under attachment by order of Your Honorable Court on the
Appeal Petitions in the above suit being forwarded to Eng-
land for the benefit of the party that would eventually be
declared entitled to succeed to the said Estate, until such
attachment of Your Honorable Court is removed and the
arrears of Kist demanded from Your Petitioner as provided
for in Section IV Regulation XXVII of 1802, such sale of
the said portion or the whole of the said Zemindaree is un-
just and illegal inasmuch as the attachment under which
the Estate is now placed did not take place by order of the
Ionorable Court for the benefit of the parties concerned,
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and until such Your Hanorable Courts “'tj;: td claim the
moved, the Jevenue authoritics lmv.e no r;‘,‘,' out of PO¥
arrears from Your Petitionef who is just @ .
ﬂ)r [he Fﬂln .

gceeion much more to scll the said Lst.ﬂcG . ety
2. That the decision of Her M.o:t o
1 [}

. ia Council in faver of Your Petitonef hats
azo obtained by Government, am
eivns of the sail Ramanalhs Baboo '
decision, the Revenue nuzlmri.tics of o‘stm belonging
rizht to consiler the said Zemindaree lft . cuch.
paid Bamanadha Baboo of direct to vc.“ it te Wil
3.. Tlat as such sale of the said L;Jaoccaaion
the said Zemindaree in great 'trou‘lfb"-:oncr N pfccludcd
Yetitioner scrious loss, and as Y our 1 etlhj the said Revenu
from entering intd communication - o of Your Hono~
authorities of Government in conseqtene Jease of the gal
rable Court not baving ordered the T€
Zemindsree from Youf

uononblc'
Your Pctiioner humbly m"hltl’) precep
will be pleased to direct h jucc be st
pale of the eaid portiva © cml““be saInc
the rizhtful party is put in ne wulations have htzcﬂ
the regular course prescrib 2" qeans ©of whick
adopted by the Ievenue aut o and net whe?
alone an Estate can bo brough ralle Court °°
the sama is under attachment of Your
Lehalf of the parties concerned. . duty pound,

And Your Petitioncer, a8 on PRAT
wiee EVER [ 5AM,

(Signed) V.S [leader

| jnvolve

l‘”‘-" ¢
forthw
fthe Z
po.-sc:\‘;o
ed by the re
!l(.'!';(it" y .

t to ‘\ucuo
Jlono

(True Copy)

AMapras, } Deputy

§th Fcbruary 1840,

Your’

- e e

. - aaa .
(Signed Leqistra” -
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SUDDER COURT TO REVENUE BOARD.
MADRAS, 15¢h February 1849.

Frox

T,.11. DavipsoN, Esq.,
Registrar to the Court of Sudr Udalut. .

To

T. PycrorT, Esq.,

Secretary to the Board of Revenue,
SIr, .

I am directed by the Judges of the Sudder Udalut to
forward to you for the purpose of being laid before the
Board of Revenue, the accompanying Petition presented
to the Court, on behalf of Rajah Vassereddy Lutchmeepathy
Naidoo, the Appellant in Appeal No. 11 of 1827 on the fle
of the Sudder Udalut.

9. It will be observed that the Petitioner states that a

ortion of the Vassereddy Estate situated in the Masulipa-
tam District, has been ordered by the Board of Revenue to

- be sold, and his prayer is that the sale may be stayed.

3. The Judges observe that they have recently received
from the Government the Decree of the Queen in Council in
this cause, which is in favor of this Petitioner, and that Decree
js accompanied by an order from the Honorable the Court
of Directors directing that steps be taken to recover the
amount of the expenses incurred by the Honorable Court in
Dringing that cause to a hearing before the Privy Council.

4. The Judges further remark that on the 20th Ja-
nuary 1842, a communication was addressed by the Board
of Revenue to this Court, stating that Ramanadha Baboo
had been removed from the management of the Vassereddy
Estate, and that the Estate had been placed under the ma-
nagement of the Circar and this, it would appear, was done
at the instance of the Sudder Udalut,

N
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5. With reference to th
request that the Board of Levenu
to favor them with a Statement ©

the (alleged) sale has been ordered.
1t of this

6. And pending the resu
Board of Rev
guspension of

o the

Judzes venture to sugzgest
pediency of issuing orders for the tempora’y

the eale.
hat the Petition,

7. Itis rcquoatcd t
d to this office.

required, way Le returnc

Sir,

Your mos

(S.gncd) T.1.D

(True Copy)

(Signed) TIOS-

Sudder Udalut, Rogistmr's Oﬂicm}
15th February 1519,
ammm———"
lEPLY.
I‘.;:vr..\'tt
Fort St. Geuryts

cse circumstancess th
¢ will have the &
{ the Grounds oo ¥ Lich

o

I have the Lonor

Acting Deputy

e =

¢ Judges

oodnes

reference, the
enue the ex-

bcn no longer

to bLe,

t obedient Servant,

AVIDSON,
],‘(_qi.th'ﬂf .

Boarp OFFICE,
5th March 1849

Faox
T. Prcrorr, I¢Q., ¢
To Seeretary to the Board of Recer™®
T. 1L : v, £
Davipsox, E<Q., ,/Swfl’" Udalut.

Lleyistrar to the Court

Sir,
the Board of Re-

I am directed by
: \ venue to acknowledse
5.“";" etter of the 15th ultime, forwarding ?
with rcturned presented to the Court of Su

Rev. Dept. 'ara. 1.

the receipt ©
Petition heré

1Jer Udalut 0B
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behalf of Rajah Vassereddy Lutchmepathy Naidoo, the Ap-
pella.nt in Appeal No. 11 of 1827 on the file of t’he‘ Coull‘)t
offermg certain observations upon the subject of that Peti-,
thI.l, requesting that the Board will explain the grounds upon
which the (alleged) sale of the Vassereddy Estates in the

Masulipatam District has been ord_ered, and, pending the re-

su(llt of your reference, suggesting the expediency of issuing
- o
orders for the temporary suspension of the sale.

2. In reply the Board of Revenue instruct me to ex«
press their request that it has not been in their power to
comply with the suggestion of the J udges of the Court of
Sudder Udalut for the suspension of the sale of the Masu-
lipatam Vassereddy Estates. Orders to that effect were
gent to the Collector immediately on receipt of your letter
but the sale had already taken place ; the Estates havingt
been gold for arrears of public revenue, and purchased on
account of Government on the 12th ultimo. The Board
will however defer reporting the sale for the confirmation
of G?vernment pending the receipt of any further commu=
pication which the Judges may be desirous of making upon

"the subject.

3'. With reference to para 4 of your letter it should be
explained that the communication from this office therein
all'udt.ad to, applied only to the Vassereddy Estates in the
District of Guntoor. Ramanadha Baboo continued in char‘o-
of the Masulipatam-Estates until the close of the year 184131'e

»

when in consequence of his mismanagement, they were at-"

tached by the Collector under orders of the Board of Reve
nue for the arrears of public revenue which had accumulated
against them, and they remained under revenue Zuft from

that time to the date of the late sale.

4. The Board desire me to enclose for the information

of the Judgzes of the Court of Sudder Udalut a Statement
4 .
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. h, Prin-

thowi : : J the arrears of Peishcush,
wing the Estate sold and th o, calcult

cipal and Interest which had accrued upon €

to the 20th Decetuber last I bave bonor to be,
Sir,
. ‘ant
. 1 cbedient Servant
Your most © YCROFT,

>
Revenue Board Office, (5‘8“‘1) T.1 Secretarye

For St. George,
Sth March 1549, S
To
11. Davipsox, L.,
[ Sudder Udalut.

Liegistrar to the Court ¢
(True Copy)

(Signed) T1HOS. W
Acting Depuly

FRegistiare

ORDER THEREON. d”:
of the Sudder Udalut, 47

LExtract from the Proceedingt
Vareh 1849

date the 12th
PresENT.

G. S, Hooper, L41q. ] ) .

E. I, Thompson, Lsq. y Puisne Judges.

W. Morcheud, E2q.

Read Miscellancotis Petition pre

Lruary 1849, by V, Seth Sam, Lsq. a0
on behalf of Rajah Varsereddy Lutchme}
pellant in Appeal No. 11 of 1527 on the &
Sudder Udalut,

(Here enter M. I. No. 73 of 1849) .
on of the Vasse-
‘trict, has been
561’

the 6th Fe-
J T. Appiah, Vakeels
,athy Naidoos Ar-
le of the Court ©

sented on

L . The Petitioner etates that & portio?, .
reddy. Eatate situated in the Masulipatatd Districls. s
ordered by the Board of Revenue to be told and bis I

is that the sale way be stuyed,

~ P

27,

9. The Petitioner alleges* that the said Zemindaree,
with all its moveable and immoveable property was placed
under attachment by order of the Sudder Udalut, and he
urges that the sale of any portion of the Zemindaree is un-
just and illegal, inasmuch as the attachment under which
the Estate is now placed, did not take place by order of
the Board of Revenue for arrears of Kist, but by order of this
Court for the benefit of the parties, and that until such
attachment be removed, the Revenue authorities have no

right to claim the arrears from the Detitioner.

3. The Court of Sudder Udalut deemed it right, be- '
fore disposing of this Petition, to make a reference on the
gubject to the Board of Revenue, {rom whose reply the
Court learn that the Masulipatam Vassereddy Estate was
purchased on account of Government on the 12th ultimo. The
Board further state that Ramanadha Baboo continucd in
charge of the Masulipatam Estates until the close of the
ear 1844, when in consequence of his mismanagement, they
were attached by the Collector, under orders of the Board,
for the arrears of public revenue which had accumulated
against them, and they remained under Revenue Zuft from
that time until the date of the late sale.

4. Under the circumstances represented in the Board’s
letter the Court of Sudder Udalut must decline to interfere
further in this matter.

Ordered that the prayer of the Petition be rejected,
and that Extract from these Proceedings be given to the
Petitioner’s Vakeels on their application.

Ordered also that Extract from these Proceedings be
gent to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue for the infor-

mation of the Doard. .
) (True Extract)

(Signed)

Deputy Registrar,

e
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FIFTH PETITION. .

THE JU0GES OF TUE €O pppen (DAL,
l’diﬁtm .
Lutch mepalh y Nai-

qah Sultuhs

T0

The humble

Vassereddy

dvo 1)‘0’10(’("' ‘V(I’l A‘o- ll of

Appellont % 5 ¢ your Ho
Qe {1 les Qf ) ou .
Y821, on the JIE 1 on his
nor h Sam
behalf by &
and 7. A[’[’N’"
ResrecTrrLLY SpewETH) - ur Detic
That it is with the greatest’ .

. : uble
tioner finds himeell constrained 8 §ifih tunc to tr0

Honorable Court and to Pray the epeedy jasu . Your:

. e 0
our Petitioner

cept directing Jease to Y in
Honoratle Czllt:::is ::lljl:;ncmcnt of the \'”scrcd‘i{erzelx\?ost
daree pursuant to the decision 8P order of oned by
G'raciouu Majesty in Council. delay O€F peen 8t
Your Honorable Court for the last 6 months to You
tcm!e.d with serious inconvenicnce anc = .uo)‘:” licits the
Petitioner, and consequently Your Petitiont o Peti

{‘;:3;0:; an ort’ler on his several Pcu_uons or § Your Hono-
ould know what course to Pur”“c’ ..a offect tO the
rable Court would not fecl dieposed 0 6777 €
::l:ul or.der of Iler Majesty, Your Petitione? wxf Direcwf’
an(:ll:l‘: (é‘l necessity of applying 10 b Cot Ter Majesty ®

rivy Collf,:k- of the Judicial Committee© -edc intoeffect
and Cxeculi(::,l to have the said order cart!

A :
ud Your Detitioner, as in duty bo AT i
v .\ . .n - . r.
(Sign;})u.l-vl:é’lf;vru SAM, Pleade
(True Copy)

Madr S S.
5 2d Apg) 559, 80 Tl}fg. J

s
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ORDER THEREON. .

Extract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut,
under date the 16tk April 1849,
PRESENT.
G. S. Hooper, Esq.
E. P. Thompson, Eeq. }Puisne Judges.
W. A. Morehead, Esq.
In Appeal No. 4 of 1826. In Appeal No. 11 of 1827.
Rajah Vassereddy Ramana- Rungurmah, the Senior Wi-
dha Baboo. ‘ dow of the late Rajah
Versus. Vassereddy Juggunnadha
Atchummah, the Senior Wi- Baboo, on behalf of Lutch-
- dow of the late Rajah mepathy Naidoo the alleged
Vassereddy Juggunnadha adopted son of her fate

Baboo. " husband.
_— Versus.
Before Her Majesty in 1st Atchammah.
Councal. 2nd Rajah Vassereddy Rama-
Atchummah, the Senior Wi- nadha Baboo.

dow of the late Rajab 3rd Pottoory Calidoss.
Vassereddy Juggunnadha
Baboo. 4 Before Her Majesty in
' Versus, - _ Council.
Rajah Vassereddy Ramana- Rungummah,  adoptive Mo-
dba Baboo. ther and Guardian to Ra-
: jah Vassereddy Lutchme-
pathy Naidoo.
Versus.
1st Atchummah,

2nd Rajah Vassereddy Rama- .

nadha BabOO.
3rd P. Calidoss.

Read Extract from the Minutes of Consultati
tat
date the 12th December last, forwarding with :Be:;iz;
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Joo Dahaders annah 0
A;»,x”unl in A. s No. 11 of
1827, 08 the files ey
norable Court, pr(:tnte o
behalf by Varder St
and T. Appiahs Pleaders:

ResrrcrrviLy SnEwETH, )

That it is with the greatest reluctax?ce th
tioner finds himeelf C‘msmined s fifth tunc- to
Ionorable Court and to pray the epecd{v .wsu o
cept directing the release to Your Pcn'uoner . -
Honorable Court’s attachment of the assch( o o
darec pursuant to the decisiod an cﬁioned by
G.racious Majesty in Council. sionel by
Your Honoralle Court for the last 6 months o
tended with serivus inconvenience and ‘.n.uoymw
I’ctitioner. and conacq“cndy Your l’etmoncr
fi‘vor of an order on his several Petitions th ot e
tioner ehould know what course to pursuc, ‘ o .
rn}’lc Court would not feel dia].osed to give c «.cb e
:;:lq Or_del' of IIOI‘ .\hje“y, YOUI’ Petitioner w u Deirectors

e painful necessity of applying t0 the Cou ) Majcs(y’s

and t} .
e Clerk of the Judicial Committee © effect

rivy Councj sod N0
cl to kb id order carfi€
and execution, ave the said ©

J.\nd l-oul‘ I,

t Your Peti-
trouble ¥©
o of the Pr&

etitioner, as in duty boulﬂ)i:w 4
4 SyvER it re

(Sign:«})'LLvl:é!llelI SAM, DPleadt

(True Copy) wli NS

Mady jer S.
5 2nd Apg) yg49, B2V Tl.l!(y). o

Your:

i
N

29

ORDER THEREON. .

Extract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut,
under date the 16tk April 1849, .
PRESENT.
G. S. Hooper, Esq.
E. P. Thompson, Lsq. }Puisne Judges.
W. A. Morehead, Esq.
In Appeal No. 4 of 1826. In Appeal No. 11 of 18217.
Rajah Vassereddy Ramana- Rungucmah, the Senior Wi-
dha Baboo. ‘ dow of the late Rajah
Versus. Vassereddy Juggunnadha
Atchummah, the Senior Wi- Baboo, on behalf of Lutch-
- dow of the late Rajah  mepathy Naidoo the alleged
Vassereddy Juggunnadha' adopted son of her late

Baboo. " husband.
_ Versus.
Before Her Majesty in 1st Atchammah,
Council. 2nd Rajah Vassereddy Rama«
Atchummah, the Senior Wi- nadha Baboo.
dow of the late Rajah 3rd Pottoory Calidoss.
Vassereddy Juggunnadha —_
Baboo. " Before Her Majesty in
' Versus. - _ Council.
Rajah Vassereddy Ramana- Rungummah, ,adoptive Mo-
dha Baboo. ther and Guardian to Ra«
' jah Vassereddy Lutchme-
pathy Naidoo.
Versus.

1st Atchummah.
2nd Rajah Vassereddy R

nadha Baboo, T
3rd P. Calidoss,

Read Extract from the Minutes of Consultatj
tat
date the 12th December last, forwarding with :Be:;iz;
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ORDER THEREON. .
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W. A. Morehead, Esq.
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Rajah Vassereddy Ramana- Rungucmah, the Senior Wi-
dha Baboo. ‘ dow of the late Rajah
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_ Versus.
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. t
from the Honorable the Court of Director® 4Je from the

Her Majesty in Council on the Appests n‘t\.loﬂ $ of 1826
Judzment of the Sudder peals 20
and 11 of 1527, with inetructi
of Her Majesty in Council, 8
covering on Lehalf of the Henora! N
the custe incurred by the Last Ioda Company
Cazes to a hearing. . 8.
(Here can!cr S. 1 of 181 )
tead also Petitions |
anl 23rd December 1843, ¢ .
1549, by T. Appiah snd Ve Seth Ham
Lehalf of I:Jj:\!l \'A:‘.-cf‘?d".v
alopted son and heir of the laté
nadha Baboo, and A]’l“'u‘mt in Appe’
eubmitting Copy of & Decree o 2
an] praying that an order mAy be.’“ . them tO make
Judzes of Guntoor and .\hfll;il"‘“:m directins
over to the Petitioner 8c¢oT ing to A
the whole of the real and Pe”oml Estafe :rl
tajah Vasseredly Juggunnadha Dabos
in the schedule, alleged bY the rcum:nco

- H Qe &
At ) svinal sUt ¢ + visions
nexed to the plaint in ong ¢ in the Northern Divist
ur

he Decreé of

nd to

rablo the Cour
in

file of the late Provincial Co Lions
(Here enter S. M. ct; 1518,
Nos. 467 and ¢ ‘;9)
g5 and 168 of 13 1 1g toth
’ Co nc'l 18

1. The Decree of Her Majesty in“ ll; Appesd
effect that against Pottoory Calidoss the ~ 1 that the
Rungummah ought to be dismissed with c.ostl‘: seals No. 4 of
Decree of the Sudder Udalut pmnounch n ts to be 1€

. eC .
1826 and 11 of 1827 * ought in othef r;ipmbw was 11

versed”—* that the adoption of Ramand c sidered 88 8

valid and that ho was not entitled t0 yaidovs
yencatadry = a

co-heir with Juggunnadha Baboo to

1 o,

}(-.

ther sum of two tho

31

pbut that under the circumstances appearing in evidence he

was entitled to such property included in the gift made by
Vencatadry Naidoo after J uggunnadha Baboo came of age
as Vencatadry Naidoo had the power to dispose of, and that
it should be declared that Ramanadha Baboo was entitled
to retain those portions of ‘such property which came into
his possession and to have restored to him such portions
thereof as came into the possession of Juggunnadha Baboo
or to have compensation made for the rent of the Estate of

Juggunnadha Baboo,” that the adoption of Lutchmepathy

Naidoo by Juggunnadha Baboo was well proved and that
ed to succeed to the whole

Lutchmepathy Naidoo is entitl
Lstate of Juggunnadha Baboo,” and the Lords of the Ju-«
dicial Committee of the Privy Council have directed that
there be paid to the United East India Company or their
Agents ¢ by the Appellant and Respondent respectively
or by their respective fepresentative or representatives, the
following sums for the Costs, Charges, and Expenses, of
pringing this Appeal to a hearing, viz. By Rungummah
gs Mother and Guardian of Lutchmepathy Naidoo Ba-

hader or by her or his represen-

£ S.P . .
" 8,262 10 11 tative or representatives, the sum of

2,525 15 5 cight thousand two hundred. and

10,788 6 4 sixty-two pounds, ten ghillings and

or A.P. ¢leven pence for costs incurred
Co's Re. 1,12,573 11 9 © Lot

! on her behalf, and likewise the fur-

usand five hundred and twenty-
five pounds, fifteen shillings and five pence sterling, for
costs incurred on behalf of Pottoory Calidoss, and by

Atchumma or by her representative or

S. P. .
£, representatives, the sum of three thou- - -

3,583 17 4 .
5959 14 11 sand five hundred and _eighty-three

pounds, seventeen shillings and four
ence sterling for costs incurred on

her behalf as Resfondent in the first

s

or A. P
Co's. Rs. 99,585 8




A 33
32 . * .
1 pine }mndret‘ toory Calidoss, who has been exonerated by the Decree of .
Appeal, and likewise the sum of five 1!10“53" 1 leven pence : the Privy Council from all liability on account of the said
and fifty-nine pounds, fourteen sLillings aod € etlne second . l Costs. . ) ’ ’
sterling, incurred on her behalf as Appeliant l: oo repre- . 4, Ordered also that the Civil Judges of Guntoor
Appeal, and finally by Ramanadhs Baboo oF e): e s ! and Masulipatam be required to recover from Vassereddy
sentative oF represefl.hu‘ u’dred . ) Atchumma, the Appellant in the ﬁrsi': and l.st Respondent
£ S. P ¢ five thousa? 51X .l‘““ il in the second Appeal before Her Majesty 1n Council or
:i:‘: ,: ; {wenty-1¥0 poundss c'ghtecf‘” for from her representative or representatives, the sum of
— . — Jing and one penny sterling . . nine thousand five hundred and forty
1.c04 f o hinds his behall 39 Res- : g,fis 1S2 P;i three pounds, twelve shillings and .
A. r.  three pence sterling, or Rupees ninety-~

or . P costs Incurr 1. and the
.« . . . . el an or
Con Ba 12008 13 6 gene in the first Appesh . Co's. Rs. 99,585 8 4 .
i nine thousand five hundred and eighty

d c;nhty-one

ne lanch and tie . . .

further sun of five thousand »! ce sterlings for cost3 fve, annas eight and pice four at the exchange of ls. 114.
r the Costs incurred on her behalf

per Company’s Rupee, fo
by the East India Company in the above Appeals.

pounds, cight shillings # Jent in the second Al ]
¢ Tler Majesty 12 1
1t 5. Ordered further that the Civil Judges of Guntoor

incurred on his bclml(ullctl“’"

2. In conformity with the D;‘Crt‘ed‘c)" of tho Gudder _
Council and with referenc® to ié:r‘g 48, Jirecting th . and Masulipatam be required also to recover from Rajah’
Udalut under date the 234 D‘;;m I atam b ake propet Vassereddy Ramanadha Baboo Respondent in both the
Civil Judges of Guntoor ‘“J, asd zluucnt such proper » sbove Appeals before Her Majesty in Council or from his
weasures 1o secure by jnmediate 3“‘ pelong 10 the abov® representative or representatives the
real and perional as may be foun . ch that the sai 11"%04 6 10 sum of eleven thousand six hundred

A. P, and four pounds, six shillings and ten

turnable in six . or
soto Co's. Rs. 1,21,088 12 6 )
pence sterling, or Rupees one lac

and eighty-eight, annas twelve and pice
f1s. 11d. per Company’s Rupee on ac-

Jaartics, the Court of Sud
Civil Judgzes be comman

weeks from and afterits receipts . ¢wenty-one thousand

' gix at the exchange o

full execution. direct that the gaid Civil
r - h . .
3. And the Court further & Appellant Raja count of the Costs incurred by the East India Company on
the ADPP . , . ) y
Judges do cause to be recovert mfrom his reprcscm"‘me _ ‘ his behalf in the above two Appeals. The above sums when
Vassereddy Lutchmepathy Naidoo orﬁ‘.c, the 8u of te? g0 recovered from the parties aforesaid to be remitted to
e ST or representd pundre eighty~ j this Court by a Bill on the Accountant General in favor of
10,768 G 4 thourand 501‘”“‘..“ illings and four the Register of the Sudder Udalut.
o . P ol 8 .
Cu's. Re 112,573 s cight P‘:"n;in:, or Rupe® one 1‘:: e. Ordered also that, the Register of the Sudder Uda-
penc sdcr m{ ’5cvcn‘)'"hree’ ano . f y v Jut in communication with the Accountant General and’
twelve thousn.ml ‘Evc hunldrc ;‘n"e o 11d. per m:e ' Sub Treasurer be directed to sell the Promissory Note No.
(.lc\-c'n and pice nine at tho c:rxch ,::o‘w ;ncurred by tt- i 1775 of 1832-33 for Sicea Rupees 1,000 and No. 2337 of
pany’s lFuPce, on nccounf of the :l 8 behalf of o I
Eaot India Company on bis behalf and © '
!
oy

)
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2
. “qasreddy

1822.23 for Sicca Nupees 7,200 dep\.&uc:l' b?’ :::l Cost3
Atchunma for the even y her 10

*ln Apieal No'dof 1825, referred b

His late Majesty in Council, and 2 any’s D3
Sicea Rupees 4,000, No. 3 of 183152 fr Cp“:‘ll””’s 45,
lpll"{',. a\.ﬂc 12 oflsdl-ﬁ fl’r Cﬂml“ny"a ;106’ xo. 89
No. 40 of 1831-32 for Cumpuny's Rs. "lo"l cheitcd* by
of 1831-32 fur Conzpany’s Rupees 6:6-11- .o Mother
V. Rungummah adoptive
: 2 e - Lutchmepathy
® In Apjcal No. 11 oF 1827, and Guardian of V. Lutc

1l as the Promis-

Naidom, for the eventual Costs in the AP
5,0001
Rupeed M

. . i we
Ler to 1ia late Majesty 10 Council, 84 ¥
3-20 for Sicca

sory Note No. 4693 of 182 deposit
. ] s 3,000 epo
aud No. $699 of 1825-20 for Sicea Rupee anadha Baboo

by Vaseereddy Raman®e® =y

® Partyin Ajpad No. 6 o for the eventual Cost3 :z ILis lats
121, rred by him '

,-c:xl prcﬁrrcl y as heir 10 the

Majeaty in Council, a8 noted _,,,‘-trgman."-l was pot for
late Jugzgunnallha Baboo but 'hl-Ch apP“l“e L
wanled to Inglind because the ‘,”xe. 0 ::)n i
deceased Juggunadha Baboo was in h“g;‘x; Cou
guing two causes,” and ‘!. he sale ©
direct that the Procceds o sn d itin this
Bonds and the other f"""l”. " ?I“i’j into the
Court on account of the parties aforesaid beCl;aarf'c‘l an
General Trewsury on account of the Costs LI ti,x:i;ﬂing
Expenses, incurred by the East India Com&nny l: bca;ﬂgﬁ

the alove cases v sand nineé

® Appeal Suit No. ¢ of 1626 + Thi e thou
- 01850 i, iirty on .
ViZ y ,irty-ﬁ'x poundS)

o. do. Ml of db2T. ;
: hundred and ¢ five pence

£ ST five shillings *° ‘

31,96 5 & pees three lacs,

and two hun”

£

rt further
f such

® 4 of )2,
1 oof 127,

sterling, or Ru

C . l{ﬂf A. .
os. Koo, ...3,33,248 o .
7 thirty-three thot* ae 0
the exchang

dred and forty-cight and pice seven, At

I .

——

e A
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Is. 11d. per Company’s Rupee, informing at the same time the
Civil Judges of Guntoor and Masulipatam of the amount
so paid into the General Treasury in order that they may
deduct the same from the amount which they are required
above to collect from the several parties.

. Ordered accordingly that Extract from these Proceed-
ings be sent to the Civil Judgesof Guatoor and Masuli-
patam for their information and guidance by precept return-
able in six wecks from and after its receipt.

Ordered also that the above be communicated to the
Vakecls of the parties respectively for their information

(True Extract)
(Signed) THOS. WILKINS,

Acting Deputy Registrar,

SUDDER COURT ON COLLECTORS’ REPLIES.

Extract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut, under
dute the 22d July, 1850.

PRESENT.
G. S. Hooper, Esquire, 1
E. P. Thompson, Esquire, ¢ Puisne Judges.

W. A. Morchead, Esquire,
Read again returns and supplemental returns from the
Civil Judzes of Guntoor and Masulipatam, to the precepts of

the Court of Sudder Udalut™ dated 16th April 1849, and .

97th March 1850, directing the execution of the final order
of Her Majesty in Council on the appeals preferred from
the Decree of the Court of Sudder Udalutin A. S. No. 4
of 1826 and 11th of 1827, .
(Iere enter Nos. 883 and 927 of 1849, and 663, 718 and
919 of 1850.)
1. In his returns Nos. 927 of 1849 and 662 of 1850,

the Civil Judge of Guntoor reports that the portion of the
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in the limits of Guntoot
{ arrcars of Revenué an

¢ April 1861.
these seve

Vassaredly Zemindary lying wit}
was put up for sale on account ©
Lought in by Government on the 18
2. The Civil Judgze of Aasulipatam 18 '« that
returns makes no mention of the estate, but he rcpof ile to
the necessary measures fof recovering the ws“_ pa);: the
Last India Cowmpany under the orders in question B
eale of certain personalitics have been 8‘1“1’:
for realizing the costs bas also been issucd
Judze of Guntoor, :
of the Secretary 2
1849 that the ])Of'
Zillah of Masub
0 6,7387-15-1

3. Itappears further from the letter

the Board of Revenue dated 5th March
tion of the Zemindary situated within the :
s amounting to 28

olve that the
fyremention®

ratam was sold for arrear

0z the 12th February 1849

4. The Court of Suddcr - L
progress alrealy made in CX'-‘C.U“"B' the o at
orders of Hee Majesty ia Council Le conunupl

Vakeels of the partics.

Udalut res
Q.

(True Extract) KINS,
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PETITION TO PRIVY COUNCIL.

IN THE PRIVY COUNCIL.

TO

TIIE QUEEN’S MOST EXCELLENT
MAJESTY IN COUNCIL.

The humble Petition of Raja h
Vassereddy Lutchmepathy Nai-
doo Bahader Munna Sultan,
Zemindar of Chintapully and
other Talooks in the Districls
of Guntoor and Masulipatam,
in the Presidency of Madras

 in the East Indies.

SHEWETIH, ‘

That on or about the 6th day of Septen;ber in the year
1826 Vassareddy Rungamab, widow of Your Petitioner’s adopt-
ed Father, Rajah J. agcanadha Baboo, deceased, and Guardian
of Your Petitioner, (thena Minor,) filed her plaint as such
Guardian as aforesaid in the Provincial Court for the Northern
division of the said Presidency, against Vassareddy Atchama,
Widow, Rajah Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo and Puttoory
Calidoss, for the recovery of one hundred and twenty-one Vil
lages, situate in the Zillah of Guntoor, in the Presidency afore-
said, one hundred and fifty-four Villages situate in the Zillah of
Masulipatam aforesaid, then yielding together an annual gross
revenue of about 4,40,000 Rupees, and a permanent assessment
of Rupees 2,82,214-9-6 and twenty-three Villages of the Chin-
talapauty Vuntoo yielding a gross revenue of about 30,000
t assessment of Rupees 19,868-8-0, and
certain Lands, Ilouses, Gardens, and other real property valued
at 1,76,000 Rupees and other Lands, Estates and Monies in
the said plaint more particularly described.

That by a decree of the said Provincial Cowrt bearing
date the 11th day of May 1827, it was ordered and decreed

i
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- That at this period the whole of the property claimed by .
the said Appellant, as such Guardian of Your Petitioner as afore=
said, was under attachment by and under the control and ma-

nagement of the Collectors appointed by the Board of Revenue
acting in the Districts of Guntoor and Masulipatam aforesaid

respectively. . |

" That on or about the 6th day of May 1833 and while
the said appeal to his Jate Majesty it Council was pending and
ddy Ramanadha Baboo presented

undecided, the said Vassare
his Petition to the said Court of Sudder Dewanny Adawlut pray-
of the said pros

ing that the said Court would cause possession
perty to be delivered over to him. '
id Court bearing date on or

That in a proceeding of the sa
tated (amongst other

about the 10th day of June 1833 it wass
things) that the said Vassareddy Ramanadba Baboo could ob-
tain possession of the said property only on giving security
and that there was a specific rule in his case which required
that he should furnish security and the prayer of his Petition

was rejected. o .
That the rule here referred to by the said Court in their
proceeding last aforesaid is Regulation VIII of 1818 Section 4,

which enacts as follows :— ‘

& The Court of Sudder Adawlubmay either order the judg-
ment passed by them to be carried into execution, taking
sufficient security from the party in whose favor the same may
be passed for the due performance of such order or decree as his
Majesty his heirs or successors shall think fit to make on the
appeal, oF suspend the execution of their judgment during the
appeal taking the like security in the latter case from the
par.ty left in possession of the property adjudged against him,
but in all cases gecurity is to be given by Appellants to the sa-
tisfaction of the Sudder Adawlut for the payment of all such
costs as the said Court may think likely to be incurred by the
appeal as well as for the performance of such order or judgment
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1534 the said

mnulh of J Pcf‘ti(\n to

That in a procealiog
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it was a point formally decid
to Le require] for the Governm
Zemindar's mesne profits €% .
they onlered umongnt other thi at it shoul’ 2 report
the Collectors in Guntoor &P 3
to the said Court the azgrezate grosd recful: F
Zemindars in the Vassareldy Estates »
{A. D. 1820-1) or its annual averag® dunif3
of their management.

. inge date on
That in a procealing of the said Courts bearifs

they were
or about the 21t day of Jnly 1534, they stated f]‘:‘" A
of opinion that the ends of justice would be 8"5‘;‘1 w ordered
the amount of sccurity at 2,50,000 Rupees, 47 .{-0“ ‘{oresaid
that the Provincial Court of the Northern leb‘a Baboo to
should call upon the said Vaseareddy Fama®’ e 550,000
furnish good and sufficient security
Rupees, and that on bis producing competen he said Courb
amount, to be submitted to and apprm'e‘] of by t i
of Sulder Dewanny Adawlut, the said pl‘ol":rty
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That thereupon the said Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo
presented a Petition to the said Sudder Court praying to be.
informed whether the said security of 230,000 Rupees so re-
gnired by the said Court was for the whole period during
which the said appeal might be pending or for what term,

That in a procceding of the said Sudder Court bearing
date on or about the 8th day of September 1834 it was stated
that the period for which the gaid security was by the said
order of the 21st day of July 1834 required was for one year,
only, and that at the expiration of that period the said Sudder
Court would issue such, further instructions as to sccurity as
might then appear expedicnt and equitable. .

That subsequently in the said year the said Vassareddy
Ramanadhba Baboo petitioned the said Sudder Court for an al-
Jowance out of the said property, and the said Court granted
him an allowance of 1,200 Rupees per mensem, but ordered
that he should find sceurity for the said sum.

That on or about the 31st day of March 1835 the said
Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo, presented a Petition to the
gaid Sudder Court in which he states that he had been unable
to find security for the said allowance of 1,200 Rupees per
mensem, and prayed that the said allowance might be granted.
to him from the funds in deposit in the said Court without se-
curity. LY : co :
That in a proceeding of the gaid Sudder Court bearing
date on or about the 27th day of April 1835, it was staled that
it was essentially necessary that the said Vassareddy Rama-
padha Baboo should furnish secarity for the eventual refund of
all payments made to him, from the said property in edispute,
and the prayer of his said last mentioned Petition was refused.

That in or about the month of July 1836, the said Vas-
sareddy Ramanadha Baboo presented a Petition to the suid -
Sadder Court in which he represented the condition to which
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That in pursuance of the above last recited order of the
said Court of Sudder Dewanny Adawlut, the said Vassareddy
Ramanadha Baboo was placed in possession of the said pro-
perty in dispute without giving the security required by Sec-
tion IV of Regulation VIII A, D. 1818 lLereinbefore recited.

That Your Petitioner attained his majority in the month
of March 1837, and that at divers periods in  the years 1838,
1839 and 1840 and while the said appeal to his late Majesty
in Council was still pending, Your Petitioner presented Peti-
tions to the Board of Revenue complaining that the said Vas-
sareddy Ramanadha Baboo was wasting and mismanaging the
said property, and praying the said Board of Revenue to issue
an order to put the said Estates under the management of the
Collectors of Masulipatam and Guntoor until the Decree of Ilis
Majesty in Privy Council should be made in the said appeal.

That in a proceeding of the said Court of Sudder Dewan.
ny Adawlut bearing date on or about the second day of May
1842 it was declared in the words or to the purport and
effect following ;¢ The Board of Revenue in their letter of the
20th January 1842 intimated to the Court of Sudder Adawlut
that circumstances indicative of gross mismanagement and an
intentional disregard of his engagement, on the part of Rama-
nadha Baboo, having been represented to them in recent re-
ports from the Collector of Guntoor, they had desired that
officer to exercise his discretion in attaching the Lstate should -
the Zemindar fail to make payments commensurate with his

. eollections, and that they have been since apprized by a letter

duted the Sth January 1842 that it had been found absolutely
necessary that the Estate should be taken under management
which has accordingly been done. The mismanagement of Ra-
manadla Baboo resting upon information in possession of the
Revenue authorities, the Court of Sudder Adawlut resolve to
direct that a copy of the translations of the Petitions recorded
above, together with a copy of these proceedings be transmit-
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gaid property in dispute previously mentioned was again ad-
vertised to be sold on the 1st day of April 1846 in satisfaction

of arrears of Revenue,

That on the 28th day of March 1846 Your Petitioner pres
sented a Petition to the Governor in Council at Madras pray-
ing that the said sale might be postponed until the Decree of
Iler Majesty in Council should be made in the said Appeal or
that the whole of the said Vassareddy Estates might be made
over to Your Petitioner on condition of his paying punctually
the Government Tribute and sum of 50,000 Rupees per an«
num in liquidation of the arrears due to the Government,

That the last mentioned Petition of Your Petitioner was
returned to Your Petitioner by the Secretary to the Govern-
ment on the 21st day of April 1846, with the following In.
dorsement :—*The Petitioner is informed that the resolution of
Government dated 20th January 1846 on the subject of the
Guntoor Zemindaries is final and that the Petitioner’s request

cannot be complied with.”

That on or about the 30th day of March 1846, Your Peti-
tioner presented a Petition to the Collector of "Guntoor pray-
ing that he would protect the said portion of the said property
in dispute from sale until the Decree of Her Majesty in Council
should become known.

That on or about the 6th day of April 1846 the said Jast
mentioned Petition was returned to Your Petitioner by the said
Collector with the following Indorsement :— The Vassareddy

- Tstates were under the orders of Government put up to public

sale for arrears and bought in on behalf of Government on the
1st Instant. The request of the Pctitioner cannot be complied

with.” A
That on or about the 20th day of February 1848 the Ju-
dicial Committee of the Privy Council to whom the said ap-
peal had been referred by Your Majesty in Council having
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That on or about the 23rd of December 1848 and after the
arrival in India of the aforesaid Order of Your Majesty in Coun-
cil the said Court of Sudder Dewanny Adawlut made an Order
reciting the receipt by the said Court of a Dispatch from the
Ilonorable Court of Directors together with the Decree of Your
Majesty in Council, and with instructions to take the proper

measures for carrying the Orders of Your Majesty in Council

into execution, and for recovery on behalf of the East India

_ Company of the expense incurred by them in bringing the

above cases to a hearing, and the said Court of Sudder Dewan«
ny Adawlut then proceeded to make the following order :—
« Before issuing the usual Orders for the full execution of the
Decree of Iler Majesty in Council the Court of Sudder Udalub
resolve to direct the Civil Judges of Guntoor and Masulipa-
tam to take the necessary steps in communicating with the
Collectors of those Districts to secure by immediate attachment
such property real and personal, as may belong to the parties
above mentioned with the exception of Puttoory Calidoss
the third Respondent in appeal No. 11, of 1827 who has been
exonerated by the Decree of the Privy Council from all liae

bility on account of the said costs.
« Ordered that Extracts from these proceedings be sent to

the Civil Judges of Masulipatam and Guntoor by precept ree
turnable in ten days from and after its receipt.”

That on or about the 29th day of January 1849 Your
Detitioner presented a Petition to the said Court of Sudder

Adawlut wherein among other things Your Petitioner com- .

plained of certain illegal acts committed by the said Ramanadha
Baboo in attempting to remove certain of the property, funds
and farniture, to which Your Petitioner was entitled under
Your Majesty’s said Decree and requesting that Ramanadha
Baboo might be arrested for the purpose of securing the costs
incurred, and to enable Your Petitioner to obtain a restitution
of the property which had been improperly made away with
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on that g ence at the Collector's Cuteherty at Masulipatam

ate, and will continuc until the whole Jhall be sold.”

That -
on the 8t} day of February 1849 Your Petitioner

presented a Dutiy;
Adawlut, ianpum‘m to the said Court of Sudder Dewanny
gaid intendul

whi
sale a5 wholly m‘(!h he protested sgainet the
until Your Peﬁt.t‘gu‘, and prayed that it might Le sta)'ed
and until the ro:)';('r should Le put in pOSSeSsion of the samé
been adopteq bbu ar course prescribed by the Regulations had
Y the Bourd of Dey y -1
vevenue,
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That in a proceeding of the said Court of Sudder Dewanny

Adawlut bearing date on or about the 12th day of March
1ared that they bad referred on the

1849 the said Court dec
subject of Your Petitioner’s last mentioned Petition to the

Board of Revenue,and that from the reply of the said Board the
s2id Court had learnt that the Masulipatam Vassareddy
Estate (being the Tstate of Your Petitioner, against the sale
of which he had petitioned the said Court) had been purchas-
ed on account of Government on the 12th of the then last pre-
ceding month, and they further declared that they must de-
cline to interfere further in the matter apd ordered that the

Prayer of Your Petitioner should be rejected.

That on the 2nd day of April 1849 Your Petitioner again
petitioned the said Court of Sudder Dewanny Adawlut to put
in force the Decree of Your Majesty in Council.

That in a proceeding of the said Court of Sudder Dewanny
Adawlat bearing date on or about the 16th day of April 1849
the said Court dirccted among other things as follows :—

¢ Tn conformity with the Decree of Iler Majesty in Council

with reference to the Order of the Sudder Udalut under

r 1848 directing the Civil Judges of
take proper measures to secure
by immediate attachment such property real and personal a8
may be found to Lelong to the above parties, the Court of Sudder
Udalut now direct that the said Civil Judges may be command-
ed by precept returnable in six weeks from and after its receipt
to carry the said Decree into full execution.”

That the said Order of the Court referred to in the said
last mentioned proceeding and bearing date the 93rd day of
December 1848 had\ r_efcrence solely to the levying of costs
from Your Petitioner and the other parties in the said appeal?

and
date the 23rd Decembe
Guntoor and Masulipatam to

" and the direction of the said Court to the gaid Civil Judges

of Guntoor and Masulipatam to carry the said Decree into full

execution was limited to so much of the said Decree as relates
; .
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o that the Court
¢ for the releaseé
e of restor=
Your Ma-

by the said Ramanadha Baboo, and prayin
wonld immediately iseua the necessary 6“!"‘
:):':l'e, 5:1‘*{ Estates from attachment for the purpes
.® the Lstates to Your Petitioner according 10
jesty’s Decree in Council.

Adawlut took

That the suil Court of Sudder Dc\\'anny
Aypcal.

no notic Y i i
notice of Your Petitioner’s last mCD“V“C‘l
ry 1819 the

That on or about the 11th day "of Janud
t for gale of

gaid Board of Revenue published an advertizemen
the remaining portion of the Property and Letates ﬂ(]j“dgc‘l
b:y' the gaid Deeree of Your Majesty in Counail to Lelong 1O
Your Petitioner, which advertisement was in the words a0
fizures fullowing, that is to £a¥ ¢ Notice is Jierel y given that
unless the sum of Rupees 2'*,0.6,7 37, Leing the balance of Peish=
cush including interest outstanding up to 20th December 1843,

azai . . N ah, Ze-
zainst undermentioned Estates comporii I\uudegﬂ““!hée

;]emmany, l’clong;ng to Rajah Vassareddy Ramanadha Paboo
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r directing the said
he pro-
f the

t?. t.he levying of costs, and was not an Orde
Civil Jadges to put Your Petitiencr in Msesoiofu of 1
perty to which hLe is entitled in order and Ly virtue ©

said Deeree of Your Maesty in Council.
50 Your Petitioner

Council of Madras
ssion of

That on the 21st day of December 18
Presented a Petition to the Governer in
praying that Your Petitioner might 12 put in posse
the sail Fatates and property in conformaity with the Decree

of Your Majesty in Council.

That on the 24th day of January 1§51 an $
turned by the Order of the said Governor in Council to. Your
Petitioner’s last mentionad Petition which answer was 10 the
following words :—* The Government caunot aceede to the re-
quest contained in this Petition.”

That on or about the £3rd day of Febroary 1551 Your
ctition to the Zillah Court of Gun'toor
Ler things for the Jelivery into
and property and of 3,00,0(?0
d Decree of Your Majesty 18

answer was re-

Petitioner presenteda P
afuresaid praying amongst ot
his possension of the said estates
Rupees awarded to Lim by the sai
Council.

That in a procceding of the said Zillah Court of Gunto?&'
l)earing date on or about the 14th d.’ly of Marclf 1851 tbe gal
Court stated as fullows :—* The Court cannot interfere in the
matter, and tha Petitioner must address himselfto the Courte!
Sudder Adawlut who will determine as to the prOPTietY of com-
]")’ing or not with the requcﬁf- of the PcﬁliODCr"'

That Your Petitioner has wholly failed in Lis attempts to
obtain from the eaid Court of Sudder Dewanty Adawlut or
from the said Board of Revenue or from the Governor 11
Council at Madrus porscssion of the estates and propcrt.y
awarded to him by the said Decree of YOUr Mzjesty in
Council, and the said Decree remains up 10 this present time
unexecuted although a period of more than four years has
elapsed since the suid Decree was mad e, and Your Petitionc?

51 T

suffers under the grievous hardship of a refusal on the part
of the Court of Sudder Dewanny Adawlut to interfere on
his behalf for the purpose of carrying into execution a Decree
made by Your Majesty in Council inhis favor which Decree
commands the said Courts to do what is necessary to give
effect thereto.

That Your Petitioner has noother means of redress open
to him than by appealing to Your Majesty in Council and ob-
taining a peremptory Order commanding the said Court of
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut and all other persons whom it
may concern to carry without further delay the said Decree
into eflect. ‘

Your Petitioner therefore most humbly prays that You
Maijesty in Council will be pleased to take his Petition into
Your most gracious consideration, and to grant him a peremp-
tory Order addressed to the Judges of the said Court of
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut or to such other persons and au-
thorities as to Your Majesty shall seem fit, commanding them
to execute the said Decree of Your Majesty in Council bearing
date the 2nd day of March 1848 and to put Your Petitioner in
possession of the land and other property awarded to him by
the said Decree, or that Your Petitioner may have such further
and other relicf in the premiscs as to Your Majesty in Your
Great Wisdom shall seem meet.

Axp Your PeTitiover SuaLL Ever Pray, &e.

—

ORDER OF TIIE PRIVY COUNCIL.

Privy Cousciy, Wednesday the Sixteenth of June 1852,

We Order that the Petitioner do serve the East India
Company with a copy of the Petition and that this Petition
be adjourned till the fifth of July next. And we further direct
that the Board of Control shall be officially informed of the
Order of Iler Majesty referring this Petition to us and that
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ﬂ'f‘y may be furnished with a copy of the Order made together
with a copy of the Petition in order that the Beard of Control
may take such steps as they may think proper.

DECREE OF THE QUEEN IN COUNCIL.

AT THE COURT AT OSCORNE HOUSL, ISLE OF WIGHT.

Tue 151 Day or ALGUST 1852.

I'resent.

Tur Query’s Most EXCELLENT MaJEsTY.
His Royar Hicnxess PriNce ALBERT.

Lorp Cuascerros, FARL OF MALMESBURY,
Lorp Privy Sear, Mg, Hereirs,

Dukeor NontuvysiaLanp, Sir Jous PagiNetov,
Loup Stewar, Me. SrCRETARY \VaLPOLF,
}2““ or Drsy, Mg. CiaNCELLOR OPTHE Ex-
EarL oy Harvwickr, CHEQUEL

Whereas there was this day read at the Doard a Report
from the Judiciul Committee of the Privy Council dated the
5th of July 1852 in the words following, viz. Your Majes-
ty having Leen pleased by Your Order in Council of the 30th
:it?xe l‘fm‘ If“st to refer unto this Committee the Lumble Peti-
Muno Rajuh \'assared.ly Lutchme(‘patby Naidoo Bahadoor,
Munna Sultan, Zemindar of Chintapully, and other Talooks

in e . .
he Districts of Guntoor and Masulipatam, 12 the - Prest-

dene :
¥ of Madvas in the East Indies setting forth :—That on

or &bout t}lc cth 5
da or 1 ‘¢ 26, Vassa-
reddy Rungumma\,y of September in the year 18

Rajah Jagzarad, B’ Widow of the Petitioner’s adoptive fatlutr
tioner (then g o aboo, deceased, and guardian of the. Peti-
aforesaid in the P""".) l'ﬂed her plaint as such guardian 28
the said Presidep rovincial Court for the Northern Division of
Rajah Vassazeg d(‘y against Vassareddy Atchummab, Widows

Y Rﬂmuuadd Bﬂboo and Puottoory Culidosﬂ
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for the recovery of one hundred and twenty one Villages, situ-
ate in the Zillah Guntoor in the Presidency aforesaid, one
hundred and fifty four Villages situate in the Zillah of Masu«
lipatam aforesaid, then yielding together an annual gross re-
venue of alout 4,40,000 Rupees and a permanent assessment
of Rupees 2,82,214-9-6 and twenty three Villages of the Chin-
talapathy Vuntoo, yielding a gross revenue of about 30,000
Rupees, and a permanent assessment of Rupees 19,868-8-0 and
certain forts, houses, gardens and other real property valued
at 1,76,000 Rupees, and other lands, estates and monies in the
gaid plaint more particularly described. That by a Decree of
the said Provincial Court bearing date the 11th day of May
1827, il was ordered and decreed that the claim of the said
Vassareddy Rungamah as such Guardian as aforesaid should
Le disallowed and her Suit was dismissed with costs. That
{he said Vassareddy Rungamah thereupon appealed from the
said last mentioned Decree to the Court of Sudder Dewanny
Adawlut at Madras, That by an order of the said Court of
Sudder Dewanny Adawlut bearing date on or about the 22nd
day of October in the year 1829 it was ordered among other
things that the Provincial Court for the Northern Division
aforesaid should readmit the Suit of the said Appellant upon
the file of the Court and try and determine it de-novo. That
by a Decree of the said Provincial Court bearing date the 5th
day of July 1830 it was ordered and decreed that the said
plaint of the said Appellant should be dismissed with costs.
That by an order of the said Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut
bearing date the 9th day of January 1831 the said Appellant
was permitted to file a supplemental pleading in the said Suit
by way appeal from the said last mentioned Decree. That by
a Decree of the said Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut bearing
date the 14th day of March 1832 it was declared (among
other things) that the Appeal of the Appellant hereinbefore
mentioned should be dismissed with costs. That on or about
the 17th duy of October 1832 the said Appellant feeling her-

o
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sclfl agorieved Ly the said last mentioned Decree, I‘NS‘-'“ted
her Petition of Appeal to his late Majesty io Council . which
was duly received Ly the said Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut
and was transmitted Ly them to his late Majesty in Council
together with a transcript of all the procecdings in the said
cause. That at this period the whole of the property claimed
Ly the said Appélhng as such Guardian of the Petitioner a¢
aforesaid was under attachment by and ander the control and
management of the Collectors appointed Ly the Board of
Revenue Acting in the Districts of Guntoor and Masulipatam
aforesaid respectively. That on or about the Gth day of May
1833, and while the said Appeal to his late Majesty in Conncil
was peuding and undecided, the said Vassareddy Ramanadha
Buboo presented his Petition to the said Court of Sudder De-
wany Adawlut praying that the said Court would cause posses
ston of the said property to be delivered over to him, That
In a proceeding of the said Court bearing date on of about
th? 10th day of June 1833 it was stated (amongst other
u““gﬂ) that the said Vasareddy Ramanadha Baboo could
obtain possession of the said property only on giving security
and that there was a specific rule in his case which required
that he should furnish security and the prayer of his Petition
was rejected.  That the rule here referred to by the said Court
in their Proceeding last aforesaid is Regulalion VIII of 1818

Section 4 which enacts as follows:—* The Court of Sudder
m to be

::::i‘:tlluitnaay ei“‘e‘r order the Judgment passed by the
in whose f:xecut,on' taking sufficient security from the party
mance of su“;r the same may be passed for the due ;rerfor-
successors slc. ;l 0"?" or Decree as his Majesty Lis heirs or
the exec“tiold thm'k fit to muke on the appeal, °F fuspend

" of their Judzment during the appeal taking the

like security
curity in the la¢ter case from the party Jeft in posses-

sion of the
security ig topiope.rty adjudged against him ; but in all cases
¢ giv . faction of the

Sudder Adawly fi en by Appellants to the sati€
. or the pPayment of al] such costs as the said

~
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Court may think likely to be incurred by the appeal as well as

for the performance of such order or Judgment as his Majesty

his heirs or successors may think fit to give thereupon, and
of Sudder Udalut are

after receiving such security the Court
to declare the Appeal admitted and to give notice thereof to
the Appellant and Respondent respectively ; that they may
take measures the one to prosecute the other to defend the cause
in Appeal before his Majesty in his Privy Council according to
the established mode of proceeding in similar cases.”~—That on or
about the month of January 1834 the said Vassareddy Rama-~
nadha Baboo presented another Petition to the said Court,
praying that he might be placed in possession of the said pro=
perty pending the .said Appeal upon giving the security re-
quired by the above cited Regulation VIII of 1818, That in
a proceeding of the said Court bearing date on or about the
14th day of April 1834 the said Court stated that it was a
point formally decided by them that no security was to be
required for the Government Tribute but merely for the
Zemindar’s mesne profits, exclusively of the said Tribute, and

- they ordered amongst other things that it should be referred

to the Collectors in Guntoor and Masulipatam aforesaid, to
report to the said Court the aggregate gross receipts payable
to the Zemindar in the Vassareddy Estates for the Fusly year
1230 (A.D. 1820) orits annual average during the whole
period of their management. Thatinsa proceeding of the said
Court bearing date on or about the 215t day of July 1834 they
stated that they were of opinion that the ends of justice would
be apswered by fixing the amount of security at 2,50,000
Rupees, and it was ordered that the Provincial Court of Nor-
thern division aforesaid should call upon the said Vassareddy
Tamanadha Baboo, to furnish good and sufficient security in
the sum of 2,50,000 Rupees ; and that on his producing com=~

etent security to that amount fo be submitted to and approv-
ed of by the said Court of Sudder Dewanny Adawlut the said
property be placed in his possession. That thereupon the said
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Vassareddy Ramanadha Baloo presented a Petition to the
said Sudder Court praying to be inforined whether the said
security of 2,50,000 Rupecs so required by tha said Cf:urt
was for the whole period duriog which the gaid appeal might
be pending or for whlut. term. That in a proceeding of the
Sudder Court Learing date on or about the sth day of Septem-
ber 1834 it was stated that the period for which the said se-
Cm.'ity was by the said order of the 21st day of July 1834 re-
quired was for one year only and that at the expiration of
!-hat period the said Sudder Court would i-sue guch furt‘her
Instructions as to sccurity as might then appear cxpedxe!?t
and equitable, That subsequently in the said year the said
Vassareddy Ramahadha Baboo petitioned the said Sudder
Court for an allowance out of the said property and the said
Court granted him an allowance of 1,200 Rupecs per mensem
but ordered that he should find security for the suid sum.
That on or about the 31st day of March 1833 the said Vassa=
reddy Ramanadha Baboo presented a Petition to the Sudder
Court in which he stated that he had Leen unalle to find se-
curity for the said allowance of 1,200 Lupees per mensem an
Prayed that the said allowance might be granted to him ffom
the funds in deposit in the said Court without security.
That in a proceeding of the Sudder Court bearing date on or
about the 27th day of April 1835 it was stated tha? it was
essentially necessary that the said Vassareddy Ramanadla
Baboo should furnish sccurity for the eventual refund of all
Payments made to him from the said property in dispute and
the prayer of his said last mentioned Petition was refused.
That in or about the month of July 1830 Vassareddy
Ellamauadhn Baboo presented a Petition to the Sudder Court
in which be represented the condition to which the said pro-
perty lfad Leen reduced in consequence as he alleged of its
continuing under the management of the Revenue officers of
Government, and submitted certain statements of the Collec-
tors of Guatoor ang Muasulipatam aforesaid shewing the ar-
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rears of Government Tribute then due and prayed the’ said
Sudder Court to place the said property in his possession with=
out security on the condition of his entering into an agree-
ment not to dispose of them by sale, &e. before a decision
shall have been received on the appeal preferred to his late
Mujesty in Council. That the said Vassareddy Rungamah
as guardian of the Petitioner presented a Petition to the said
Sudder Court praying that the faid last mentioned Petition
of the said Vassareddy Ramanatha Baboo might not be grant-
ed. That in a proceeding of the said Sudder Court bearing
date on or about the 27th day of July 1836 it was stated that
it appeared to the said Court that there could be no question
that there would be no nct profits from the said property for
several years to come and that consequently on that account
there could be no necessity for requiring any security what-
ever previous to ordering the said property to be placed in
possession of the said Vassareddy Ramanadha Bahoo, and it
was ordered in the words or to the purport and effect follow-
ing that’is to say :—*‘ The Court direct that whateyer lands
the Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam may have in their
charge belonging to the Vassareddy war estate and attached
under the order of the Provincial Court be delivered over to
the Detitioner Ramanadha Baboo. The Court therefore re-
solve that a copy of these proceedings be transmitted to the
Provincial Court in the Northern division for their informa-
tion and guidance commanding them by precept to insiruct
the Collectors in the District of Guntoor and Masulipatam to
deliver over to the Petitioner Rajah Ramaradha Baloo such
of the lands belonging to the Vassareddy war estate, as they
may hold under attachment.” That in pursuance of theabove
last recited order of the said Court of Sudder Dewanny Adaw-
lut the said Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo was placed in pos-
session of the said property in dispute without giving the se-
curity required by Section 4 of Regulation VIII A, D. 1818,
hercinbefore recited. That the Petitioner attained his majo«
8
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rity in the month of March 1837, That at divers periods i_ﬂ
the years 153%,1839 and 1540 and while the suid sppeal to 1
late Majesty in Council was still pending the Petitioner pre
sented Petitions to the Board of Revenue complaining th.nt
the said Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo was wasting and mis-
mﬂuaging the said Iirupeﬂy and prn"'ing tle said BOﬂl’d of
Itevenue to issue an order to put the said estates under the
management of the Collectors of Masulipatar and Guntoor
until the Decree of Lis Majesty in Privy Council should l',o
made in the said appeal. That ina proceeding of the said
Court of Sudder Dewanny Adawlut bearing date oo or about
the 2nd day of May 1812t was declared in the words or to tbr
purport and effect fullowing :—** The Board of Revenue in theit
letter of the 20th Japuary 1842 intimated to the Cout of
Sudder Adawlut that circomstances indicative of grose misma-
nagement and an intentional disregard of his engagement on
the part of Ramanadha Daboo baving Leen rf["’ese“te‘l to
them in recent Reports from the Collectors of Guntoor tl.xey
had desired that officer to exercise his diseretion in attaching
the estate should tho Zemindar fail tomake pay ments €Om*
mensurate with his collections, and that they have been since
Bpprized by a letter dated the 8th January 1842 that it has
been found ubsolutely necessary that the estate should be taken
from under tho management of Ramanadha Baboo. Resting upon
information in poucsts;ion of the Revenue authoritics the Courtof
Sudder Adawlut resolve to direct that a Copy of the translations
of the Petitions recorded above together with a Copy of these
Proccedings be transmitted to the Provincial Court in the
Northern Division commandingz them by precept to instfuct
the Colloetors of Guntoor and Masulipatam to enquir® into
and report upon the charges made against Ramanadb3 Baboo
of havir}g made away witb the proc:eds of the estate during
312 Sp:;g)d it was under his management undef the orders of
¢ er Udalut of the 27th July 1£36.” That some im0
in the year 1812 possession of the said property in dispute

’,
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was taken from the said Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo and

resumed by the said Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam.

That on or about the 30th day of June 1843 and pending the

said appeal to his late Majesty in Council the Chintapully and

other Talooks in the Zillah of Guntoor, being a portion of. the

said property in dispute, were advertised for sale for arrears of
Revenue due to the Government amounting to 26,22,921

Rupees, That on or about the 5th day of June in the

gaid year 1843 the Petitioner presented a Memorial to the

Right Honorable the Governor in Council at Madras and
on the same date a like Memorial to the Board of Reve-
pue in which he protested against the said intended sale
and prayed that a stop might e put to it until the final
decision of the said Appeal. That the Right Ionorable
the Governor in Council by an order dated 19th June 1843
referred the Petitioner to the Board of Revenue. That on
or about the 5th day of June 1843 the Board of Revenue
in answer to the Memorial of the Petitioner informed him
that the advertisement of the intended sale of the Vassa-
reddy estate for arrears of Revenue had emanated under the
orders of Government. That on or about the26th day of
February 1846 and while the said appeal was still pending
the said portion of the said property in dispute previously
mentioned was again advertised to be sold on the 1st day of
April 1846 in satisfaction of arrears of Revenue., That on
the 2Sth day of March 1846 the Petitioner presented a
Petition to the Governor in  Council at Madras praying
{hat the said sale might be postponed until the Decree of
Her Majesty in Council should be made on the said appeal,
or that the whole of the said Vassareddy estates might be
made over to the Petitioner on condition of his paying
punctually the Government Tribute and a sum of 50,000
Rupees per annum in liquidation of the arrears due to the
Government. That the last mentioned Petition of the Peti-
tioner was retured to the Petitioner by the Scerctary to the
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information in poucsts;ion of the Revenue authoritics the Courtof
Sudder Adawlut resolve to direct that a Copy of the translations
of the Petitions recorded above together with a Copy of these
Proccedings be transmitted to the Provincial Court in the
Northern Division commandingz them by precept to instfuct
the Colloetors of Guntoor and Masulipatam to enquir® into
and report upon the charges made against Ramanadb3 Baboo
of havir}g made away witb the proc:eds of the estate during
312 Sp:;g)d it was under his management undef the orders of
¢ er Udalut of the 27th July 1£36.” That some im0
in the year 1812 possession of the said property in dispute

’,
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was taken from the said Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo and

resumed by the said Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam.

That on or about the 30th day of June 1843 and pending the

said appeal to his late Majesty in Council the Chintapully and

other Talooks in the Zillah of Guntoor, being a portion of. the

said property in dispute, were advertised for sale for arrears of
Revenue due to the Government amounting to 26,22,921

Rupees, That on or about the 5th day of June in the

gaid year 1843 the Petitioner presented a Memorial to the

Right Honorable the Governor in Council at Madras and
on the same date a like Memorial to the Board of Reve-
pue in which he protested against the said intended sale
and prayed that a stop might e put to it until the final
decision of the said Appeal. That the Right Ionorable
the Governor in Council by an order dated 19th June 1843
referred the Petitioner to the Board of Revenue. That on
or about the 5th day of June 1843 the Board of Revenue
in answer to the Memorial of the Petitioner informed him
that the advertisement of the intended sale of the Vassa-
reddy estate for arrears of Revenue had emanated under the
orders of Government. That on or about the26th day of
February 1846 and while the said appeal was still pending
the said portion of the said property in dispute previously
mentioned was again advertised to be sold on the 1st day of
April 1846 in satisfaction of arrears of Revenue., That on
the 2Sth day of March 1846 the Petitioner presented a
Petition to the Governor in  Council at Madras praying
{hat the said sale might be postponed until the Decree of
Her Majesty in Council should be made on the said appeal,
or that the whole of the said Vassareddy estates might be
made over to the Petitioner on condition of his paying
punctually the Government Tribute and a sum of 50,000
Rupees per annum in liquidation of the arrears due to the
Government. That the last mentioned Petition of the Peti-
tioner was retured to the Petitioner by the Scerctary to the
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_(w\‘c‘rnmcnt on the 21t day of Apnl 1536 with the follow-
s ll‘"d"m"‘t"'c =t The Petitioner is informed that the Ree
‘01“.“00 of Government duted 20th January 1846 on the
'E‘I'Jcct of the Guutoor Zemindaries is gnal and that the Peti-
tioner’s request cannot be complied with.” That on or about
the 3uth day of March 181G the Petitivner preseuted 8 Peti-
tion to the Collector ¢f Guntoor praying that be would pro-
tect the said portion of the said property in dispute from sale
until the Deeree of her Majesty i Council ghould become
known. That on or abuut the 6th day of Ayl 1346 the said
lﬂft mentioned Petition was returned to the Petitioner by the
said Collector with the fullowing Endorsement :—** The Vassa-
reddy estates were under the orders of Government put WP
to pullic eale fur arrcars and bought in on belalf of Go*
vernment on the lst instant. The request of the Petitioner
cannot be complied with.,”” Thaton or about the 2ath day of
February 1843, this Committee to whom the said Appeal had
been referred l,y Lis late lfaj‘»sly n Cuulu-il, ha\'il!g ht‘ﬂrd it
argued by Counsed Lefore them agrced to Leport to Your Ma-

jesty—That the suid Decree of the Court of Sudder Adawlut
of Madras Liaring date the 14th day of March 1832 ehould
he -adoptivn of

Le reversed, and amongst other things that t
the Petitioner by Jaganadha was well proved and that the
Petitioner was entitled to succeed to tbe whole Estate of
Jaganadha, That Your Maiesty in Council was graciously
""“‘“,5"“ to approve of the said Report, and Ly a Decree of Your
Salesty iln Council bearing date the 20d day of March 1848
said D‘-::r:;ed and decreed (amongst other things) that :lw
should be mtz the said Court of Sudder 'Dcwauny_dt\tll{“: 0‘:
sct forth and :wd o in the dcclumtmn.s in the ’T'" therel
remitted to th:con.‘mc?d”‘d, and the ssid causé ““3‘ p ’Yt
Maudras to do said Court of Sudder Dewan®y Adawlut a
what was necessary t0 give effect to the

said declarat;
d declarations ang Report, whercof the Judges ¢

"Court of the
the Suddcr Dc\\'auny l\dﬂ\\lut at ‘\I.ldf.w for the

6l

time being and all other persons whom it might concern
were to take notice and govern themselves accordingly.’

That under and by force of this Decree of Your Majesty in

Council and by virtae of Regulation V. of 1804, the Pe-
session of the whole of the

titioner was entitled to be put in pos
property in dispute freed and discharged from all arrears of

Government Tribute or Revenue which had become due during

his minority. That by the said TRegulation V. of 1804 Section

14 Clause 4 it is enacted as follows .— The lands of incapacitated
proprietors ghall not be answerable for the payment of the
Public Revenue assessed thereon, and if the net collections
of any year should prove unequal to the discharge of the fised
assessment the deficiency ¢hall be made good by the surplus
collection of future years; provided always that the allowance
for the support of the proprietors chall be paid as well in years
of deficient a8 of surplus produce.” That on or about the 23d-
of December 1848 and after the arrival in India of the aforcsaid
order of Your Majesty in Council, the said Court of Sudder
Dewany Adawlub made an order reciting the receipt by the
gaid Court of a despatch from the TIonorable the Court of

Directors, together with the Decree of Your Majesty in Council, .

and with instructions to take the proper measures for carrying
the Order of Your Majesty in Council into execution and for
recovery on behalf of the East India Company of the expense
jncurred by them in bringing the above cases to a hearing, and
the said Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut then proceed to
make the following order :i—* Before issuing the usual orders for
the full execution of the Decree of Her Majesty in Council, the
Court of Sudder Adawlut resolve to direct the Civil Judges of
_Guntoor and Masulipatam to take the necessary steps in coma
munication with the Collectors of those districts to secure by
immediate attachment such property real and personal as may
belong to the partics above mentioned with the exception of
Poottoory Calidoss the 3d Respondent in Appeal No. 11th of
1827 who has been exoncrated by the Decree of the Privy




| walp e w T T -

—

—— -

.releaso of the sail estates from

B ROt
.- - = .. R - - -

€2

Council from all liability on account of the said osis. Ord.red
that Extract from these [*M‘ﬂ‘dingi L sent to the Civil J.udgw
¢f Masulipatam and Guntoor Ly precept returnalbie 19 ten
days from and after its receipt.” That ¢@ or alwut tl{e gyth day
of January 1549, the Petitivacr l.u-gn!c«l s Putition to the
said Court of Sudder Adawlut wherein 8078 oth
“etitioner complained of certain i;:‘-gd acts coml
gaid Ramanadha Baboo in attempting & remove ¢!
property, funds and furniture to which the Petitinner Was en-
titled under Your Ma'erty's said Dueereds snd 1l
‘lhumu;;dlm Baboo mizht be arrested for the purpese
inz the costs incurred and to enable the Petitivner t0
restitution of the property which Lad been improped’
away with by the said Ramanadha Balwo, and prayins

tho Court would immediately issue the necessary order
attachment fur the

restorinz the estates to the Petitioner according

jesty’s Decree in Council. That the said Court ¢
Dewany Adawlut tock no potice of the Petitioner
tioned Appeal.  That on of about the 1th day ¢
1849 the said Board of Itevenue l,uLXisheJ an advertizemen
the sala of the remaiving portio® of the ]-ropcrtynud't-ala:cs; ad-
judized by the said Decree of Your Majerty in .Cuuuul to Lefubz
to the Putitioner, which ud\'crliscmcut was in the W.Or.]s and
figures fullowing that is to say - Notice is hereby gaven that
unleas the sum of Rupees 28,06,737 Leing the balance of
Yeishcush includingz interest outstanding up to 20th December
1818 against the undermentioned estates comporing Nunde-
gammah Zemindary Lelonging to Rajah Vassareddy Jiama=
Eud]lm Baboo Zemindar” (|,:;n: part of the estate and pmp’cﬂy
Pz:t‘;"ezrb)t"\'o;r ‘}I.ajes!y’n Decree in Council to b.c:thetgl‘z-
delivered int:: tbcmm“"r and ordered Ly Your Majesty 80 08
Jiquidated on or ‘;,,_P‘Mnui‘m of the Petitioner) wshall hu?'e been
rale of the said es fore Monday the 12th Felro?™ 1£49 the

Md estates will agreeally to'the ingtructicns 2B

or things the
itted Ly the

tain of the

qesting that
of sccut-
obtain 8
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of January
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in their proccedings dated 11th
Pecember 1848 commence at the Collector’s Cutcherry ab
Masulipatam on that date and will continue until the whole
ghall Le sold.” That on the 8th day of February 1849 the
Petitioner presented a Petition to the gaid Court of Sudder
Dewany Adawlut in which he protested against the said in-
tended sale as wholly illegal, and prayed thab it might be stay-
ed until the Petitioner should be put in possession of the samre
and until the regular course prescribed by the Regulations had
been adopted by the Board of Revenue. That in a proceeding
of the said Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut bearing date on or
about the 12th day of March 1849 the said Court declared that
{hey had referred on the subject of the Petitioner’s last mention=
ed Detition to the Board of Revenue and that from the reply

of the said Board the said Court had learnt that the Masuli~

patam Vassareddy estate (being the estate of the Petitioner
"against the gale of which he had petitioned the gaid Court)
had been purchased on account of Government on the 12th of
the then last preceding month, and they further declared that
they must decline to interfere further in the matter and ordered

Petitioner should be rejected. That on

that the prayer of the
the 2d day of April 1819 the Petitioner again petitioned the

gaid Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut to put in force the Decree
of Your Majesty in Council. That in a proceeding of the said
Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut bearing date on or about ihe
16th day of April 1849 the said Court directed among other
things as follows.—< In conformity with the Decree of Iler
Majesty in Council and with reference to the order of the
Sudder Adawlut under date the 23d December 1848 directing
the Civil Judges of Guntoor and Masulipatam to take proper
meadure
real and personal 88 3y be found to belong to the above

arties, the Court of Stdder Adawlut now direct that the said
Civil Judges be commanded by precept returnable in six weeks
from and after its receipt to carry the said Decrce into full

s to secure by immediate attachment such property -
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rred toin
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ing of

exacution.” That the said order of the Court refe
the said last mentioned procealing and bearing date t
day of December 1518 Lad reference solely to the levying
conta fiom the Petitioner and the other partics in t.he Smd
Appeal, and the dircetion of the said Court t the said Civil

Jud,,'v's Or(;(llltgm’ ﬂllll “Ilnu“'\atam to ('.Irl'.\' tbe S:l-id D(?cree
{ the said Decres

into full exceulion was “mi!n] to s0 much © :
as relates ta the levy i of custs and was pot 88 order direct-
ing the sail Civil J'uJ;,‘;m to put the Petitivne .
the praperty ty which he is entithal in onder aod by ¥
tho said Decree of Your Majerty in Council.  Tlaton l}l? 21st
day of Decenlar 1550 the Petationer presented 8 I’cmu.m to
f Madras praying that the Petitioner
the sail etates and property 1f
f Your Majesty in Council. That
was rvmrneJ l'y
Le Petitioner’s

rin lx)ssessiun of
tue of

the Governor in Council ©
mizht bLe put in l-m-.c_.-inn of
conformity with the Decree ¢
on the 25th Jay of January 1831 an answer
the order of the said Governor in Counuil to t ¢
lint mentionel l'clili“ﬂ.llxich answer was in the follom.ng
wonls:—*The Government eannot accede to the request contalne-

edin this Petition,” That on or sbuut the 23d day of February
. Court of

1551 the Petiti mer presented 8 Petition to the Zillah Cou '
er things for the delivery

tes and property and of
ree of Your

Guntoor afureraid praying amonsg oth
into his pomncsaion of the said esta b
S00,000 Rupees awarded to Lim Ly the said Dec Ry
Majesty in Council, Thatin 8 proceeding of t!esail L‘u“[’_
Court of Guntoor Learing date on oF about the 14th day ©
March 1851 the said Court stated as follows :—The Court
cannot interferein the matter and the Detiticner must m.ldross
himselfto the Court of Sulder Adanlut who will determine as
to the Propriety of complying or not with the ’cq"es.t (.)f
the Petitioner.” That the l'ctiriancr bas wholly failed T his
attempts to obtain frum the Sudder Dewany Adawlut or l:mm
the said Board of Kevenue or from the Governor in Counc:l'ﬂt
Madras pPursession of tho estates and propcrf)’ n“-ardcd to lu'm
Ly the said Decreo of Your Majesty in Council and the said

e
e
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Decree remains up to this present time unexecuted although a
period of more than 4 years has elapsed since the said Decres
was made, and the Petitioner suffers under the grievous hardship
of arefusal on the part of the Court of Sudder Dewany
Adawlut to interfere on his behalf for the purpose of carrying
into execution a Decrce made by Your Majesty in Couneil
in his favour which Decree commands the said Court to do
what is necessary to give effect thereto. That the Peti-
tioner has no other means of redress open to him than by
appealing to Your Majesty in Council and obtaining a pe-
remptory order commanding the said Court of Sudder De-
wany Adawlut and all other persons whom it may concern to
carry without further delay the said Decree into effect.
The Petitioner therefore most humbly prays that Your Ma-
jesty in Council will be pleased to take his Petition into
Your Most Gracious consideration and to grant him aperemp-
tory order addressed to the Judges of the said Court of
Sudder Dewany Adawlut or to such other persons and
authoritics as to Yeur Majesty shall seem fit commanding
them to execute the said Decree of Your Majesty in Council
bearing date the 2nd day of March 1848 and to put the
Petitioner in posscssion of the land and other property
awarded to him by the said Decree, or that the Petitioner
may have such further and other relief in the premises as to
Your Majesty in Your great wisdom shall scemi meet. The
Lords of Committee in obedience to Your Majesty’s said
order of reference have this day taken the said Petition into
consideration and having been attended by Counsel on behalf
of the Petitioner and likewise on behalf of the Last India
Company, their Lordships do this day agree humbly to Report
to Your Majesty as their opinion that the said Court of
Sudder Dewany Adawlut at Madras ought to be ordered
forthwith to carry into*execution Iler Majesty’s Order in
Council of the 2d March 1848 made upon the heirine of the
gaid Appeal, and to direct the Collectors of Guntl:)or and
‘ 9

m  gmEe e e
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SIXTII PETITION TO TIIE SUDDER_COURT.

TIIE JUDGES OF TIE COURT OF
SUDDER UDALUT.

The humble Petition of Hajah
Vussereddy Latchmepathy Nai-
dvo Bahader Manna Sultan,
Zemindar of Clintapally, Ap-
pellant in Appeal Suit No. 11
of 1827 on the [files of this
Court presented by John Druce

, Norton, Esq., Barrister at Law,

REsPECTFULLY SneEweTn,

That on or about the 15th day of August last past,

Iler Most Gracious Majesty the Queen in Council was plea-

sed to Order that the Court of Sudder Udalut at Madras

should ¢ forthwith carry into execution Iler hIajesfy’s Order

“in Council of the 2d of March 1848, and that the said, Court

“do direct that the Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam

“an] of those districts in which the - Vassereddy Estates are

“situated, to put the Appellant Rajah Latchmepathy Naidoo

“ Buhader in possession of the said property, in pursuance of

“the Report of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council

“of the 29th of February 1848, and of Iler Majesty’s said

¢ Order in Council of the 2d of March 1818, approving the

“same,reserving to the Madras Government and to all persons

“except the Respondents in the original Appeal, the right

“ to appear for their interests if any. Whereof the J udges

“ of the said Court of Sudder Dewany Adawlut at Madras

“ for the time being, and all other persons whom it may

“concern, are to take notice and govern themsclves ac-

‘“ cordingly.” ‘

Your Detitioner therefore humbly prayeth that the

Court will issue the necessary orders for forthwith putting

A
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the sail Decree of er Most Grasonus Majests d.c}'Qr:o the
Conncilin force and giviey full and immediaté effec
same v
. er 1 N\ RTO.\-
. ; BRUCE NO
(Signed) Jouxl Lurrister @t Law.

.\XA nILas, %
J .
G ()¢ tober 1354, (Trne C(‘]'_") L
THOS. WILKIN S,
Acting Deputy R«-yz'sfrar.

(Signed)

#_
ORDLIR THEREON.

Litract from the Proceedings of the Sul:’tlt" Udalst,
dute the 15th October 1832,

under

PLLsLNT,

G. S, Hooper, B e {I'uisue Judges.
M. AL D Luzlis, Lege (Officiatingh,
) In .l;vp(al No. 11

of 1827.

( 53 by
9th October 185 '
¥ behalf of Rajah
the above

Read motion pn»cntecl on th
Darrister at Jaw, on

J. B Norten, Erquive i

. , 1. » .. nellant 10
Vasscreddy Latchmepathy ‘\M]"o. A-”ld 1 authenticated
Appeal Suit No. 11 of 1627, submittin3 y y the Queen
copy of a Decretal Order as-ed by Ier Mﬂjwindl praying
in Council unler date the I5th ) n‘,'!d‘e
that the nceessary orders may J=2ue for in Council in
Deerce passed Ly Her Majesty the Queen 10 the sai
reversal of the decision of the Sue flect to

) » . s sate efieC
Appeal suit in force and giving full and - immedia
the sae.
)

L . 3!. I . |; [e] P J_a.
l - ! \.O' ‘0 ‘ lq
CUu‘t Of AJ“‘]JL!

Decretal Qrder
said which re=

Ancust 1852 :
f.rthwith potti

L It having been reeolved by the
Udalut, in advertence to that clause of the
of Her Majesty the Queen iu Coupeil afr®
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serves “ to the Madras Government and to all others except
“ the Respondents in the original Appeal the right to appear
“for their interests if any,” to call upon the Government
Vakeel to urge any objections which he might have to offer
amainst the execution of the above Decree, and the said
resolution havinz been accordingly carried into effect,
application has been made by the Vakeel that he may be
permitted to take a copy of the Appellant’s motion and be
allowed a period of one week with a view to his obtaining
the instructions of the Board of Revenue or the Govern-
ment for his guidance in the matter.
Ordered accordingly.
(True Extract)
(Signed)

Deputy Registrar,

S———

SEVENTII PETITION TO TIIE SUDDER.‘

T0 :
TIIE IIONORABLE JUDGES OF THE

SUDDER UDALUT.

Miscellaneous Petition of V. Lutchmepathy Naidoo presented
by his Pleader J. D. Norton, Esq. :
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

That V. Vencatadry Naidoo died in the year 1818
possessed of large landed Estates in Guntoor and Masuli-
patam leaving V. Jagannadha Baboo his adopted son,
V. Ramanadha Baboo who also claimed to be his adopted
gson and two widows him surviving.

2. That V. ja‘g‘.‘““ﬂdha Baboo died in 1825 leaving

Atchamah his elder and Rungammah younger widow, and

Your Petitioner, his adopted son, then a minor of the age of
6 ycars who attained his majority in the year 1837,
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3. That various suits were ingituted between the )"c;‘ri
1S19and 1827 between thesaid V. Ramanadha B.aboo, :‘3'0::-
mah, Rungamnih and Jagannalha rc-1k"t‘li"g ”“f Srflu-cf;dy
perty, and that in the progress of such suitd the :}lr--or i
Estates were placed under attachment in the lmn-’s o
Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatan Ly Prscsz)pt:nd o
various Courts commencing with the )'C“‘f.‘l -
remained until as hercinafter mentioned in 13306.
ere resp(}(‘ﬁ\'dy

, . . ates W
4. That at the time such estat Government o8

attached no arrears of Peisheush were due to
the said estates. ler

5. That durinz the time the gaid estates werel u:,]:]:d
attachment and up t:) the time when the s:une'welrle ,l:mhlc
over to V, Ramanals Baboo by order of dn?} du‘g to‘the
Court in 1836 Jarge arrears of Peisheush accerue
Government. + v Run-

6. That on the 13{11. of S“Ptcmbcr-lsfu I}r(.n'ir:::iul
gammah filed her plaint in 29 0{. 1526 mt_leAt hamah,
Court of the Northern Division against the Em‘lf ctll;e re-
V. Ramanadah Baboo and one I Calee I)zistcs();n behalf
covery of the whole of the eaid vwsar‘:dd\y[ea 1827 the Pro-
of Your Petitioner, that on the ]lll.l of oh “yc “
vincial Court gave Judgment against the his Honorable
Petitioner, that V., Rungamah ap pealed 10 *9 1827, that
Court in No. 11 of 1827 on the 15th Scl’tembe‘:f- ‘11’1832
various proceedings took place until on the. 4th1,] ‘u'ci"ht "
this Ionorable Court finally Jecided *against the Ti3
Your Detitioner. .

7. That on the 17th October 1832

appealed tq the King in Council against suchl
decree.

8. That on the 6th May 1833 V.
Ly his Detition No, 86 of 1£33 petitioned 1

Rungummah
45t mentioned

Ramanada Baboo
his ITonorable

laim of Your’
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Court to be put in possession of the said estates pending the
said appeal in conformity with Section 17 of Regulation 2

of 1802,
9. Thaton the 10th of June 1833 such Petition was

rejected and this Ilonorable Court pointed out that Regula-
tion VIII of 1818 Section 4 provided the course applicable

to the Petitioner’s case.
10. That on the 6th of January 1834 the gaid

V. Ramanada Baboo presented his Petition No. 1 of 1834
to this ITonorable Court praying to be put in possession of

the said estates upon giving sufficient security, against

which counter DPetitions No. 5 and 8 of 1834 were pre-
sented. : ‘
11. Thaton the 14th April 1834 this Ilonorable Court
replied to the said last mentioned Petitions referring to Cir-
cular Order of 21st September 1826 stating that it would be
safest not to deduct the charge of management from the
amount of security to be taken, and referring it to the Col-
lectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam to report the aggregate
gross receipt payable to the Zemindar in the Vassareddy
estates for the Fusly 1230 on the annual average during the
whole period of their management, the amount of the Go-
vernment Tribute payable thercfrom and the difference or
mesne profits without excluding the charges of management,
after which the Court said it would be pleased to pass its
final order on the said Petitions.

12. That upon receipt of sach returns this Ilonorable
Couri on the 21st of July 1831 fixed the amount of security
to be given by the said V. Ramanada Baboo at Rs. 2,50,000
and declared that the said V. Ramanada Baboo was not to be
put into possession until after this ITonorable Court had itselt

approved of such security,

13. That thereupon the said V.Ramanada Baboo
petitioned this ITonorable Court on the 25th of August by
Miscellancous Petition No. 81 of 183+ requesting to know
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for what period Lis security was to be tak
Honorable Court replic:t on the 8th Septembe
was for one year only at the expiration of whi
rable Court would i.naud guch further orders as o
deemed expedient,

1. That Ly M.D. 105 of 1834 ¢ able Court
1838 V. Ramanada Baboo petitioned this Honora e Cout
for anallowance of . Rupees 3,500 per menacg\ urt upon
fund deposited in Court, aud this uonorable _O‘ by al-
the 17th November 1234 granted hh}l y mm‘“({suﬂi-
lowance of Rupees 1,200 upon his furnishing good an
cient security for its repayment if .thc appesl t
in Council should bLe given azainst him.

15. That on the 31st ‘\Iarc!l .
Baboo by M. P, No. 52 of 1833 pctitnoncd tlns‘ o an
Court stating that he was unable to find uch eec;ftg him
prayed that the eaid allowance might be gr-amct,.ﬁndin’
from the funds in deposit in the Court withou 3

security. .
16. That by a proceedin
of the 27th April 1839 the sal
informed that jnasmuch as he woul
perty if Lis adpotion should be de :
sentially necessary that he should furni

of all payments made from the cstate.to lm:). v —
17 That on he 95th April 1836 % FlE

i 1t
Baboo by his Petition No. 67 of 1536 again pmyed.to be 1;:;8
s without gecurity oo

on the a7¢h October

1833 V. Ramanada
Ilo_norublc

IIonorable Cout
dV. Lamanada I3aboo was
d Jave noright to the pro-
clared invalid it was es-
1 security for refund

z of this

in possession of the said estate iy oo 1
entering into an agrecment not to dispose by sale e
: J from his Maesty

})efurc a decision ghould have been reccive
in Council,and appended thercto an orizind
Mathison, ITead Assistant Collector of Gun
Lst April 1836 which is as follows when ranslated i — d
“ To Rajah Vaseareddy Iamanada Baboo Bﬂm -
Munna Sultan Surdase Mook Muunnawor under.the Cirears

] letter from Mr.
to0Ts ander date

o the Kingz
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of Mootoozanafur, Moostaphanagur, Masulipatam, Nizam-

. putnum and Cummem Mettoo, &c.

(After Compliments.)

With reference to my letter to the Board of Revenue
accompanied by your Petition addressed to them requesting
to be placed in possession of your Talook, the Doftrd of
Revenue by their proceedings dated the 14th March 1836
informed me that they admitted the points noticed in the
gaid letter and forwarded the same with their recommenda-
tion to Government ; they however directed me to inform you
that as f:he estate which has been held under attachment
under the precept of the Court of Sudder Adawlut could not
be placed in your possession without the orders of that Court
who resolved to do so on security being tendered for the
profits which might accrue over and above the Peishcush, a
motion should be made by you to the Sudder Court stating
that under the present circumstances there is no probability
for some time to come of the liquidation of even the Peish~
cushand that should any profits accrue afterwards it would
be received by the Collector on account of the old arrears of
Rev?nue, and also to furnish to you the accounts which you
applied for shewing the actual collections from Fusly 1241
to 1244 and also the statement for the current year to enable
you to produce the same before the Court to induce them to
admit your application. They have also stated that the
Court would thereupon consent to give you possession of the
Talook without security for some time. You will therefore
make & motion to the Sudder Court on the subject. If you

address an Urzi respecting the accounts which you are in
10
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-] C ou thc n LR ", co nf.ﬁ unthf my
} cedss ace u

ecal and signature.
Cotcherry of the [lcad Assistal
of the Guantoor Zillah

t Collector in charge

(Qiﬂned) A. ’.\I.-\THISON,
]Itm; f{sn’slunl Collector in Charge

* (A True Tr:m:!;xtinn)

(Signed) T. XAI‘..\SL\'G

GUXTOOR,
Vst AApril, 1856,

A ROW,

Translutor,

18. That the Revenue Poard

11th March 1536 jasued such o
and that Ly

he (rovernot in Counci
J of Revenue in con:

1a-t mentioned letters
the 5th April 1833 t
concurred with the Doar
would be equally for t
those of V. Ramanals
possession an’ 31‘1”0"&1 the 105 Ilead Ascistant
Toarls sail ]»rocccdings to
Collector of Guntoor:

19. That.on
Daboo PCtitioned this ITonor
stated and praying this TTonoral
compliance with the prayer of his

20. That countel Pctn.‘om'
and 81 of 1836 were filed against }
Petitioner and others. ‘his IIonorable

21. That on the 27th July 1838 ttlllle Collectors
Court by its order directed that whatever 13063 o charge
of Guntoor and Masulipatam might have attached under
belonging to the Vaasereddy war estate A delivered over
the orders of the Provincial Court should be ¢¢
to the said V. Ramanada Baboo for the reason® there

V. Ramanada

b ta
able Court € i
1le Court t0 pass an order 1

Petition No. 67 of 1830.

\f. P. Nos. 69, 70', 71
such Petitions bY Your

in statcds

ting a3 therein’

e ey

75 .

that the said V. Ramanada Baboo was thereupon put into
possession of all the Vassereddy estates without giving any
security whatever as appears by the returns of the Collectors
to the precepts of this Ilonorable Court dated respectively
the 3d and 9th days of September 1830 forwarded by the Pro-
vincial Court on the 11th September 1836, and thafas appears
by the return of the Collector of Guntoor V. Ramgnada
Baboo had his attention particularly “directed to the better
management of the estates for the benefit of all the liti-
gants and to the necessity of punctual and regular accounts.

22. That by M. P. No. 113 of 1838 Your Petitioner
brought to the notice of this IIonorable Court that the said
V. Ramanada Baboo was appropriating the produce of the
gaid estates without completely satisfying the Government
Kist, that he had not furnished periodical accounts to the
Collector nor had any been received by this Ilonorable
Court, and praying that the Collectors of Guntoor and
Masalipatam might be directed speedily to transmit all the
necessary accounts of produce, &c.

93, That by an order of this ITonorable Court dated
25th June 1838 reciting previous instructions to the said
Collectors to furnish accounts, and that no accounts had been
received by the Court, the Provincial Court was directed to
carry out the orders of this IIonorable Court containegd in
para. 4 of their proceedings of the 27th July 1836 without
further delay.

91. That the Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam
farnished certain accounts to this Honorable Court, but the
return from Guntoor mot being in its opinion sufficiently
explicit this TTonorablé Court by its proceeding of the 6th
August 1833 directed the said Collector to prepare his return
in the same form as the Collector of Masulipatam and called
upon the latter to explain why so small a sum had been col-
lected in each year.

-t
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25, That by his return Jated 234 August 153(3: i‘i
* Cullector of Masulipatam forwarded 0 this lIonorubl]? hothe
an Urzi from the said Y. Ramanadd Baboo Y whie

! i 11 col-
Collector gaid it would apj-ear that the c.nu=.e : ;]mu)242-3
Jections was mainly attributs 7

and unfavorable seasons §10€¢

Lis management, and the gaid

the Revenue Duard was jmpresse
. o I than pitherto over the

exercising a more efticient contro

gaid estates.

98, That by its proce

318383 this [Tonorable Court dcclnghl“l :
= itted b the Collec ors \
Y gl’mb'ﬂitics with which the

mbered cxbibited such 8

e 11th Scptembcr

edings of th .
ration 0

hat in conailde
of Guntoor an

the accounts tral estate
Masulipatam the Revent i

was shewn to Le enctt
and almort irretrie\'ﬂ"le embarrassy
Pon to enqulre

Court fclt itsell called v ’
existed for considering whether thid
attributable in any

V. Ramanada Daboo

that any port'wn
appropriated Ly
determined to
the propriety ©
the nanagement ©
27. That by his re !
Collector of Guntoor informcd tlu; Jisturbing a
there did not appear to be groun or disturtivs
I . ada Daboo

the n d \'- Rguuﬂﬂ
i management of the eal per 1838 the

That by his return dated the 10t'h OIC norable Court
Collector of Masulipatam informed thid 1o manaacment
that the deterioration of the estates £ince bet d r:e to be
of the eaid V. Ramanada Daboe was in® great €€

( plaints had bee?

attributed to his mu!udmiuistratiou , that com

n to gupposé
of the estates had been mis-
his Honorable Court
Collectors 83 to

V. Ramanada Babooin

1538 the
ourt that
resent

IR e
= "’*’:"""—A"e* --"_/'7 3y
P T 3 2ot i 4/__’_’1 e

(K

.

!;fe%‘;eganof;l embezzlement and fraud 'ilgainst the said
v ada Baboo, and that several of the charges of

ncnxent prpved true on investigation, and that ther
C.Ouyl be little doubt that the latter would have shewn z
::mlll:.xr result if the 901lector had been able to bring the
thgoxt;i to a close, that 1t appearec.l ?xtraordinary that while
o tl;\ parts of the country exbibited anincrease in Fusly

: -7 the Vassareddy estate had not only mot progressed
gt ?““f‘“" retrograded to a degree which could be account,-
:nini::raltrilo: :n%the.r way t}_l"m by referring it to malad-
misappropriation of the Revenue. Moreover

that the balance of Peishcush was 8o considerable with refi
Zir:::tz?nilzle \ga.luedof the Zamindary that little hope cou{((l3 l:

of its discharge ¥

and that it appeared c:rtzglei;l;i?)r{ehetr:tt {rm‘;‘{“ —
Baboo could not for the contingent benefit to .be a‘é‘af.‘ada
from his right being ultimately confirmed in the ;mved
before the Queen in Council undertake the tem e
xlx{anagizment for afly other purpose than that of enrr':(c);?rz
imse at the public expense, and the Collector st dmia
opinion that the estate in the hand of V. Raman sdat;} e
ghould be restored to the management of t.he CoileZt:r o

. 3332t8};i3 'ﬂ\:t l?yb its proceedings of the 19th November
e l.emmnmu 11e Court after reciting the said last men-
B et & 8 reso ve:d to forward the said returns to tl
ar of Revenue with a request to be furnished wi .
opinion of the Board as to whether the Collect. vl th'e
patam Was justified in his report. or of Masuli-

29. That by a letter dat
Foard (ff Rev.enue replied to tlﬁglifttll:ral‘slicgr;ﬁ:: '] ?‘ > fhe
it that in then: opinion the state of the said estate 11?1;); mm'g
za{gzm “:as mainly attributable to the remissness of thea;uh-l
ers in charge of the Collectorate during the 1 -
years who had failed to adopt any of the mzan;ewl‘:iscfhtt‘;o
e
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ocheckand control th
4 and to sccure the :I]l:;
appropriation of the Jemands of the esfatc. a‘n'l ”llf: Ilf]‘;‘:‘:we-
Revenue further intimated their anxicly that 1 t )re-':nt
ment of the said V., Ramanals Baboo SIM.M not];‘ml in~the
Le interfered with as the i (chr?lu others and
well being of the estates were 1 mnt,;om;cssary by the
they trustel that it would potb ¢

Court to interfere.

30, That by a provct‘t““g of t

. 4ot mentione
dated 21th December 1533 recinind 'hct Il,llt "(l)‘nurt. resolve
from the Doard of Jlevenue this Honoratie

e ol 1 838 herein®
to reject Your Petitioner's Petition No. 113 of 1
Lefore mentioned. - b 1838
. o ber ,
31, That Yoeur Petitinner o d]le 2‘3{]‘;?001";’?(30116‘1 the
. June .
the 17th September 1439 anl LithJu c.e that the said

. lL,eir notice t
Board of Revenue bring o th cion of the sal
V. Iamanada Baboeo Lad be

Doard hal expressly p{.intcd out t

V. Ramanada Baboo's settlement

aram?
¢ conshler

le Court

yis Jhonoral
J letter

ing t
en put into J i
rity, charging @

L RELY R
wainst him
kel

. cein: gecy -
esfates without gl\l".-: any t and dc\'asm!iun, and pray
. 151 paccmen nagc—

eundry ncts of mismanISE L G paken pnder the Manis
it agat! jon of Your

iny that the estates miz o e o
@ quthoriuies v '
ment of the Revent by the Detitionsd
Petitioner's right 83 v A. B, aud G
annexed marke
.o g ce
2. That Your Pcmmner never .l'lc l
: . T atil the
such hLis last mentioned P‘:““O"-s u!} aneously
1510 when they were all three &MY ;J ¢ Jateas
3 . . v : dt
him bearing similar endorscments of tha

on a reference thereto.

33. That on the 7th
Court felt itacl called upon ¢
Doard of RRevenuae the encum
estates and to Z‘nquire whetlier this was the f' )
management oF misconduct of Vo Lamanada Dabvv.

ived any reply to
21st Scptembcr
return¢

will appest

.. 1Jonorable
September 1840 th"tice of the

. no
o bringz to the .
pered :tutco the ¥ assereddy

e said

esult of nus*

v

79

34. That up to the 20th December 1841 this ITono~
r:ﬂ)l.e Court received no reply to such enquiries when they
azain addressed the Revenue Board forwarding the accounts
of Fusly 1250 of the Collectors of Masulipatam and Guntoor
whereby it appeared that arrears had during the management
of the Revenue authorities and V. Ramanada Baboo aZcumu-
lated to the extent of Rupees 21,658,936 in the Guntoor
estate and Rupecs 8,53,276-7-0 in the Masulipatam estates.

Courfiot.o e’ll;:x";:‘ x:; an?wcr was -rece.'lved b}.' this IIonorable
ot aver el su; 1commumca.hon<j= until the 20th Jany.
o en rrmsoar 1 ‘pf Revenue replied that circumstances
e c:‘, s mismanagement and an intentional disre-
T Lo .Dngements on the part of V. Ramanada Babo
1aving been reported to them by the Collector of G :
they h:vil 1ns'tructed that officer on the 9th Dece buntoor’
tt<]) ex;:rcnse his dis?retion in attaching the estatem airdlslu
icy had been apprized by a letter from that officer d:tm;

e

the 8th of Januar
ary that the estate b :
management of the Collector. i boen taken under tho

36. That thi
_That this Ionorable Court by its proceedings dated -

2 1812 havi
a({llszl;OyGISO? :;:;.;m% taken. into consideration M. P, 47, ¢7
Yy ot Ba;) 00 eterfnmcd th:}t the mismanagement o’f
of the nada 1 auumr'?tmg' upon information in possession
copy of the Court’s t}:;rl\es[’n:)(::g::ls' - thle by e witha
- . ng i
:; :r}:le lf;x'o;;I;ZLaltC:ur.t of the .T.‘Io:tsh:s giuvlidsi:; ct(::\:;l(;?ed
them b pt to fnstx:uct the Collectors of Gu o
asulipatam to enquire into and report upon hntOOI' e
I;},;d;:;izzls:;. tRha.emarmda Bal?oo of ha.vingrr:q;let ajv:harb{res
estate during the period it Wasyur‘:;g;

his management under
o the H
of the 27th July 1836. order of this Ilonorable Court

3 . That in Obe(“ence to such l)l' e II d Aq -
7 } p CA 418
: ecept t}\ t i
tant Couector Of LIaSullpatam Ieplied on ule 23(1 J une isl‘lz

e i Pt e
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tor of Guntoor on the 25th of June

and the Assistant Collee
jsmanagement against

1542, the latter stating that charges ofm
V. Ramanada Baboo to the extent of87,5.')7-—l-lolmd on the
815t January previously been reported to the Revenue Board

Ly Mr. Goldingham the late Collector, aund that the result of
ewed a further sum of Rupees

ained a great number of
Le management of

subsequent examinations sh
20,749-0-6 and that there still rem

Dufters to be examined, that during 1 ,
V. Ramanada Baboo and between the years 1836 and 18 k-4
onrd resumed the said estate the Go-

when the Revenue D
large extent.

vernment Peishcush fell into arrear to a very

28. That from the Sth January 18 $2 the Revenue au~
emained in management of the Guntoor estates
e Guntoor estates weré
for arrears due to Go-

thoritics r
until the 10th June 1813 ~hen t

advertized to be sol1 by public auction
vernment amounting to 26,22,291 s,

39. That on or about the 5th day of Junel
Tetitioner memorialized the Board of Revenue again
a and on the same date forwarded a like me-
orable the Governor in Council here-

d respectively D. E.

843 Your
st such

intended sal
morial to the Right Hon
unto annexed and marke

40. That by an Endors

Drury the Chief Sccretary to

was referred to the Revenue Board on the 19th June 1843.

‘41. That by an Endorsement on his Petition to the
Board of Revenue under the hand of Mr. Pycroft Adssistant
Sub Sccrcto:ry Your Petitioner was informed that the adver-.
tisement for the sale of the Vassereddy estates emanated
under orders from Government.

June 1843 Your Petitioner again
dF. memorialized

tated and praying
that the Board

42. That on the 21st
by hisPetition hereunto annexed and marke
the Doard of Revenue stating as therein &
that the sale of the cstatz might be suspended,

ement under the hand of Mr.
Government the latter Petition

kA
N e

S

- of Revenue w

"R

81

Pect(;:]r:lcr:;e"ve a Kararnamah from Your Peti-
evenue authox'?tie a;ln permanant Cowles, and that the
management uof! 8 should take the estate under thei

. uatil the arrears should be liquidated.' e

tioner res

43. T i
hat the intended sale was postponed, and the

estates cont} .
ontinued und
: er the manageme
n
2 t of the Revenue

authoriti . )
1es until the 25th February 1846 when the Gunt
oor

estates wer 3
e agan adverti
. Z rtized { . .
amounting to Rupees 3,07,93] or sale for arrears of reng
b .

44. That on tl
. .~ 2Sth M ¢
his Petit 1 A March 1846 Yo s
t! ](;f ;On hereunto annexed and marked E}r Petmof‘er by
1e Right Ilonorable the Gover - memorialized

that the intended i
sale mio
and that Your ¢ might be post
our P.nhtmnpr mioht
f=1

nor in Council praying

poned pending the A ppeaj
. ’

condition of hi e be put in possessi

cush and 50 0(;:)SRpuncmady Paying the GoVean:e SSlon. on
50, upses Per annum in Lquidyg; nt Peish-

vernment arrears, quidation of the Go-

4{) Ihat . LIem our
l h \ |4:

- Clark
e Deputy Sceretary to Government as foll
OWS : e

“V. Lutch isi
chmeputhy is informed that the resolution of the 20th

of June 1846}
od with 13 final and that his request cannot be compli
Ml=

46. That on.
t the 30th of MM
ali arch 18 s
memorialized the Collector of Guntoo: 6};’01}111: Petitioner
18 Petition

hereunto annexed m
arked I prayi
- Praying that the sale
Sale might be

:" postponed.

47. That .On the Gth .
A
turned endorsed by the gaiq pg(lﬂ;StB such P
estates were under orders of Goveiixﬁr ::
en

etiﬁon was re-
(14 -
The Vassereddy

———
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{ 42, That the said cstates were bought in on behall of
Government.
n Masulipatam still

assereddy estates i
nd manageme

3 hereinafter

nt of the Revenue
mcutioned during
inued to increase.

That the Vv

Pn.;ge.«,ion a
heir saled

49.
continued in the

authoritics until t
“-hich l'efil)(l thc ﬁrrl‘ﬂf5 Of r’fl.-hCU:}l CO“I

That by a Decree of ITer Majesty in Council bear-
2d Mareh 1848 it was Jeclared that the Decree
Jble Court appcnlc\] arainst should be reversed,

thercby remitted to the said Court to
to the said Decree
e time

Lo,
ing date the
of this Honor
and the eaid cause was
do what was necessary

whereof the Judges of this
being and all othe ns whom it might conc

tako notice and go¥ Ives accordingly-

That by a Pet 113 IIonorab'e

e 20th Novem
Jance with the said De
ensed to order the Collect
ut him in possession of the whole o
rsonal of his late father.

¢ this Ionorable Court

ng the receipt of the said

to give cffect
IIonorable Court for th
ern was fo

r peréo
ern themse
ssented to tl
ber 1843, “our Petitioner praye
cree this Ilonorable Court

ors of (3untoor and
£ the

5t ition pr

Court on th
that ia accor
would be pl
Aasulipatam t0 P
property real and p¢

g2. That by 8 proceeding ©
Jated 23d Dcccmber)S 1.8 after reciti
Jast mentioned Deeree and instructiouns from the Court of
Directora to take the proper meuasures for carrying the Orders

of ITer Majesty in Council into execntion and to recover on
Lehalf of the Court of Directors the costs incurred iB bring-
o. 4 of 1520 and No. 11 of 1829 to a hearings this
pleascd to declare that before issuing
for the full execution of the gaid decree it
il Judges of Guntoof and Masuli-
ediate attachment the real and per-
es to such Appesls except the said

no costs had b

ing N
1Ionorable Court wa3s
the usual orders
would direct the Civ

atam to secure by imm
gonal property of the parti
P. Calidoss against whom

cen awarded, and

___,_.———Lf_ —
A
5” -1 ~
:
Vs

that this order w )
Cept returnalle ;
attached in obed

as com H
o 1o d‘m'umcated to the eaid Judaqe },
-~ ays and that the said o> 7 pres
N ree thereto, - Property was
3. That on
tl

Prcse.nted his Pctit](:e 2:5& December 1848 Your Petiti
Praying for the ordcn No. 519-18 to this 1llon : b;tltloner

r prayed for in hi oruble Court

118 former Petiti
tition.

5t. That on ¢!

presented his DPetit} 1e 20th Jan ’
r(:ferr'mgd tll\:rii(:’t’o“ (M.P.5 5":;;yt01§,f911 our Petitioner
sundry acts of ma'lto the filing of the s'\i:; dIonorame Court
Baboo and pray versation and fraud ar‘ra' : ccree charging
these incon"en)ie?,g among other thines Zsl?at V. Ramanada
the delay that h‘:.‘s and removal h:\'e b ollows :— A all
directing the rele: occurred in Your l;e‘l occasioned by
attachment and its rs o t.he Vasseredd ;ﬂor?ble Court’s
further delay "reatez‘jtor.atmnw Your 13' .J.Ummdary from
Petitioner’s op ?0, er m‘_;i.Cllief might be'eh‘twn_er’ and as b
Your HO“(’mbie g:ts, 1?‘" Petitioner m?ac“sed by Your
order of release as e:ﬁ;:lsu be pleased to is:fxehtlllmmy Prays
55. T} Practicable.” 1¢ necessary

1at so faras Your P

was t; 1
taken by this IIonorable Co

mentioned Pet]

‘e d Petitions .

Petitioner ever rccQ'u“hl the 16
v

etitione'r
can ﬁnd n
0 notice

anada
o be pur.

the Board of

chased on beh: ram
ehalf of Government Oxf rtllt; ﬂl;rears and t
e 12th Feb
ru

56. That on the 1

Revenue w;
with full know
nowledae of the said De
cree of Ifep
Ma.

jcsty in C .
ouncil advert;
of the saiq Vv Ra,;hzed the said estate
: anada T = 8 as t}
aboo for 1€ propert
arre Y

1th January ’819

amounting
8§ to Rupees 28,05 73~ ar 3
SV, T3T  for sale OS ;l)t rent
a tne 12
th
.ot n 7) N
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43, That the said cstated were bought inon Dehalf of

Government.

49. That the
1in the posse™
cs until their eale a3 herein
eriod the arrears of l’ei.-hcu:h contint
Decree® i s Council bears
1848 it was decls hat the Decree
aled against ghould be reverseds
remitted to the said Court to

\'msered«ly estates in Aasulipatam still

continue jon an

aullmrili

which ]

ro. Thatbya

24 \March
of this Ilonorable Court apl*

and the eaid cause was thereby
ssary 10 give cffect to the said Dcc.ree
Ionorable Court for the time

do what wal nece i
whereof the Judges ¢ this .
¢ mizht concern Wwa3 to

Leing and all other persons whom 1 .

take potice and goverd themselves accordingly

51, That by a Petition prr;scntcd to tl.xi? II

Court o0 the 20th November 1815, ‘our Petitione? praye

that 0 accor the said Decree this Hnnorable Com't
toor and

would be plcuscd to order the Cullectors of Gan
Masulipat the whole of the

am to put hin in posscssion of
I“'OI'C"Y ren sonal of his late father.
52. That b

y 8 procceding of this Honorable Court
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Masylipatam to b e Court permitted t}, ut on the con-
e put up to public “uCtio: bsaull estates in
y the 1{0"

Board as herei
reinafter stated as the pro V.1
h roperty of
Y . Ram

anada
€ pur-
58, That on r

Fevenue Wit,h fuu kt:: ' 11th Janmu-y is to 0 Y 1849.
jesty in Council adv j‘_ledge of the said D ¢ Board of
of the eaid V. I ertized the said estat ceree of Iler Ma-
amounting - lamanada Bab states as the proper

g to Rupees 28,05 73:)0 for arrears of perty
3 .

chaged on behalf of
Governme
nt on the 12th
Februa

f; . r
or sale on the 1;:1:




= | : = : - ' o 7 e A P - - . e - e e e aF o L -
== - — TR = g T H e S I I i T S

- PRIt e - e S e
¥
|
i E §5
o4 ) nexed and marked I. under the 1 .
¢ up and boughtin Secretar overmonoroer the hand of T. Tyerqny Frq.
. 1349 when the sameé wcr.e put up ary to Government informing hin that Governme t.
’ ‘-‘Lr‘;“';): G ex:muent a3 afuresatd. P.73 of could not aceede to the request contained in his Petition -
on behall ot Livy g9 by M. L7 a3 . .. )
ith of February 1 ; 7 his Iono- : 23. - That Your Petitioner conceiving himself groriow
57. Thatonthe® ted his Petition to this o . on or about the 12th day of J 1852 resentug 1o oved
. iyioner presen . o to notice the ' s : une 13.2 presented his Petj
1819 Your Petitioner I 1ed sale brinZiis ¢ tion to Her Majesty in Council. and cti-
. hintended & . ttachment 0 jesty ouncil, and the mattep comine
Yla Court against sucit o til the 8 to be heard Def: i g on
rub , old un h etore certain of the Lords of Y
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those of the very Council of the Tast Tadia
g‘thcir wish and desire that all legal
wbe waived, and that thisCourt should
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itigation in the Courts

goa
isadry P

pone of W
a any recour

productivc of expen
33 now as ripe for the decis
could be after the most pro

below.

¢3. That under th
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effect a3 against Your Petitioner, and that he was ¢ ;
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Jler Majesty in re referred to {ree fl““"’ all
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c9. That any arrears aceruing
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aw arising vl
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thereupon and on the 14th March 1836 the Board of Re-
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est was bound up wit
n the success 0

hose (and ot

an unpumﬂcllcd

d over ull

to stan
iile the sa

that meanwl
Le putin P
promiso that
Peishicush if b
t the resource
n the other
Baboo failed

pssession 0

enrrent
Collector tha
with 2 proviso 0
dy Ramanadha

to the [eSOUTCES) the managemen

him, the Board observing that to press
Lic available resources of the year

e e - ey e
e
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him in .
fresh Qi
. culty
;?»nd 50 on either s:tles o oblige him to o
ut the Boarq o}, Pposition to defeat the PPI‘;‘-‘“ the Ryote
5 : ject
erved such a step could no: l.:ea n view.
e taken wit}
1=

ouf the ¢
Wi nce :
ere held of this Honorable Court i
Ince the 1"81’,
wstates

but that ; by the Colle
at it appeared tICtOr under a precept f)
lovw the g ¢ Your, Honorall rom the Court
assareddy R e Estates to b. e Court hag ?
Y Ramanadha Bj1, ¢
00 ©

: n
pul:.. m.possession of th: SOl'J.
hn 18 giving security fo o
e Peislicush due to Go!\‘ i
‘erne

jectiOQ to al

from the aceony

obvi nts of |
ously greq 1 years, but that such an ay
'erﬂge was

Zemind . t]y more
aries y . tban the
Ra Justified then prese
con??lnadha Bahoo “:el:zd:“ggested that ifI') th;: t. lsiate of the
1deration o bring tl . aid Vassaredi
the actu of the Cour ey o 1e subject acai dy
al out-t urt with authenti zain under t
of urn f 1enticat e
the out-turn of tl::“tlh Fusly 1241 to 1244‘3‘1 Statements of
years with e“bcun‘ent year pe:m'l an estimato
withou 8 beine .0 miksion
of the b any security a g put in possession f would
tim collections whji all, as it was cle or some
e would not be & hc]h. could possilly be ar that the whole
uilicient to discharge th;n?]de for a long
- Qmand Of G
O~

* charges
- tl
e resol 1)(11’1“3(1 to li(ll;id:ie
ved ¢ . -
aroe { . 0 direc
Ilon 0 advise the Pet; ect the
orable Court to tllltmner to
e

tion of arrear
! ars. The B
Ilead Assistant Collecto: zilrd ltherefor
. N nch

Proceedin gs for the

considerati
?n of Governmen

mmend th
at the sai d

t, and to reco
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Vassareddy Ramanadha Buboo- sh
tLe Lstates in Guntovr 0B the terms expresse
your Ilonorable Court should agree thereto.
XI. Your Petitioners gay that the then
on the Jth of April 15356 bad under his
cumstances }eprescnted by the Board of
n the last mentioned proceedings. And Your Peti-
Ly Minutes of Consultation on that date
rein 18 stated the said Governor in Council
oard of Revenue in considering that it
as for!

would be equally for the interests of the’ Government
those of the said \'aisarcddy Ramanadha Baboo to place the
p«mseszion, and did approve of the jnstructions

of the Board's proccedings to be issu=
t Collector in charge of Guntour;
t of Your [Tonorable Court com-=
assareddy Ramnnm]ha
ted to make over the
dha DBaboo on the
ntioned pro-
demands of
te the cir-

ould be put in possession of
d in pura. 5 if

Governor of

Afalras in Conncil

consideration the cir

-Revenud i
tiuoners admit that
after stating as the
did concur with the B

Estates in his
ssed in the Tth part-
ed to the Head Assislan

the even

and requested that in
lying with the application of the gaid V
Daboo, that that officer be further instrue
I-tates to him the said Vassareddy Ramand
terms expressed in the 5th para. of the last me
«tions that jmmediately on the
ould communica

cecdingd, with dire

Government being liquiduted, he w

cumstance through the Board of Revenue for the information
of the Governmcnt and this Honorable Court, and that Your
Jlonorable Court would if then necessarys take from the said
ecurity therctofore de

Vassareddy Ramanadha _Baboo the &

manded.

XIL
1536 the gal
this Honorable
1836 in which he su
as in the 10th para.
tjoned, as also that cot
pATa. of that Petition is

Pr(\lu

97th of June
id prcsent to
Court 3 Petition which was numbcl’b"1 80 of
pmitted 8 certain gtatements and did pray

tition is men=

of the Appc]luut’s said P
detitions were od as in the 20th

mit that on the

Your Petitioners ad
nadha Baboo

1 Vassareddy Tam?

o N
N Ll

Vo

X 95
IIT.  Your Petiti

]8 6 W 11Ch a Ier rele
!Oceede words

f()“O\v'
lng [—14 Uuder t

rrine t

] 0 the lﬂﬂt

and ﬁrr mention .

he pr gures or to the pur ed Petitiong
provisions of Section Ilt_’l't and effoct

same ma
y be
“orD passed f,
“fitt ecree as His Maj or the
0 make on the 5 Jesty,
ppeal.

[{3 2. In
thei
“ the Court of Su::]p"(;creedings of the 2
er

ciently provided for i¢

his heirs
Or successor
'8 shall thi
ink

(13

[14
Pe'rforming the
« 5r1(‘1rate transfo
nder Section X1V

(14
e
1t by several lacg of

« demands Ru
L] Pees to satisf

« . and it
f: come, an(}llat there will beo the COUI‘t thathe .GOVanme
consequent]y 0::1:1% profits £, there can be :b
at accoy T several °
nt ther Years to
¢ can he
no
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"% ¢hern Division for their informatic
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i v { evious to or-

iri ecurity whatever pr ous t
e e son to be placed in possession of
adha Baboo, a measure that may
: »s if the Petitioner Ramanadha
" antage than

¢ the Petitioner Rajuh Ruman.
« Le fur the benefit of n}ll I]:iftriltes o greater e
¢ Baboo can manaze the ks .
¢ the Revenue oflicers of Governme:rty o Conttodois
appears neu g he expenses
« "‘ i . '_Al‘l :!:T:th; I;".‘,(]uce nf.tcr pay mel:nt :)f'tmcnt [;f oo
ta t‘d\e. care B Al be approprmtcd to the pay nt of e
“ of cultivation Sb‘(lj svernment, and the Coul:t 81'](3 0 c[:ms "
. RC"e"“.e due :,Ox do;)e Wit};out taking security Ly -x.r:)dica"y
¢ that this can Ll rities who should Le requested pe;)l Rt
“ the Re.venue alllt;(;ddcr Udalut all payments made ‘z’ount "
“~;° c"“fﬁht: Itjlj):)o distinguishing payments on ac
¢ Ramanadh:

«” R » 41
1¢ currell 18 y I N aceo l"t (o] ﬂ!‘rem‘s
t a 66 3 t I ‘ : ot f {4
‘ <y’ om UXO. e 0'? :
l ‘ l " ] "ll ¢ Sumcwnt ChCC p
b\’ “'hil,h means the!‘e Wi ‘l) a L to !c‘ent a

M ”»
« misapplication of the collections. i whateve
5. TFor these reasons the Court direc
(14 f y

l ds the Conectols O( Gunboo! and .L\Iasuh ataln may hﬂve
P
an

1 L S y W Ebtate and
[ roe ])el()u"’ln" to t} e a..sare(ld ar .
in their Cha - 27D . i

ler of the Prov ”
d under the or. aboo.
) attacll‘: to the Petitioner Ramanadha Da f these pro-
¢
‘ ed_ i The Court therefore res"he. th.at %)Pxfr: in the Nor-
“ 6. v itted to the Provincial .0 and-
« ceedings be transm guidance commD'
X in the Dis-
them by precept to instruct the C(:;h;?::s over to the
i . 1
7 ing lef Guntoor and Masulipatam t: fethe lands belong-
) tI:u;:t? Oner Rujah Ramanadha Baboo suc tﬁey may hold under
# Petitio ¢ -ar Estate as turn
: Vassareddy war d particular re
Pt lng to the . . thﬂta fuu an p Qf
directing +n pursuance
) attach;le:;;:?nd” “:lrmt m:y have been done 12 P
¢ be made =

: olution.” . the said Vas-
¢ this l‘e‘-"r Your Petitioners do not believe that
XIV. You

t into possession
:as thereupon pu
dha Baboo was
gareddy [amana
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of all the Vassaredq
pellant’s said Petit;
after the Passing of
dy Ramanagha Ba
rable portion of t1,
and that he gig

y Lstates asin the 21st para. of the Ap.
onis alleged, but they believe that -ghopt] y
the last mentioned order the said Vassared-
boo was put into possesion of g very consides
e property forming the Vassaredd y Istates,
not give any security whatsoever to this
and Your Petitioners admit that certain re.
by the then Collectors of the Districts of
Guntoor ang Masulipatam ang as Your Petitioners believe of
such date and to such purport or effect ag i3 mentioned in the
21st para. of the Appellant’s said Petition, but for their greater
certainty ag to the contents of such returns Your Petitioners
crave leave to refer thereto when the same shall be produced.

XV. Your Petitioners admit that (amongst others) the
geveral Betitions, Proceedings and Orders mentioned or referred
to in parag, 92, 23, 24, 26, 29, and 31 of the Appellant’s saig
Petition were Presented and did take place, and that certain
rnished and returns made as mentioned or

turng were made

mentioned petitions, 'proceedings, orders, accounts,
letter, Your Petitioners humbly crave leave to r
when the same shal] be produced.

returns angd
efer thereto

XVL Your Detitioners admit that three ¢

2ud para,
it that on
8 were se-

substance ang contentg
ns and replies Your Petitioners humbly crave

hereto or to Translations thereof when made by
13

etition, and they further adm
or about the 21t of September 1810 such Petition
verally replied to, but ag to the dates,
of such pet;;,

leave to refer ¢
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the Interpreter of this Ifonorable Court. Your Petitioner®
however submit to the judgment of the Honorable Court th.at
such 3 last mentioned petitions and the 6 several petitions 1111
the Appellant’s said Petition also referred to as marked D. E.
T. G. IL. and L. and the replies thereon re

. . o )
are not legally admissitle as cvuku.ue. on s
by the sai?l Appellant in his said Petition numbe.red—-(;.f ,1.50;:,
and Your Petitioners reserve to themsclves the right of o ]);,ec -
ing to the admissibility of such documents should they be so

spectively endorsed
he question raised

advised. . i
. , i Imit that by their proccedmgs
XVII. Your Ietitioners a ; 181({ this Honorable

under date the 7th of Septembe :
Court did pass an order to the eflect stated in the 31th Ez(x)x;zlzl zti:
the Appellant’s said Petition, and that qnder date tl&e;m o
December 1541 this ITonorable Court d{d pass an orde Lot
effect that certain accounts therein mentioned as recsnfle A
tha Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam for thfa Yusly ,:est
ghould be forwarded to the Boafrd of Revenue with a';e{lztter
that they would state whether with reference to the sai : for
of the 13th December 1838, su.bf?-equ:lx:tbe:xz)er;ir]xsebl;ai(lll enx(;, e
duced them to modify their opinion tha it w

) Le
move Ramanadha Baboo fromthe management of t
e nd as to the amount of arrears as refer-

";ﬂ:gff;l i{leni;;::;e;mrf: of the Appellant’.s said Petition Y:ﬁr
;’cctitioners crave leave to refer to the said accounts when the
same shall Le produced.

XVIII. Your Petitioners a
20th of Junuary 1812 the Board c.pf Revenue
ter to this Ilonorable Court stating to the

the S0th para. of the Appellant’s said Detition. o eolins
XIX. Your Petitioners admit that by itsP £

i ted the 2nd May 1542 this Honorable . Cour't f’ld dleltfjfe!zllfﬂe
: ai(:x the 87th para. of the Appellant’s gaid Petition a eod )
" XX. Your Petitioners admit that retfzmis;l w)c::sz«; cz :
the precept issued by this Ilonorakle Court 12 I

Imit that under Jdate the
did address 8 le.t-
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offect set out 1 -
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Zl;el\lrzss!:l 1rinear;txoned order by the then ITead Assistant Collector

o e Cgu axtn under date the 23rd of June 1842 and Ly the

o th: cOntec or of Guntoor under date the 25th of June 1842

o ents whereof Your Petitioners crave leave to refer
ereto when they ghall be produced.

mentX)f(L Y(fur Petitioners admit that during the manawe-
ment(})) fhe said .Vassareddy Ramanadha Baboo the Govc:n‘
eisheush did fall into arrear to a very large extent

XXII. Your Petitioners admit that from the 8t} of Ja-

same was advertised for gqle by
_ eisheush due to Government,
XXIII. Your Petitioners admit that 3
were presented by the said Appellunt to 1]
and t.o the then Governor in Council ang o
xlx)mztfoned in the 40th ang 43rd paras, of :
etition, and that on op about th 1
Soiend e e I4th and 19th of )
18 4.211'3 2 first of such Petitions were replied to as in the iulu:
Paras. of the Appellant’s said Petition mentioned l)lit
2

public auction for arrears of P

several Petitiong

fsuch Qates ng are
he Appellant’s aiq

£ therety, ners humbly erave leave to re-

XX1V, Your Petitioners it ¢
sa‘]e ?f the po_rtion of the Vassal':g?;t g::zte?e then in.tende(,l
Wxth.u\. the District of Guntoor was Postponed ooy a8 situated
continued under Zyft for the arrears of Pe: and such portion
month of February 1846 when N

for arrears of Peisheush,

‘ Your Pet' 1 '
XXV, & :
ero presente t . ;alioners admlt that 1

Council uader date the

2 other Petit;
d Appellant to the then Governo??ni

28th of March 1846 and to the Collece

W e N
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tor of Guntoor on the 50th March 1846, and that on or about
the 21st April and 6th April 1840 the same respectively were
replied to, but as to the substance and contents of such last
mentioned Petitions and the replies thereto Your Petitioners

humbly crave leave to refer thereto.

. XXVI. Your Detitioners admit that the portion of the
Vassareddy Estatea situated within the District of Guntoor was
purchased on behalf of Government on the 1st of April 1846,

) XXVIL Your Detitioners admit that the portion of the
y ﬂSSﬂr'eddy Lstates which was situated within the District of
Masulipatam, continued under the management of the Collec-
tor of that District until the sale thereof in the year 1849,

and that during that period the arrcars of Peishcush continued

to increase.
XXVIII. Your Petitioners admit that a Decree was

assed by JIer Majesty in Council under date the 2nd March

r
d contents thereof Your Peti-

1848, Lut as to the substance an

tioners humbly crave leave to refer thereto.
XXIX. Your Petitioners admit that a Petition was pre«
onorable Court Ly the said Vassareddy Lutch-

about the 21st November 1818 which
d that in their proceedings under date

sented to thisII
meputhy Naidoo on or

was No. 467 of 1848, an
the 23d of December 1818 this IIonorable Court did pass an

order to the effect sct forth in the 53d para. of the Appellant’s
said Petition. Dut as to the dates, substance and contents of
guch Petition and order Your Petitioners humbly ecrave leave
to refer thereto when the same shall be produced.

XXX, Your Pctitionelzs believe that the last mentioned
order was communicated to the Civil Judges of Guntoor and
such order

Masulipatam by precept and that the property in
referred to was attached in obedience thereto,

XXXI. Your Petitioners admit that the 2 several Deti=
54 and 55 were pre-

tions mentioned cr referred to in paras.

e e g -
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sented to t}; '

ihe substanlcleS :j:l‘norable Court by the Appellant. p

hllmbly crave ] contents of such Petitiong Your P ut s fo
cave to refer thereto when produced ctitioners

XXXII. Y, .
. Petiti :
ed by this | ur toners believe that no org
Tonoralle Court on the 2 last mentiox;lee(; ‘;’)a:.mss-
. (2 ltions

until the 16th of .
April 1849, 1, :

as regard . , but Your Petition .
Sards the said Appellant’s Petition presentzgs:ubmlt that
n or about

venue due therefrom thep
Of €n 1n arrear
intgséez8;0?,737-l3-l. And Your a;’gt;’f)
ponded ale was sanctioned by the Boa d1
e e(;ember 1848, and that th . i
noed sale was dated the 21st De:erigv |
e

-y




portxoll of the' Vassareddy - Estate “situated i - Masulipatani _;4;

+ should be disposed of for the recovery of the said srrears;"and 3. , :esp:lc"“’elﬁ Your Peg;x};f? o crave le'.'“ il
) tlnt at that time the Board of Revenus bnd no . knowledge of pro ueed.:% §;,j “1;,1;?:*; rhimiimg D
) 5 T g ‘ﬁﬁijﬂ'dé

vy

R dxd pment to Your Honorable Court a Mmeellaneous Petxtxon bent
.2 <" bearing date the 8th of February 1849and which was bumber: &
" "ed 73 of 1849, and that thereby the said Appellant did ‘alleg ;

. tbat such intended  sale'was illegal, but as to* the mbstanca
" and contents of such’ Petilion Your Petitioners - humbly erave
- leave to refer thereto when the same shall be produced, - -»-Yonr % )
s :Peht.mneru however submit to the judgment of Your Honora- -f

;vble Congt that the grounds on,.whxch the {Apppllanﬁ rests bu

A TR T N

").‘* \‘!:J LaTy N . ‘;’i:‘ﬂ:' 3 ~a
Y n\' e -5.,‘,. 7}&!;

our Petltl 'y 14“»%
d G

e

-, allegations of such illegality, are, nntenabla and , contrary, to
'\ ¢ Law and the Regulations. qamq&h&kauud: deiki SoTes L €43 5,

R

; S ga«mXXXVl' S’Yonr Petitioners admit that Your' Honorable _;‘; 5, ‘

" Court did not stay mch ‘intended sale -inasmuch'* as- the Petié : (.(l' 9eL E . ‘%::} the‘eosts { mﬂﬂrred in
N W fion numbered 73 was* dated the 8th ‘'of “Febrnady*$1849; and 57 £ 3,/ nd that th & Collactos of
f: . : the sale took place at Masulipatain on the'12th of that month; , g: : "= dary had been
27" ‘and therefore' ™ the 'sale had alrbady’taken place™ <before:the °, 8 N
;f'; orders of the Board of Revenué (referred to in their Secretary’u 2{

.7 fatter fo Your Honorable Court under date the 5th of March i

. My S mq 5% PN mﬁam ;m’:f
v ea’ Ilector. :
= 1849)' \lv)eq‘tl‘_lg vc?wa e Y by kb Fad) @ w:-rtxévf

A 7 rmar XXXVII. a: Your Petitioners admit that this Cour
Iddreu & lotter to the Revenue Board, as also that on f.he 5@ ¥

«of March 1849, the_;Board of .Revenus rephed the!'e‘“’ and

" ; {amongst other things) stated they. would-defer. reporting - the 4"
Z' Lnlo for the confirmation of Government pending v the recgiph - ...
' " 1pf any-farther ~communication:which this's Hanorable ; Court " ”"', '
s might be desirous of ‘making’ upon? the-sabjectsoAnd:. Your 53

+ Y

B Petxhonen v hkemso udmlt that- son f.ht l2th of Marchllsi?j;.:_; <5 '.' :
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order Your Petitioners crave leave to refer thereto when proe

duced.
XL. Your Detitione

rs say that it is a constant and

almost invarialle practice of the Last India Company in cascs
where ancient families or the bolders of Zemindaries fall into
misfortune from any cause, 10 make to the Jlead and Female

members of such families such monthly allowances for their
circumstances somewhat

lives a3 will enable them to live in
the world, but that such

suitable to their former p(‘sm‘m in .
allowances are mercly gratuitous and that the granting of them

is not compulsory on the East India Company. And Your
‘etitioners say that from the year 1543 the Ilonorable East
India Company paid to the said Vasareddy Ramanadha B.aboo
as the party recognised Ly this Honorable Court 28 the right-
ful owner of the said Vassareddy Estates an allowance of Rupees
1,000 per mensem, and that on receipt Ly Government of the
gaid Decree of Her Majesty in Council dated th
1818, it was considered that as the Appellant had been d.eclar-
ed by their Decreo to ba the rightful Iead of the Family he
¢hould bLe placed in the same position a8 the said Vﬂssaf'eddy
Ramanadha Baboo had heretofore been 88 regarded the said al-
lowance, and it was thereapon dctcrmiued that- an nllowfmcc o
Rupees 1,000 per mensem ghould e mado to him the said Ap-
pellant conditionally on his executing & Deed o Pmnlmens
acquiescing in what had been doneé by Goveroment 10 regar
to the Vassareddy Estates. .
. mmunicated £ the

tjon was €0 o (he
llowance on the terms?© ere
by a certain Memorau=

with the 22d

XLI That such determina
gaid Appellant who accepted the 2
and in cousideration of such zllownncc »
dum or agreement bearing 8 ate corresponding '
of Scptcr:bcr 1819, the gaid Appellant as the I’“’t_{‘ dé‘:ll“nrs:
by the final decision of Her Majesty the Qf“-’e“ 1 0"

1818 to bo the peir to the whole
Daboo did declare

dated the 24 day of March
Tstates of the late Vass;nrm!u"y J agganaud.l_
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that he consen
ted to and i i
which had b 1d acquiesced in all the ines
ad hitherto been adopted by Governmenfrz:ei!:gma
TCSe

_ Pect to the V
assareddy Estates in the Districts of Guntoor an 1

Masulipatam,

XLIL .
of RupeesIl . (()f:)n the ex.ecutxon of such agreement the allowance
month of I:I°ve1:l?s paid to the Appellant for arrears from the
since that period her 1-848 to the month of August 1849, and
the Fast, Indis the said allowance has been regularly pai

ndia Company o the said Appellant. ¥y paid by

XLIII. Your Pet;
. etitioners admi
present to th admit that the A .
the o1et of DZ (S;\l')ernor of Madras in Council a PZE;‘:: ntl o
er 1850, and that on the 2ith of J:n ed
uary

1851 such Petitio
‘ n was replied
€3d plied to to t ! ;
para. of the Appellant’s gaiq Petitiol:le ellvt stated i tho

XLIV YOur 1) o, u
* etitioner .
12th of Ju . s admit that on or
to Her Ma?:stlsfj the Appellant did present hi:b;u:. the
that RegulatiOnY v onmlxgcxl, but Your Petitioners ;]ll)txo.x:
the said Appel . O%is inapplicable t o
Regulati(,n p‘zzslﬂzt lnasmuc'h as (amon z Othe: \-?:0 nCase of
the Court of \Varsver Put in force with respect to :) tg?(:
8 ever interfe . or di
ment . rfere
or superintendence of the V:Za::d?;rn;o:l’t mavage~
Lstates “or Of

of the Vassa
Jagganauda Bzi‘iy F;tates af‘ter the death of V.

Honorable Court tl;at tzu’ Pcftnioners further subm;j assareddy
Council was inaccurate e Sa{d Petition to Ifep ;’;t.to Your
Dewanny Adawlat took“'hen 1t.stated that the Cq ajesty in
presented to this IIOnoralll,(l) notice of the Appe“a::ézof Suflfler
1849 and numbered 53, ina:mcourt on the 29th of Petition

Ionorable C
ourt under date ¢}
e 16th OfAPru 1
849

on readino th A
. & that Petition, Yoy pe was made

titioners als
0 submit tha
14 ubmit that
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the said Petition to Her Majesty in Council was further inac-
at the direction contained in the said order

« 1o carry the said Decree (meaning
Council dated the 2d of March
18485) into full execution was limited to so much of the said
Decree as relates to the levying of costs and was not an order
directing the gaid Civil Judges to put Your Petitioner (mean-
ing thereby the said Appellant Lutchmeputhy Naidoo) in
possession of the property to which heis entitled in order and
by virtue of the suid Decree of Her Majesty in Council.” As
Your Petitioners submit that the plain and obvious meaning
and indecd the only true interpretation of such order is that
the said Civil Judges were thereby directed to put the said
Decree into full exccution as far as they or either of them law-
* fully could or might, not only with relation to the levying f’f
the costs but also with relation to every other part of the eaid
Decree. And Your Petitioners say that the s«id Appellant did
not state in his said Petition to Her Majesty in Council the
order made by Your Honorable Court under date the 22d of
July 1850. And Your Petitioners also submit to Your Ionora-
ble Court that the gaid Appellant was under an error when he
ptated in his said Petition to Her Majesty in Council that the
gaid Decree of Iler Majesty in Council dated the 2d of March
1848  remains up to this period unexecuted” and in stating
that * there was a refusal on the part of the Court of Sudder
Dewanny Adawlut to interfere on his behalf for the purpose
of carrying into esccution a Decree made by Your Malesty in
Council in his favor”; for greater certainty however of the
dates, substance and contents of the said Petition to Her Ma-
jesty in Council Your Petitioners humbly crave leave to refer
thereto when the same shall be produced. .

further admit that upon
rth in the said Petition as
be 12th of June 1852 to
Judicial Committee

curate in stating th
of the 16th of April 1849
the Decree of Her Majesty in

XLV. And Your Petitioners
the statements and allegations set fo
presented by the said Appellant on t
1ler Majesty in Council, the Lords of the
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of the Pri o a ,
ot 6:15? Council did determine to advise ler Majest
1 para of the Appellant’s said Petition 13 mjer;tiy ﬂ:
one

“and t}
1at on or about the 18th of August 1852 Ifep Majesty i
A ¥y in

Council di an

il did pass i v

. Order in acco i

dation, rdance with such recommene-

X .
o octOI{)Z.Ii%go&r ljztxtloners li.kewise admit that on the 9th
e oy 1852 ! e Appellant did file in this Ilonoral)le Court
852 gt f(:. Ordex.-, and by a Petition numbered 406 of
on or about t)l'le lﬁiiec‘fl'mon hor 1852 w0 1 e G
did resolve to call upo(:l t(l)lzt::)lber 1(252 ot Vo o
o Temolve fo call e then Government Vakeel to ure
tioi othhe abi :; ln;)h) he might have to offer against the exizze
Novenbor 1o ecree as .also that on or ahout the 13 \
~ Your Petitioners djd appear by their joixtxlt:

X ’
=

Your Honorable ¢
; ourt t} ;
Tess a5 n the 3d reagn at the said Appellant was not power-

(so far as this Honoralle Court
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Majesty has reforred to the Judicial Committee their Lord-
g contained in the 3 and 4 William

ships uader the reservation

4th Chapter 41, may advise Her Majesty to grant a Peti-

tivner leave to appeal.
XLVIII. Your Petitioners submit to the judgment “of

thLis Ionorable Court whether the said Appellant has or has
from the circumstance of his (or

not been guilty of laches
the said Rungammah on his Lehal

sccute with effect the said Appeal to Her
the same having been brought toa hearing before the Judicial

Committee of the Privy Council under the provisions of the
Act passed in the 3r cars of the reign of His late

J and 4th y
Majesty William the 4th Chapter 41 consequent on the said
Appellant not having for bring-

taken the necessary measures

ing bis said Appeal to a hearing.
XLIX. Your Petitioners say they are willing that Your
Jlonorable Court, if it shall be pleased so to do should take the
d by bis Petition

of the Appellant’s right as raise
1853 and met or elucidated by this Petition

1 proceedings of record in Your Honorable

1 and final determination so as to en
f they shall be so advised,

decision of Her Ma-

Majesty in Council

question
pumbered —— of
and by the severa
Court into 1ts gpecia
the Appellant or Your Petitioners, i
to set the matter finally at rest by a

jesty in Council.

L. And Your Petitioners €
Court that the sales of the Vassare
toor as in Masulipatam are
ively should be confirm
other partics.
e the Appell
Most Gracious
g48 tobe put into poss

(in so far as
the District of

abmit to Yoor Honoralle
ddy Estates as well in Gun-
legal and valid and that the same
ed as well as against the Appel-

And that under the circume
ant was not entitled under the
Majesty in Council dated
ession of such Estates
the portion of such
Masulipatam) he the

respect
Jant as against all
gtances of this cas
gaid Decree of Iler
the 20d of March 1
or any part thereof, unless
Lstate as is situated within

f) having neglected to pro-°

able

Sl AR
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o
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said Appellant b .
ad revi
Government Previously to the sal :
. of M ale thereof
Kist which had acI;ireads t‘:le full amount of the I’fg)i"tsllilctohule
such Estate or E and was then due upon or i ush or
. tates ; . Pon or in respect
the time or $ respectively with int pect of
respective tim erest thereon fro
rate of one R es when the same beca m
submit that utr;ie P‘;l‘ c;nt a month, And Youn:e;e:‘.?t the
should be sale of the said Estates and thioners
upheld and decla and each ofth
red valid, and that gaj em
said Appel.

lant’s Petit;
tition numb
th . ered mee——
e following (amongst other) ::;353 should be dismissed for
ons,

Firstly.—Be

the Presidency ofc{\l;.:z that by law, land which is sit R
venue, is, (with one ras ‘.’-Dd is assessed with the ;)“at'ed m
and (with that one e:XceP.tlon) the security for such ublic Re-
possessed, ig anSWerabieptxon) in all cases, and b ¢ Revenue’
on, and such land e for the public Reven Y whomsoever
may be sold by Governm?:ntsstessed there.

0 diSCharge

given by law fo
r
Revenue’ the purpose of enforcine pay
ment of such

by summa
delay of 5 suit, TY Process and without the expe
nse and

-‘Beeause b
y law
rale) be x,e%vemd,m'rean's of public Revenue may

times as the B
. oard of }
¢ even :
1ons to such general rule bei:eomay think proper ;
o

:;)y inheritance to persons ing

iural infirmity, and the Courz:

2n respect of -such propert
ndly where an Estate de !

the excep-

1st
st where Property devolyeq

. . .
3 T

bu ar

Court of W
ards,
be sold during o In that e

b
¥ attachment and sale, at such
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b tly to his accession to the.snme ; Lut alter sucb]; i);;:
!u. ot ehall 1 -a attained his majority such estate may bose
Pprietor shall h-""'e a e 8o accruing; and becau?e the cnie n v un
o "“’“r_s Ofn'ewnuomes within the operation of the g
d"l" cor:lmjz:al:::lncriither of the exceptions thereto.
rule an

in case of an est:.xte on which an ar:
 evemun s sz, and which b ben itk
rear of pub!u: reve ‘here the Estate is taken by he proprie-
ed (exeopt in cases “.) ) no person claimimg to be the p 'Pn ot
Wards under its c!ln; feto be put into or recover P"‘;ess';ars
t°']u‘l‘:""t~’°f lm\ii‘:h:itlﬁrst paying to Government the ar
such l.state,

Fourthly.—DBee

t l' ’ 3 3 [ 1] o mete-
[0 [¥:4Y u ue on su(.h
cenue thl.n [¢

I 1 Y — n attﬂ(., 1 8 o fOl‘ Bllemﬂ
r l ] Bccﬂuse 1 4 | “g or c]l]no lands
o th o

[t "];l’ te]‘q “()t t() w n(l n ﬂy beO
e & (1 {1
llOm Sllch l-

of public Revenu essary that the

S is it nec )
who may be in pussession, nor I8 nt'r'!wr chould be in-
10':“‘;80; the Proprictor or BUPP"S‘ed I;r(;l::l;s the property to
na . ale so long t with
in the advertisement for s i . . and tha
;crte‘:d“ilstsrﬂ?cicntly described and 1den{t|ﬁed{rour Ionorable
e 80 H stion before f the
* respec the case now in ques . the sale o
rcblw:bt}:;) in:ertinn- in the advcrllseme!;{ts-qf:r"assareddy Ra-
~ a}¢ .
S:i:q:'d(iy E-tates that they bt"".";’:.e:nmfur the purpose of iden-
’ , descripti
manadha Baboo was mere sold.
. :d to be
tifying the property propose right, title and

. Estafe. gl
Sixtkly.—DBecause it was not the Jdvertised

Loo that was 2 ]
interest of Vassareddy Ramnna'dha. B:;;]e Cetates themselves
} a,‘e or that was sold, but it ¥e Government of Madras
O:ls . ’b coming the purchaser, the d not merely the Estate,
and, in be i, o o

' : hemselves, , Baboo.
purchased the B.states‘: :)f Veareddy Ramanadha
right, title and interes

Vassareddy
; the attachment of the
Seventhly.-—.Bccauge

a ases thereof, were
E and the subsequen ales and purchas .
eral and valid ac ; l‘,le X she aw of the land and the Re
states IF b Smrsdin to the lav t;:Fort St Goutge s
] lnlt' i: fl'orce within the *Presidency o

gulations y

—— ek ate L — .

 ———— e
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and beecause under gy
Madras jg rightfully

Eighth]y.-Because in cases where the Courtg by their
Precepts cauge an Estate to be held in atta,

¢k sales and purchases the Government of
in possession of the Estates in question,

ment, an officer of thye Court issuing such attachment ; ganq

that the Government i not answerable for the acts or de.
faults of such Collector done o suffered in such capacity,

Coverable by Government, and

Tenthly.~That !)y the saig memorandum o agreement
80 executeq by the saiq Appellant Lutchh\eputhy Naidoo un.
spond

ing with the 22n4 of September 1849, ang
v [}
the acceptance of th, sald allowance OTF pension, }e the, said

Appellant Lutchmeputhy Naidoo 156 debarreq himself from

qQuestioning the getg or defaults of the Govery
) ! ment of
With regard to the Vassareddy Estates,  Madras

Your Petitionerg therefore most hump]
may be heard by their Pleader (in this Tesp

large upop 11,6 merits of ¢],;q case, and that, ¢}
ed to refer o ¢} tit]

y Pray that ﬂ]ey
et appointeqy ¢
. ey m;

the varioug P Y may be allow.
tioned or referred to, An

Lutchmeputh ¥ Naidoo ny

)

EX Car e Ry s

-y
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: t will be pleased to declare that
And t?mt Your HOHO:;:’::: z}lrtbe Vassareddy Esta;;s nl;{a::;:
Goid sales and P(;l are valid. And th‘a? Your hofurther
Govej-n,l?exxt of Ma dr z erant to Your I’etltlono:‘rs.mfcmstances
oueh will e I',lease e:nises as the nature and circu slances
o o relef in thelﬂ;e and to Your Honorable Cour
of the case may req

seem meet. And your Petitioners will ever pray, &ec.
. n

(Signed) CLEMENT DALE,

2, der-
Mabras, Hlea

25th June 1833.

ORDER THEREON.

¢, under
the Proceedings of the Sudler Adawlut,
Estract from {1 date the Tth July 1853.

PRESENT.

er, Esq.,
'ﬁr‘.s‘;.llr\;zfehead ,qE_sq., 1 Puisne Judges.
. Strange, Esq.,
o in  Petition presented on the 9thV (;Zz;b:;
. BN ton, Esq., Barrister at Law ar.ld ;13 ol on

1852 by J. B fsf;sz,e’reddy Lutchmeputhy Naidoo hadr
e RaJaZ mindar of Chintalapully and Appel]ax;t Smddzr
Mulmsm'il;’\;:nlf of 1827 on the file of the Court of Su
peal Sui .

Adawlat (Here enter S. M. P. No. 406 of 1852.)

7th
iti ted on the 1
iscellaneous Petition presen o
R?(; ‘;}sotl?ef lrss:zenea\’akeel on behalf of the same party
June 185 (I.y;ere enter S. M. P. No. 17; c;t.';()s:.‘i;))resented o
i 1
Counter Miscellaneous Pe B of the
21':5;%?1!:: 1‘32‘; by C. Dale, Esq., Vakeel on be

the g '

: f Fort St. George. 3.

N —— .

e e e
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L With the firgt of the foregoing Petitions the Peti.
tioner’s Pleader Presented to the Court an Order passed by Ilep
Majesby the Queen jp Council bearing date the 18th August

ed to, that the Court of Sudder Adawlat “ do forthwity, carry
“ into €xecution Iep Majesty’s Order in Couneil of the 2nq
“ March 1848 and that the said Court do direct the Coullectorg
€ . -

r in Counejl of the 2ng March 18 18
i adras Government
s in 10 origing]
rests if any,”

nd that the aboye

« Appeal the right to appear for their jnte

2. The Court of Sudder Adawlut ¢
Order is baseq up

Queen in Couneil on behalf of the Petitioner to the effect that

ke had applied i, vain to the Court of S. U. for the execution

Decree Lag Leen ab.

4. The Decree wag forwardeq ¢, the Coypt by
ment on the 12th December 1848, -

oD a representatioy made to Ilep Majosty the -
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*
to make provision for the realization of the cos!s due onder the
f the property of the pugties, who

said Decrea by attachmeut o
Lad been declared liable for the same. On the 16th April

1819 final orders were transmitted to the said Civil Judges
directing them to carry the Decree into full execution, in
formed by the Civil Judge of

return to which the Court were in
Masulipatam that the Respondent LRamanadha Baboo, had no

effects, and by the Civil Judge of Guntoor that those portions

of the Vassereddy Estates which were situated in the Guntoor
Zillal had Leen sold for arrears of revenue and purchased by
Government in 3846 The Court had been previonsly in
communieation with the Board of Revenue in regard to the
Vassereddy Lstates in Masulipatam, in consequence of a Peti-
tion having Leen proscnted Ly the Appellant on the §th Febru-
ary 1819 representing that the estates were about to be sold
for arrears of Revenue and praying {hat the sale might be
stayed, and on the sth March bad been informed by the Board
that that portion of the Estate had been sold under similar cir-
eumstances and bad been purchased by Government on the
17th of the preceding month.

Civil Judges satisfied the Court

The retarns of the
ecution of the

that they were debarred from enforcing the ex

decree Ly putting the Appellant Lutchmeputhy Naidoo in

ession of the estates referred to, the said estates having
Respondent Ramanadha Baboo,

the
question was to be dispossessed in

e vested in a third party,

5.

0388

passed out of the hands of
who under the Decree 1

favour of the Appellant, and Lecom

through a process sanctioned by the law, and under circums
e matter adjudicated upon by

gtances wholly irrespective of th
Her Majesty in Council between the said litigants Lutchme-
pathy Naidoo and Ramanadha Baboo. .

6. The Court therefore took no furt

ing the Petitioner in possession of the Esta
por did they receive any further application ©

her steps towards put-
tes awarded to him
n the subject un«

Soe K

states adjudicated op under the saig D
aid De

] - 113

med. .
ediate execution of the decree

7' Unde .
Order of H . Ol‘dmary circumstan ) .
e Yo . Cés uno . .
observed uPol;x iIaJ?Sty in Council founded az :a: c;)cewmg the
the Court wouldm1srepresentation of the real fact een already
have deamed it sufficient to ps of the case,
a88 an Ol‘der

the Decree of IT
er Majesty j
¥ 1 Council of ¢
he 2nd

might authorise :
> 01 the subject of their respecti March 184g
i

ve C]aims to the

togive the part;
Parties the opportunity of be?ree’ the Court resolved

8. The ti
« peated appncat‘izleslzl;ot\zed has been since ext

parties, the Petitioner” e pleaders employed bend?d on the re.
he was about to pre: stpleader having'in fOrmeg the respective
not put in until the l;tha n}ore detailed Pe tit'the Court, thyt
Presented on behalf of ultimo and wag Follon, lon.  This wyg
of the Madras GOVe»nmen:do bj;la. Petition

D the 27th of

thesame m
onth. T i
Pon cousideration of thege Pet;
etitions a9,

of the oral :
pleading
Instant th 89 addressed
i the Court now to the Qo
- Proceed ¢ urt on the 9
- nd

9.
On the latter occasion t

fined to t ;
be question of the Coury? © oral Pleadings were ¢
on-

s Jurisdict;
ction ¢
0 determ‘
ine
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Ly an interlocutory order on the walidity of the sales which
have hitherto operated to prevent the Petitioner being placed
in posscesion of the estates awa_rded to Lim by IHer Majesty’s
Decree, the Court having deemed it proper that this prelimi-
nary question of their Jurisdiction should be decided Lefore
entering upon a consideration of the merits of the case, :

10+ The question thercfore Lefore the Court is whether
the Government of Madras in becoming possessed of the es-
tates adjudicated on by the decree of Iler Majesty the Queen
in Council of the 2nd March 1848, Lave violated the purpose
of the said Deerce in such 3 manner as to justify this Court in
fulfilling their duty of enforcing the said Decree to nezative
the right of the Government to retain possession of the estates
referred to, and to determine by an interlocutory order that
they ehall Le taken from the Madras Government and made
over to the Appellant Lutchmepathy Naidoo.

11. The only enactment under which the Court is em-
powered to annul by an interlocutory order a transfer to a
third party of property under litigation is Section XIII Re-
gulation IV of 1502 which provides that any ¢ private” that
is to say any covert or evasive ‘ transfer of property (under
litigation) by sale, gift or otherwise” shall be “ null and
void.”

12. The Petitioner’s Pleader before the Court has admit-
ted that he is unable to characterize the purchase by Govern-
ment of the Estates awarded to Lim as a transfer of this na-
ture or to show that the Government conspired with Rama-
nadha Daboo for the eventual defeat of any Decree that might
be passed by Her Majesty in Council to bis detriment and to
the advantage of his opponent the Petitioner by taking pos-

" session of the property under litigation. Ile allowed that the
Act of the Government whereby it became possessed of the
said property has Lecn open and public and devoid of any such
concerb or aim  to defeat any anticipated or passed Decree of

g

oy,
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ilierx; 3{:;33 u} gouncil, and that it was a process resorted to
Estator 1o alPo -emands held by thfa Government over the said
P .reaxs of Revenue, which had been accumulating
o :t e}:ms of years ;.and he 'further admitted that the
1 coent above qlfoted viz, Section XIV of Regulation IV
oS ;’:es sanction to su(ih a course since it sliows that
e nment are au!‘,lfonzed to enforce their Revenue

upon land under litigation by sale thereof, even when

such land may 1}, i :
¥ be held in possession b iti
under express orders of 'Couxl?t. y one of the fiigants

dECIde t , 0 was no auth()ll s
d hat the exercise Of Sucll urlsdlctl n w t .Z
ed b? ]‘tw, and ]10 t}leﬂ ploceeded tO su Ort hls a ll(.atlo.n

Ist. That the Court haq
undul
order for the full execution of tle l;)); e

Lound to remedy the wrong so done b

yed to issue their
cree and were therefore
¥ them to hig client by

L 4

Ll ""\
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f the 1lst of the grounds advanced by
him :hse. P]Ie[;ds:rpgto::e; that the Decree of Ier .Maj‘:"yP::‘i
Queen in Council of the 2nd March 1848 ded;r:lng tc!:!ed the
tioner to be heir to the V"‘ssered.d y Estatestha (rjf:xrb Was
Court on the 12th December .1543, tha; I ft execntion
bound to carry it forthwith into the fulles

it would admit of, but that although the Petitioner had

esented several applications for execution before the sale
pr

i 33 ok place, the Court had delay-
of the '%Iasullpﬁtﬂmef;’:::; t:rderg un;il after that even.t,. and
o~ ‘s:luilflte tll:e Court was bound to give , Petitioner
hed argl;gr th; delay by placing him in the pos.ition be w?uld
;ezwreesbcen in if the orders of the Court had becn issued prevxxo‘;xs
to the sale of the estate; in regard to the (.}unt‘oor1 p:(ﬁu;eg
which had Leen purchased by Government: in 154(13) .lgtio:er’s
that although it could not now be placed in fhe toc..n ioner™
possession upon the ground of the delay adverted ° lG v:m-
to the Masulipatam estate, still as the tenure. of L ed zes -
ment in both cases was similar, thoug}.l of dnﬂ.‘crent \ a 't, n
might upon the principle of preven.tmg partial or c1rc&(131 c;rt
liti:'atiou be included in the or.der .wluch he prayed the Co
to i:sue and be made over to his client.

16. The delay attributed to the Court as a wrong whi.c};
they are bound to remedy, and this.at the expense oi aDthlre
party inno way concerned in the suit, .out of which the .e:;:
of Ier Majesty in Council has arisen is of two monthS,' e(.{
from the 12th December 1848 when the Decree was re(:e]liva
by the Court to the 12th February 1849 ‘when the 31;511 i:)i;
tam property wassold. In respect to this alleged t;dr.:'] he
' sufficient to observe that whatever despatch the C:'l:; x bthe
have used in issuing their process for the execull o (e
decree it wonld have been altogether im?ﬁ'ectual bto sav]e o
Appellant, the property referred to, whlch_badh een p ;1;“ OZ
. the Revenue authorities under attachment in the year

SR e e
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account; of the arrears of the Revenue due on it, and was thug
in their hands and at their disposal towards the realization of
those claims which they eventually pressed against it by sale
and not in the hands of the Respondent Ramanadha Baboo,
and with this attachment the Court of Sudder Udalut would
have had no power to interfere save in the course of a regular
suit institated to disprove the validity of the claims upon
which the attachment was based.

17. Taving thus shown that the Appellent has been sub-
Jected to noloss or injury by the delay that occurred in issuing
Process of execution on his behalf, and that hence no remedial
measure, were it within the competency of the Court to afford
him any, can be claimed on this account, the Court of Sudder
Udalut deem it unnecessary further to notice the delay of which
the Petitioner has complained. '

18.  The 2d ground nrged by the Petitioner’s Pleader in
support of his Plea that the Court have jurisdietion to dispose
of the case by an interlocutory order is, that under the provi.
sions of Section XXX Regulation V of 1802 which directs
that in cases not provided for by specific rules the Court shall
decide according to Justice, equity, and good conscience, it is
competent to the Court in this case to adopt a course analo-
gous to that provided for in Clause 8th Section XIII Regula-
tion XV of 1816, wherein upon application being made for
the execution of a Decree the Courts are empowered in certain
cases to make previous enquiries before prqceeding to carry
the Decree into execution and to enter upon the summary in.
vestigation of the title possessed by Government to the estates
decreed to the Petitioner and for which the Petitioner hag
applied. '

19. With reference to this argument the Court of

Sudder Udalut have to observe that the object of Clause 8th
Section XTIV Regulation XV of 1816 is to protect parties to
suits or their heirs agaiust wrongful demands made against

-

i oea

-
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them in execution of decrees, .but has no r:efcr'er.we .to thu-:li
parties asserting titles irrespective of t..hose in litigation, z;)ne
the Court therefore are at a loss to .dlSCOV(?t' an analog(yi' tha;
tween the course of procedure therein provided for,dant
which the DPetitioner’s Pleader desires the Court to adopt,

20. The Decree of Ier .\Iajefty in C?uncil s(;ets ant]r;is::
the proprictory title to the estates n (pi:v:t.t;)n(; Zid 3:: ]l{e;
between the Appellant Lutchmepathy Naido pnd the fee
pondent Ramanadha Baboo. .The Go.vernment e o orte
estate which has come into being (hirmg the proglt:ea  of e
litization, is based upon Revenue rights, the‘r.ea ;zaof o
W]l?Ch is by law made indcl)fandent of a¥1 qu‘:uo:} ) u};)“c
prietory- title; the soil being r?sponsﬂ.ﬂe orl ) SOiIlJ oy
Revenue in whomsoever the propf‘lgtory title to t.lemnce "
be vested. Though affecting as in .the presen}t m:wo e
same land, nothing can be more distinct tban' tllf e
tions, that of proprietory right and that of rig 1H ety
tion of Revenue, and a Decree, such' as .that of e ri«etory
in Council in the present casxe itdjudtnc::tmlg :(z; t,ll;r(;lgford *
itle in 1 between two claimants to land, c: ;
::tl]:r;t‘s;:eintcrf'erence with the acts of Government in

forcing Revenue demands.

" 21. i The sale of land in satisfaction of claims of}R.erenue
can only be avoided by the pa.ym.ent of Reveflue wl";xcrlt oxtxz
of any partics engaged in litlgatlo.n ﬁ?t lam{ 1si.at i uersz;né
make and so have the land placed in }.us p(is:esu‘(‘ml 509 s
to Clause fourth Section XI Regulation Z\¥I o t;on’by ¢
the legality of such sale can only be c:tlled in qugs A
guit instituted for the purpose as provided for) eéyc e
seven Regulation II of 1802. The former of t luestion ol
the Petitioner failed to take and the esta’tcs in ;1 R
in consequence under the power of the Levenu ot
and were sold for the arrears of Revenue du(;] on ti(,m i
the latter of these courses whereby alone the ques

I3
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issye between the
rought under judici
22, Entertaip;

Petitioner and the' Government can be
al eognizance has not yet been pursued.
h ing tlx.is view of the law as bearing upon
e case under consideration, the Court of Sudder Udalut
:;’:’-n:'t:ﬁ?d tha.t th?y have no jurisdiction to enter upon a
MY Ivestigation of the title under which the Govern-
:’i‘:::rh}f:ld-? the Cstates decreed to the Petitioner,. the Peti-
o Qu;Vlr.lg fiuled to show that the Decree of Her Majesty
€0 1n Council of the 2d March 1848 which has been
tﬁorises the & ﬂfe Sudder Udalat for execution, au-
Mados, ax;de ;:ult to res.ume from the Goverﬁme.nt of
b make ov'er to him the estates ad.verted to in the
ecree, ag the Clrcumstances under which the Govern-

Provides against,
_T-I‘he Court gre therefore constrained to dismiss the
etitioner’s application,

Extract ¢ Petitioner’s Vakeel on application,

(True Extract)
(Signed) T. WILKINS,
Acting Deputy Registrar,

\
0 FURTIHER PETITION.
THE HONORABLE THE JUDGES OT THE
COURT OF SUDDER UDALUT.
- The humble Letition of Vassa-
’ reddy Lutchmeputhy Naidoo
Presented by his Pleader J. B,
RespecrryLLy SHEWRTY, Norton, Esq.,
That gince the Passin
] July last certain new
15 former Petition has come to
16
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edze and which Your Detitioner
s Honorable Court with a view to
udgment go far only as concerns
the Vassareddy L:tates situate in Guntoor, because he hum-
Lly conceives that the circumstances under which the said
Estates were sold by the said Vassareddy Ramanadha Ba-
buo and purchased by the Government of Madras are such
as this Ilonorable Court can take up and enquire iuto on

d that they render such sale null

interlocutory Petition, and h
"our Petitioner.

and void as azainst X

2. ' Your Detitioner €raves to refer to the statements
contained in his former Petition filed on record in this Iono-
rable Court so far as they are necessary to elucidate the

subject of his present Petition.
3. Your DPetitioner further® cheweth that by a Jetter

from the Ionorable Court of Directors in the Levenue De-
partment bearing date the 21st June 1842 and pumbered 14
it was determined by para. 8 that the Zemindars of Guntoor
ghould be required on condition of receiving 8 sufficient
maintenance to surrender their proprietory rights to e‘nabla
Government to administer the affairs of the Zf:mindanes a8
effectually as if they had been acquired.at public sale. -That
the statement ghould then be made as 1n Palnaud and if ne-
cessary 8 detailed survey and fresh assessment should be
undertaken and that the Collector should be empcfwtzred‘ to
carry into effect works for the improvement of the.lrrlgatxon
and that tho cost of such improvements together th}.x that of
the survey and assessment should be recovered if possible, ;u:
of the future proceeds of the Estates ¢ and by pm‘ﬂt- ld
was further settled that the Estates are not to be 11'185 Otlf-
until all these arrangements are completed, and When 118
1:hull arrive new Sunnuds and Caboliets are to be exe-~

perio} ! . . '
cuted restraining the Zemindars from interfering  with
f nsscssment which may be enfore

rangements and rates © y
ress consent of Government.

Your Detitioner’s knowl
now begs to lay Lefore thi
its reviewing its said J

ar
ced, without the exp

o e

e el -

e

e amem e
s N ey S e
b i e

123

4. Thatdp

L . R
1th day of 0 y Minutes of Consultation under date the

of Fort g gzber 1.812 the Most ITonorable the Govern
Ordod thor )arorge In Council fordered as follows: ¢ *;1'
ol to ths Boar]d o?i) 1—11 o.f this dispatch be comm;micat:
ration of g1 mTmm.,evenue in view to their early conside.
effect to the suge Stments that will be necessary to giv
torg 1o respectao?esl:mns of: the IIonorable Court of Dit:-e e
2. The Board will (tl'e e e of the Guntooe DiStricct.
o e Observaﬁxrect the attention of the present Collec-.
. 2 o rep tootnhs of the ITonorable Court conveyed in’
naud Diger o ot elstaLe of the collections of the Paln
ose, 3, T T y 248 compared with the precedin;
A Zoming V;v;ll be ca.reful to have explained to tho
recsivod frgm 1 i ¢ precise nature of the instructjo .
cutaption of s, )ronorable Court for the temporar .
renler of their pt‘o1 ‘?Perty ’_md call upon them for theys i
:slcribed, 5 e ma{;la 1:::Zn:1ggxtls under the conditions pI::
ucted on > 0f the Zemindarics wi :
o, Pa]naﬁt;; eiz:ilzz E:th:;ples as the R’;:‘t‘“‘:;;v llslyls)feccm;
What epant . 1e DBoard will ate
o (I;f ulec}t;::s(s;; ﬁls are necessary to gi‘l/j: 1! zlllela:;'d o
And frosh oo e Cour.t. 5. Should a detailec(; phedui
red indispensable, thzur‘:’ﬁl);
rrying them into effec)tr arlld
C-a.re should be taken

5. That by Proceedings of e Bo‘ d
ar

bearing dat g
> e the 21st of N
ovember 1842

“ That extract
act of paras, 1 ¢
Consultation and of paras, 10:) olf(‘) th; ioreg
ol the

. of ReVel]ue
ft was ordereq
oing Minuteg of

of Guntoor for },is inform

T """icn .
Is requested to the remar and guidance,

l n 5 f [ The
3 Ui ‘he CUuItI n [hlla. ~ le“u
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dispatch with regard to the small collection of Fusly 1248 as
compared with those of Fusly 1247 and especially to the
large arrears on Enams and Agraharums. Baut the most im-
portant point of the dispatch is that which relates to the
involved condition of the Zemindaries of Guntoor, the mea-
gures to be taken to retricve their circumstances and give
the proprietors relief, and to this subject the Collectors ilfl-
mediate epecial attention is requested. Mr. Stokes should in
the first instance ascertain from the Zemindars whether they
are willing to surrender their Estates on the terms proposefl
by the Ilonorable Court which he should have taken especi-
al care to explain to them, and considering the alt.ernatw?,
the application is not likely to be refused. Supposing their
assent to be obtained, he would consider what would be a
proper allowance for the maintenance ofeach, and though it
is desirable that they should receive enough tosupport them
respectably, yet with reference to their liabilities, and
the just rights of their creditors, public and private, it is
imperative that the means for magnificence and luxury
should not be provided them. Mr. Stokes should obtain from
the Zecmindars ag accurate a statement as they can furnish
of their private debts, and it would be well if he could form
an approximate estimate of the amount which will be aceepts
ed in liquidation. DBut if he resorts to the creditors them
sclves for information on this point, he will be careful to use
language which may commit Government as engaging fur
the payment of the debts. The Vassareddy Estates are un-
der litigation, but in the foregoing negotiations Ramanadha
Baboo should be dealt with as the proprietor.”

6. That Ramanadha Baboo when called upon to sur-
render his proprietory rights under the ¢onditions laid down
refused his consent, upon which the Guntoor Lstates were
advertised to be sold on the 30th June 15843 for arrears of
Revenue amounting to Rs. 26,22,29]1-0-0.

D i et e L Rt
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. ¥+ That on the 14th of June 1843 Ramanadha Baboo
Withdrew _his Oppoeition and signed a Kararnamah of which
téle following is a correct translation from the original in the
R:gector’s Cutcherry at Guntoor. “ Whereas I, Vassareddy
Esta:nad?a B.aboo Bahadur Munna Sultan Zewindar of the
& ¢ of Chintapully Talook, Nezampatam, Circar Colloor

¢ Villages and Vungepoorum Vauntoo in the Zillah of
G_“ntOOP, have been by the Collector made fully acquainted
With the nature of the instructions of the Honorable the
Court of Directors communicated al.ong with the Extract
from the Pl‘Oceedings of the Board of Revenue under date
21st Novembel: 1842 regarding the temporary surrender by
;‘;;:'rn}y Zemindary Estates, I do accordingly hereby sur-
and titlleI;t? th;‘l hands. of G‘overnment the whole of my rights
rectiving n the Z.emmdzmes aforesa?d on condition of my
vernme :ta Sllllﬁictent all?wance for maintenance from Go-

that the E“: therein mentioned and with the understanding

Governme; :;e shall be rest.ored to me after the efforts of

ed, dated 19 h°1' once moresimproving them are accomplish-

> catec 19th June 1843, (Signed) RaManapaA BAB0O.”

Kar:;alil;la; on or about the time of signing the above

Of the Goflonge a:xlmnadha Baboo surrendered into the hands

received in accl(; dle permanent Cowles of the Zemindary and

rable the Courtr ?I;;? with the terms offered by the Hono-

Saint Geore 0! Directors and the Government of Fort
, 2¢ an allowance of Rg, 1,000 per mensem.,

Colles::.tor'l;l;'aézztor about the 17th of February 1846 the
Baboo to attend a;)(:‘ addressed a requisition to Ramanadha
mation regardin. tl:s Cutcherry and furnish certain infor-
which wer{i o toi Talooks of the Vassareddy Estates
of Government datod ; Put up to auction under the Orders
rears amountig o Oth of January 1846 unless the ar-
three days f, g to Rs. 81,95,984 6-4 were paid within

78 from that date. That on or about the 18th of
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a Baboo presented himself at the

February 1546 Ramanadh
J stated his inability to Pa¥ the

Collector's Cutcherry 8D
arrears.

10. That the Zemind
1st of April 1546 and Loug
pum of RRs. 5,000.

11. Thaton the sam

Jector acquainted Ramana

been sold for the oum mentioned and promise
of his giving & Kararnamah renouncing all right to old ba-
lances and claims of whatever kind against the ryots, to re-
commend to the Doard of Revenuc that the balance of ar-

rears against bimn amounting to Rs. 31,00,284, should be

written off.

12, Thatin compliance with
d letter Ramanadha Baboo signed the agreement

pon the balance of arrear3 was written off
r Is. 1,000 continued to him under orders

ereupon sold on the

ary was th
Government for the

ht in by

aforesaid the Col-
t the Estates had
d on condition

e date as Jast
Jha DBaboo tha

the directions contningd

in the eai
required, whereu
and his Pension ©

of Government.

18. Your Peti

of the Guntoor Vassare
procccdings with refercnce to them which t
o the month of June 1843 are illegal and in breach

e declared void and of none effect :—

Your Petitioner were to admit
in any way bound
Baboo whilst im=
Ilonorable Court

tioner respectfully submits that the gale
d the whole of the

ddy Estates an
ook place sub-

scquent t
of good faith and mustb

Firstly.—DBecause if
which heis very far from doing that he is
or compromised by the acts of Ramanadha
properly in possession of the Estates still the
of Directors and the Government of Madras had voluntarily
condoned his defalcations. They offered him by the des-

patch of the 21st of June 1842 and the Minutcs of Consulta~
~ tion of the 11th October of the same ye€al present mainte-

nance and the future restoration of the Zemindary in an

A3 W b,

s e

e :_
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Cto tl

- para. 8thof th

- estates were not legally liable for a singl
gle ru
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mmproved state on th

should be given u e sole condition that the title deeds

p- Th
e Zemindars wh ey were pledged to give new Sun
dand stated at then the work of restoration wa auds
that would be at early period one of the chief sst' e
made for the protection of the gulat-
yots

p]acﬁd acal
employed by Go::;g under their control. The 1
er executed b ment and the terms of the anguage

th

Plete
tions
when

iy deed of
manadha Baboo are go explicit on thsi:l;: n(i
a

at‘ he Wlll not waste lI()ﬂOIa,bl X

by dwelli
elllnt)‘ at
meaning, g atgreater length on its necessary and obvi
. vious
Secondl
y-—DBe
rable Court of cause the advantage which the II
ono-

Director
e st;g)rected t? gain from the surrender
e doapaich o the};(;}:m:;nry rights is stated in
o 218t of June 1
izilrs effectually as 1[? i?\:,;o I?:(;n tl)ni“er e affa?f;sﬂ’lez::;
at result h i | -
e-xﬁngUiSht; (1;;(‘11 l;:.en f:ully obtained. c'_(rll‘:;‘ :‘](:e‘:lt p?bhc sale.”
thoroughly as if th"l"‘letm'y rights for an ind ﬁo. surr?nder
Ny Whoelez had never existed. It eg::r:i}?erwd lo
hand§ e responsibility of administrati ?Wh(’le
the sty o derivenue authorities. The onl ot t'he
reddy T s‘vetcL frox.n the sale of the Gl)lrnI:,rOﬁb asen
T oj‘repudiaﬁ,:, right exercised up to tﬁor —
2 a voluntary and solemn oblie ag :;esent
gation.,

Thirdly.—
y-—DBecause that whereas the ar
rear

to Government in J
une 1813 wh 8 of Kist d
rend when th o
ndered by Ramanadha Baboo amounte:; S:vges were sura
8, 26222,291
’

the estates were fi
nall
Rune vore Unaty put up to auctio
amgu:i 311391;,,284-6-8 shewing an exces:s1 f(f)'r 2 balance of
of Rupees 5,72,993-6-8, That {; arr;:rs to the
our Petitioney’
er’s

excess 18 a pol s
point on which he need not dv&I'):lel of éhe above
. uestions

of increased a
d arrear ’ g
s and mors palpable mismaga em
; gement of the

by the Zemi

“to enable G
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i i hof June 1843 are
he Zemindary since the 14t :
T s Government alone. The debt 1n-

i ncern the ;
matters which ¢f der was extinguished by that act

curred prior to the surren ol
and thelaccountability for what took place afterwards solely

rests with the state.

Fourthly.—Decause if Rama’nndha ]%a})olloer“;:z mlil:):h:
consenting party to such cale, as X o Pemlor or authority
was not, the Government had no right, P?W:) ,wbich ‘¢ bad
to alter vary or depart from an a:grecment lgh Baboo was 8
voluntarily entered, and if the said Raman:;, :t' o e
consenting party to such eale, th'en Y'oux: Peti uimﬁn” -
that the contingent rights of Your Petitioner, revDiously
saved and sccured by the tEII:IILOY‘I‘;'YbZ:‘;:ﬁc:oe:;']I‘)t -1 fraud

o into, the aaid Ramanadba 13 ad no rig’ _
z; tseurccl(xl :'i,':h’ta and to their destruct.ion and ex'tu;c::)c:r‘:;.““
tarily to abrogate the terms by which they :her e ive

And lastly because neither did. the Govcrlnm;xe fom
nor the eaid Ramanadha Baboo receive any valua

sideration whatever for such pretended sale. ' e
And Your Petitioner therefore prays this Iic::z;at ”
to review its said Judgment eo far a:s con o
Cm:'r:n :f the Vassereddy Estates situate in Guntoor and he
porti :

i i his Petition.
his counsel in support of t
praye (0 ¢ heard Ly 2 (Signed) J. B. NORTON,

ister at Law.
18¢h October 1853. Darriste

ORDER THEREON.

edings of the Court of Sudder
November 1853.

Adawlut,
: the Proce
Eﬂrac{fmmunder date the 28th
* PRESENT.
G. S. Hooper, Esquire.'
. A. Morehead, Esquire.
T, L. Strange, Esquire-
Read Miscellancous Petition P

Puisne Judges.

resented under date the

. . .
- - s RPN

-

" .

——

13th October 1833 by J. B. Norton, Esquire, Vakeel on be-
half of Iajah Vassereddy Lutchmepathy Naidoo.

(Here enter S, M. P. No. 343 of 1853.)
Read also Miscellaneous Petition presented on the 29th

October 1853 by the same Vakeel on behalf of the same
party.
(Iere enter S, M. P, No. 376 of 1853.)
Read also counter Miscellaneous Petition presented on
the 21st November 1853 by C. Dale, Esquire, Vakeel on be-
half of the Madras Government represcating the East lndia

Company.

(ITere enter S. M. P. No. 409 of 1853.)

The object of the Petitioner in No. 343 is toinduce the
Court of Sudder Adawlut in revision of their order of the 7th
July 1853 to setaside the sale of the Vassereddy Estate in
Guntoor made for arrears of Revenue because of a certain
agreement alleged to have been previously entered into by
the Government with Ramanadha Baboo, the then ostensible
proprietor of the Estate, by which they undertook the manage-
ment of the Estate with the view of redecming it from such
arrears, R
In their order of the 7th July 1853 the Court of Sudder
Adawlut have already intimated to Petitioner that it is not
competent to them by an interlocutory order to adjudicate
on the legality of such sale and that such guestion can only be
brought to issue by a Civil action. ’

_ Under these circumstances the Court of Sudder Adawlut
dismiss the Petition No. 343 of 1833.

Ordered that Extract from these proceedings be furnish-
ed to the Vakeels of the Petitioner and counter Petitioner.

(True Extractj

(Signed) TIIOMAS WILKINS,
Acting Deputy Registrar,

VSIS SEPa,
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Court dated the 13

PAPERS RELATING T0 1T VASSEREDDY ESTATES,

SUDDER COURT PROCEEDINGS,

Eztract from the Proceedz'ngs of the Sudder Udalue, under
date the 914 July 1834,
PrEseNT,
J. Birg, Esq.,
T. A, Oakes, LEsq.,
A. D, Campbell, Eg.,
Read again R

} Puisne J udges,

eturns from the

th and 24¢h May to
of the 14th April last,

(Here entey N
Also read again Petitiq
in Proceedings of the 14t}

1. The Court hag

Northern Provineial
the Court’s Precept

03. 374 and 399.)
n3 Nos. 1, 5,

nd 8 of 1834 read
April Jast,
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the Collectors of Masulipatam and Guntoor with the mat
ters set forth in the motions Nus. b and 8 of 1831, full con-

tideration, and are of opinion that the ends of justice will be
answered by fixing the amount of security at 2,50,000 Rs.

Ordered accordingly that the Provincial Court, North-
ern Division, be, by precept, commanded ‘to call upon
tajah Vassereddy Ramanadha Daboo to furnish good and
sullicient sceurity in the sum of 2,50,000 Rupeces, and that
en his producing competent gecurity to tLis amount, of
which the nature and extent must be submitted to the Sud-
der Udalut and approved of by that Court, the Lstates
adjudged to him by the Decree of the Sudder Udalut of the
14th March 1852 be placed in his possession.

Ordcred that Extract from these Proceedings be for-
warded to the Provincial Court in the Northern Division
by D'recept returnable without delay.

_ Ordered also that Ixtract from these Proceedings be
furnished to the Petitioner on application.
(True Extract)
(Signed) TIHOS. WILKINS,
Acting Deputy Registrar,
Extract from the Droceedings of the Sudder Udalut, under
date the Vith November 1834
' PRESENT.
" J.Dird, Esq,  (Officiating) 1st.
T. A. Oakes, Esq., do. 24, $ Puisne Judges.

" A. D. Camplell, Esq., do. 3d. .
Tiead acain Petition presented on the ?7th 'ultlmo by
the Vakeel Ghoolam Rajah on behalf of Rajah Vassereddy

1amanadha Daboo.
' (Hecre enter M. :
1. This is an application from Rajah Yas

P, No. 106 of 1834.)
sereddy Ra-

T T YEST s Ve

3

manadha Baboo, representing the impoverished circumstan.
ces to which he has been reduced and praying the Court to
assign him an allowance from the Vassereddy Estates of
3,5004 Rupees per mensem ; pending the Appeal to His
Majesty in Council. e also moves the Court to place the
Lstates attached under his immediate management, or to
issue instructions to the Collector that the Aumeens appoint-
ed by him, may be directed to attend to his . (the Peti-
tioner’s) sugeestions whilst they have charge of the property.

2. The Court are willing to accede to the Petitioner’s
application for an allowance to the extent of 1,200 Rupees
per mensem, upon his furnishing good and sufficient securi-
ty for its re-payment if the Appeal to the King in Council '
should be given against him. They have fixed this sum, as
the limit which in the present state of the property the
Court would not be justified in exceeding. On the further
request contained in his Petition, the Court can pass no
orders: the Estates are placed by law under the charge of
the Collector, and it rests with him to adopt any mecasures
which he may think necessary for their prosperity.

Ordered that Extract of these Proceedings be furnished

to the Petitioner upon his application.

(True Extract)
(Signed) , C. F. CITAMIER,

Registrar,

e ——

Extract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udulut, under
date the 27th April 1835,

PRESENT.
Charles May Lushington, Esq., lst.\l
John Bird, Esq.sieeeces ovsers seneee 2d. pPuisne Judges.

William TLudleston, Esqpervrnrs 84.J
Read Petition presented on the 31st March by the

T T g e Yy

Wb i

o e 2




e L e -

4

Vakeel Gloolam Rajah, on behalf of Rajah Vassereddy
Ramanadha Baboo. :
(Here enter M. T. No. 52 of 1833.)

Read Counter Petitions presented on the 6th Instant
by the Vukeel Ilanoomanta Row, on behalf of Vassereddy
Rungammah. .

(Here enter M. P. No. 53 of 1833.)

1. The Petitivner Ramanadha Baboo referring to the
orders of the Court of Sudder Udalut on his former Peti-
tion No. 106 of 1834 passed under date 17th November last,
represents that he has been unable to find security for the
allowance of 1,200 Rupees per mensem, which the Court
upon that condition then consented to grant to him, and he
now therefore prays that this allowance may be granted to

[ him from the funds in deposit in the Court, without security
in like manner as allowances have bLeen given without se-
curity to Vassereddy Atchammah, and Rungammah.

2. The Detitioner has overlooked in his statement,
the important distinction which exists between his case and
that of the widows, Atchammah anl Rungammah. Their
right to a maintenance from the Vassereddy property is in-
disputable, and even should the Petitioner’s right under the
Decree of the Sudder Udalut, be confirmed by the King in
Council, the widows would under that Decree, be still en-
titled to a larger allowance than the one they now enjoy.
But should the Petitioner’s adoption be declared invalid,
Le could have no claim whatever to any portion of the pro-
.perty in litigation, and it is essentially necessary therefore
that he should furnish security for the eventual refund of
all bayments made from the Estate ‘o him. It was upon
ﬂ\ié.! ground, that they originally complied with the appli.
cation of the widows for an allowance for their subsistence
without Security, whilst it has been demanded from him,
and the _COul‘t cannot therelore accede to his prayer, nor
alter their orders of the 17th November last.

S TR T e st S R TS NSRS I AT T =TT
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Ordered that Extract from these Proceedings be fur<
nished to the Petitioner npon his application.
(True Extract)
(Signed)

Deputy Registrar,

INOYETNAMAIL

To Raojah Vassereddy Ramanadha Baboo Dahadur Munna
Sultan Surdisa Mikee Mannawar under the Circarsof
MootooZannagur, Moosttufannagur, DMasulipatam, Ni
zamputnum and Curnum Mettoo, &c.

(After Compliments.)

With reference to my letter to the Board of Revenue
accompanicd by your Petition addressed to them requesting
to be placed in possession of your Talook, the Board of
Revenue by their Proceedings dated the 14th March 1826,
informed me that they admitted the points noticed in tha
said letter and forwarded the same with their recommenda-
tion to Government ; they however directed me to inform
you that the Estate which has been held under attachment
under the” precept of the Court of Sudder Udalut could
not be placed in your possession without the orders of that
Court, who resolved to do so, on security being tendered
for the profits which might accrue over and above the
Peishcush. A motion should be made by you to the Sudder
Court stating that]under the present circumstances, there
is no probability for some time to come of the liquidation
of even the DPeishcush and that should any profit acerue
afterwards, it would be received by the Collector on aC-
count of the old arrears of revenue, and also to furnish to
you the accounts which you applied for, shewing the actual
collections from Fusly 1241 to 1244 and also the statement
for the current year, to enable you to produce the same
before the Court to induce them to admit your application.
They have also stated that the Court_would_ thereupon con=
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sent to give you possession of the Talook without security
for some time. You will therefore make a motion to the
Sudder Court on the subject. If you address an Arzce
respecting the accounts which you are in need of, I shall
give you the necessary accounts under my seal and siz-

nature.
Catcherry of ! the ITead Assistant Collector in charge

of the Guatoor Zillah.
(Signed) A. MATIIISON,

Ilead Assistant Collector in charge,
' (True Copy)
GeryToor, (Signed) TIOS. WILKIXNS,
st April 1836. Acting Deputy Reygistrar,

PETITION FROM RAMANADIIA BABOO.
 (TrANSLATION.)

TIHEZCOURT OF SUDDER UDALLT.

Detition of Rajah  Tassereddy
Ramanadka DBaboo Duhadur
. BMunna Sultan.

TFrom the motions -already presented by me, your
Court have been very well made acquainted of the deterio-
rated condition to which my Zemindary Talooks have been
reduced from their continuance under attachment, and of
the accumulation of arrears of revenue thereon, without
any prospect of liquidation of the Peishcush payable‘to the
Ilonorable Company. I again take this opportunity to
state_the following circumstances. ]

1. The appeals preferred by my opponents tf) IIis
Majesty in Council, were from a malicious intenuon. of
occasioning losscs to me at any rate, but not from anim-
pression that the Decree of your Court would.be rever?cd.
If your Court will not therefore take into gerious consu.]c-
ration, the unfavourable circumstances and losscs to which

7
th.e Ia'l‘ge Lstate consisting of 561 Villages situated in the
Districts of Masulipatam and Guntoor vaying a Peishcush
of Rupecs 6,82,933 to the ITonorable Company per annum

have been exposed by being placed under attachment (nmi
mana.gcd by hands feeling no responsibility whatever) on
t.he simple pretence of the said appeal h'aving been preferred
from your Decree, which is as good as a final decision, how
can I obtain relief. I presented Petitions to your Court
on the 6th of May 1833, and the 6th Januvary 1834 in which

- I'stated that a further continuance of the Talooks under

zttachment would fare still worse with them, and therefore
egzed that you would hit upon some plan to put them in

- Yoy possession whereby to enable me thenceforward at least

to endeavour to restore them to such a condition as to
ensure means sufficient at least to pay the Circar Peisheus]y
Your Court then called for certain acccunts from the Col.
lectors of Masulipatam and Guntoor, and on 3 Perusal ther -
of p:.xssed procecdings on the 8th of September 1834 'c-
form.mg me that the Estate would be placed in my poss ion
provided I would give security to the extenty oI;' R(issmn
2,50,000 an amount fixed without any foundation wiIl)xze:
ever. This I have been unable to do for so large 2
:.}llr:ount, as the Talooks have gone to s0 much ruin :s tl;f::.
¥ were unable at least (not to speak of any profit at l}
to pay the Circar Peishcush, I however entertai d'.1 '
hope that the Talooks might still come to good cznzlp: 1 iy
and if they do mnot pay the Cirear Peishcusz in onIl o
they might pay it in another and that in that case I ot
no.t have much to regret. In this hope I have ‘been :lv'ould
Pointed inasmuch as I find that year by year the Tal[ZaII:
g?gay the ‘more whereby I came to the conclusion tha: i:‘
¥ continue under attachment as they now are, they

woul » ¥ i
. d never for yearsto come, yicld a produce suffigient ¢
answer even the Peisheush, : °

T S
_ ————
——— - -
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2. To prove to your Court the collections made ‘now
a days from my Talooks and the amounts credited in liqui-
dation of the Dcishcush after paying up the charges of at-
tachment &c., I beg to annex a bricf statement as follows :

Amount cre-
dited in liqui-
dation of the

he Zil- | . . Pcisheush after
lf{: to)l'e(lelxln- Circar Deish- paying up the] Arrcars due.
tour cush. Zufty charges

&e. out of the
receipts of the
Talvoks.

Fll:]y. RS. A P RS. A.'P. Ra. A. P.

T 1a2u1) 540,737 7) 4] 4,63,037) 3 3 77,700 4

»1'7! 3,10,3C6,10f 5

2
—

-1
138

1: 2,30,370 13

,210,737;

|

(S

2,66,505] 4] 1

ce

-~
(%

1243' 5,10,737 2,74,252] 3

|

1244’ 5,410,737

4 1,71,358] 4....] 3,638,375 3| 4

-1

| NE

|

Total...'21,62,949‘13 4'11,44,998
Thus a balance of Peishcush to the extent of Rupees ten
lacs, seventeen thousand, nine hundred fifty one, annas five
and pice eight, has become due for four ycm:s. If yolti 2153
peruse the statement for the fusly year 1243, you wi nd
how many lacs of Rupees arc due on the Talovks situate

inone single District of Guntoor, for five years up to the
end of the said fusly year. I herewith submit for your pe-

rusal five statements from the fusly year 1211 to 1215 which
al and signature of the Collector of

-1
on

10,17,931) 5 8

I ohtained under the sc L
Guntoor. Desides this, an heavy arrcars of revenuc has

PRSI e
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now 13e00me'duc to the Circar on the Talooks situated in
the .lelah of Masulipatam for the accounts of which I have
applied to the Collector of that Zillah. T shall produce

_them when received, a perusal whereof will shew you how

many lacs of Rupecs have hitherto become due to the Circar
on my Talooks situated in the said two Zillahs. De the
aﬂ‘ea.l‘ €ver 8o many lacs, it would be some consolation if
the inhabitants and Talooks were in good condition; most

- Part of the inhabitants having experienced inconvenicnces

from the Zufty management have emigrated to the great
detriment of the Talooks. Your Court are moreover well
aware of how many lacs of Rupees have been hitherto remit-
ted by bills to the Collector in liquidation of the arrears of
revenue, out of the Company’s sccurities in deposit in your
Court on account of my Iistate. The amount 8o remitted
has not been included in the said gtatements inasmuch as

i? did not form part of the collections made from the Ta-
looks which were included in them,

. 3. IfIshould even now take possession of the said
l'l.lll.le(l Talooks and send for and satisfy the inhabitants by
giving them advances of money, grain &c., and by executing
to them cowls according as they please, I may hope thact,;
mean.s would be probably obtained four or five years hence
sufficient for the liquidation of at least the Circar Peishcusb’
but under the present circumstances there is no prob.abilit .
or indeed any hope of my getting the better and the Ta)-r
looks being restored to a good condition, - I would not have
felt so much, if the Circar Peishcush were at least
ff'om my Talooks while under attachment. The sole ambi-
tion of my opponents is to occasion loss to me in any wsy
They do not at all feel at the deterioration of the Talookz.
Even after the Talooks are placed in my possession it woulci
take four or five years before they could discharge even the

2

discharged
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‘i imed ontract loans for
Circar Deisheush, and T will bi;;“;{i‘,lzzsl P
‘ we the Peishcush an-
discharged until after
Thus a period of

the liquidation of the intermedi e
as the Colleetor would recover ul))m
nually. These loans could not be

’ aid periods
four or five years after the raid pu - st
¢ to accomph:h the & ;
lourishing condition, and

arrange-
§ years will take up form f

ment and restore the Bstate t(.) a S 1t could nt
woull liave no profit to enjoy in the 1

i ter that period
Le blamed that I would usurp .lhe pr‘uhté at:;l-;l t‘l‘ " Ibe o
beeause the Decree of 1lis .\I:x_]cs!y. n d«::ll il e
ceived in the interim. The ol-.juct mtc.;nla.is t: e e
ment of the litigated L‘alutc;‘n :il:c;:(;)xe b0 D e
sh, bzt not to Lring ruin on
or the liquidation of
Rajuh Vassered-
Sultan had becn
and without

from usurping any profits » hic
payment of the Cirear Teizheu but
the Talooks, and frustrate all means

ush. My father thelate

. y oy
ircar P'eishic
the Cire wWlur Munna

dy Venkatadry Naidog Dl

esents from the Government,

honured with 1Y apidation, managed the

i : 1!
reducing the said large L:tate to ‘-‘J s e
BTN e Hl’ distinguished him-
i ine it to full in arrear. ¢ disting p
‘ithout allowing 1t to y tinguizhel b
it j -orthy of the protection of G rernment and
eelf a3 an olject wo ofthe 17 gremment o
yutation " i °
l your Court have passed a l.CJ.S()n:}f
ir to succced to all the rights o
There is no doubt that
be allirmed by I.Ixs Mla-
a short delay witl only
Court in the mean-
curing me from all

he world.
acquired a great re

to his rank and diguity,
ble Decree declaring me hc‘
my father according to Sustmj.
this Decree of your Court \vou'l
jesty in Council, but before this, o
take place. It Lowever re:tsen )b T
wlile, to support my Sumusianum by

H Talooks. .
un 0{ my ] J.lﬁun of ﬂle rl ulUUkS

¢ Duoard of Itevenue,
Le Collector in

The representa-
Josses attending the rt Talo

tion made Ly me respecting the dilapi
was Liid Lefore the Government by th
aud under the orders irsucd by the latters t

o e mann <

—

- lage,

_Rupees 30,000 has been §

e ——
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charge of the District of Guntoor has writlen to me an
Inoyetnamah on the Ist of April 1836, the original of which
1s herewith submitted for your perusal.

4. The causes of the ruin of my Talooks are these :

The Zufty officers do not in proper seasons make settle-

ments in regard to Kists, &e. execute cowls, or cause culti-

vation, &c. to be carried on, nor do they adjust the extent of
Produce at proper: times, or realize the amount to be re-
covered. These and other circumstances have disturbed the
condition of the ryots and reduced them to distress by
which they feeling it impossible to live under the Zufty
management, were induced to emigrate to foreign Talooks
80 that some of the Villages have been completely depopu-
lated and some inhabited only by 3 or 4 ryots in each Vil-
Thus my Talooks have been extremely ruined, and
the lands became a desert. The Talook of Nuundigama
situated in the Zillah of Masulipatam (exclusive of Chinta-
lapaty Vunt which was sub-rented) which w
ing a Peishcush of Rupess 86,000 per an

much deteriorated that a Dowle of only 8,000 Rupeces has

been fixed on it. The Tanahs of Coorapad and Guntoor
'situated inthe Zillah of Guntoor,
annual Peishcush of Rupces 1,6
their present circumstances

as formerly pay-
num has been so

were formerly paying an
0,000 to the Cirear, but
are such that a Dowle of about

xed on them. Unless I take o
due care of those ruined Talooks at least hereafter by send-

ing for the ryots and making the requisite arrangements,
they will be much more ruined and I will have nothine to
do. The remaining Villages do not pay completely c:ren
the Circar Peishcush. I submit these facts for the considca
ration of your Court, to enable you to afford me justice,

5. If your Court will at Je

ast now deliver over to me
the Talooks which are so badly

circumstanced {hat they

-
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would not be able to pay even the Circar Peishcush (fora
considerable time) rather than to continue them under at-
tachment (on the ground of an Appeal having been pre-
ferred to the King in Council) and thereby occasion a loss
of Decishcush, I shall arrange the affairs thereof a8 effici-
ently as practicable and pay the Peishcush to the Circar
from the ensuing fusly year 1246.

Court will, on consideration of
be pleased to issue precepts to

the Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam respectively,
directing them to place the Estate in question in my pos=
gcssion, without security, on obtaining at Jeast arrangement
from me cngaging myself not to dispose of it by gale &c.,
Lefore a decision shall have been reccived from Iis Majesty
in Council. I further beg to state that I have applied to
the Collector of Masulipatam for the requisite accounts
which I shall submit for your persual when received.
(Signed) GOOLAM RAJA, Vakeel.
(A True Translation)
(Signed) T. NARSINGA ROV,
(True Copy)
(Sigued) THOS. WILKINS,

I therefore request your
the foregoing circumstances,

95th April 1836,

Acting Dy. Registrar, -

13

COUNTER PETITION FROM VASSEREDDY
RUNGUMMAIL

TO (TraNSLATION.)

TOE COURT OF SUDDER UDALUT,

Counter  DPetition presented by
Vassereddy Rungummah,adop-
tive Mother and Guardian of
Rajah Vassereddy Lutchmee-
pathy Naidoo Bahader Munna
Sultan, Appellant in Appeal
No. 11 of 1827 on your Court’s
File, to the Petition presented on
behalf of Vassereddg Rama-

nadha Baboo in No. 61 of this

year,
Ram zﬁat]‘;f:re;}lci to' the Peti{ions presented on bchalf of
106 and 118 ofa 10803m Nos. 1 and 86 of 1833, Nos. 1, 81,
Petitions ore 4, and No. 52 of 1835, to the Counter
5.8, 110 ans?ltled thereto in Nos, 96 and 97 of 1833, Nos.
Trovcedinn of of 1834 and Nos, 55 of 1835, and to the
16tk Januzr any;lou]r Court passed on them under dates the
Sth Septemb); . |0th June 1833, 14th April, 21st July,
138 togethe: :;;thl;ihg:vigber 1834 and the 26th April
. ’ erences 1 i

\:lzlt;icon.vmce your Court that Ramanadlt:%‘:;::oma:::;zeg )
Withnt ﬁi;ig:llarly possession of the disputed Talooks an((;
e them. teir surplus funds without giving adequate
Ma.esty ' e ére ev-en. the. result of the final decision of His
(]ivi * y in Council .m this suit is known, has had recourse to
Court brste:':lrllstath d}‘fferen.t timeg anyhow to mislead ;0‘11‘

dom DUt ztth (;) ad !uthe.rto been frustrated in his en
col by ouy Ie above cited just and reasonalle orders -13-
the Pet}i’t' - It would further appear to you that eve?;'-
100 now presented by him no circumstance of suf;in

-—
P~
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cient importance has Leen stated to induce your Court to
place him in possession of the dizputed Talooks without
es which eontradiet

security, excepting fome circumstane
I therefore think it

those stated in the former Petitions.
r',;r' Iy answers to every allog:xtion con-
all however proceed to
hich

unnecessary to eunla

tained in the eaid Detition, but T ¢h

state hercunder only some important circumstances w

will ehew the irregularity of his application.
throughout the said DPetition,

attributes the accumulation of the arrears of revenue and
ruin of the Latate for want of regular cultivation &c., to
the dizputed Talooks being under the Collectors attach-
ment, and proposes that it the Talooks were placed in his

arity, he would take measures to
wunctually the Circar

Joans for

1. Ramanalha DBaboo,

possession without gcc
prevent guch injuries, and to pay up | !
Puisheu:h from Fuslyl year 1246 by contracting
the purpose.  Here it is to be observed that the first {mrt
of Section 1V Legulation VIII of 1818 Clause 2nd; b.cc-
tion XI Legulation NI of 1509, Section \.'II licgu}aﬂuou
1I of 1811, Clause 10th Section X Rogulntlor} V of 1802,
and other enactments cle are that pcmh.ng an A'p-
peal, the Jitizated property ehall not be.placcd in possession
of the successful property unlc:‘s. he gives Sccufny for it,
and that in default of sceurity being given, the L:t.nte shall
be pl.wcd under the attachment of th? .CuHcctor urtu.l a final
Jecizion shull have been passed. 'llnf game ol'nmon[ ll}ns
Leen plainly explainad in your Court’s prucccdm;,]vs.o the
10th June 1833 and other dates above alluded tc-). t i3 nlnt
therefure just that I!:un:\nzulh.:l oo f-lmul-'l lmpllxgrirt ;(;
propricty of continuing the dizputed ’%:floul\s ;)n Tmlbe' f,.
tlie Collector who ctands in neutral position 10 oth partics
said regulations and £y that he feels no
the Circar Peisheush.  Itis equally
est 1o be put in posscss

arly decl

according to the
interest in collecting

unjust that be should make a requ

O S p—
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ixon 0: the Estate without sccurity. If there are any ex<
of the mig Trtores to be adopied for the jmprovement
gésting the same to, the SZﬁe;(;uld . ?cittlm;l' o oue-
and causing the requisite ary S e Plcasu're,
T g g X quisite arrangement to be effected by him,
- I‘)oqsees::e ore no need' to take much pains on the subject,
A ses no more right or means than the Collector
lmprove the disputed Talooks by giving advances of
:nor;‘e.y an.d paddy at proper times, This opinion has been
xp ained in the last part of your Court’s proceedings of the
llt.ll November passed on Ramanadha DBaboo’s Petitt:ion No
106 of 1834, Cultivation did not flourish owine t(;
the deficiency of rains in Fusly 1241, which au:f the
total failure of them in Fuslies 1242 and 1243 brought
on g great famine and mortality among cattle and mtu
It was for this reason that the disputed Talooks wcrc;
not duly cultivated and Collections made suflicient at
least for the liquidation of the Circar Kists in Fuslies 1244 ‘t
1245, although theye had been partial rains in the said h'e'u'o
but this loss could not be ascribed to any neglect iX)l ‘tls’
nmn.agement of the Collector. Ifit were tucbe im )ut:l
) ;;) llilm’ how could a profit have been derived from thle Ta
o 3 a ] . . - . N . -
Cllators achmmonts T oo sy o Jnder e
o lector's o 1 he los iich were sustained in
the said fuslies owing to the adverse nature of the
were not coufined only in the disputed Talooks butsela'so?,
all the Zemindaries held and manaeed by the,' Ze a”;) s
themselves in the Northern Division,aand in the Cirl:a.lflf.l.‘ars
lOOIfS. The said Zemindaries therefore came under sel\ .
trutlon-’ This is kuown to all, but suppressinei .
]D:':tlzl:; Ii)nbgo at.trlbute(.l the losses sustained in :he disputed
- n t fzsald fuslies to the Cirear attachment, T
te did to misleag your Court. When ther h_llS
. iere happens a faf.

1'\11‘0 1 o lelll o } 1 } OF -
Of ran ﬂu‘()li I 1vi b=y
o 1 thc C. ilDCllC y al d Qs 'Q'd.t DJO].‘t'dli

t: Ruma- '
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ty among cattle &c., even the said person must Le unable
to improve the Talooks. When there are no such calami-
ties, the Collector himself would bring them to a good con-
dition. It would therefore appear to your Court that it is
uscless to place the Talooks in possession of Ramanadha
Baboo. Iflosses were really sustained owing to any neglect
on the part of the Collector, I would not have been remiss
(until the passing of the final decision) in representing the
same to the proper authoritics, and getting the requisite
arrangement made, because I possess an equal right and
interest until then. Consequently, had it not been for some
other object in his view, he would have fclt no necessity to

anticipate me in making a representation so prematurely

nor is there any benefit to Le derived only by Limself from
such a proceeding.

2. Although a loss was hitherto eustained only in
some fuslics owing to fumine, yet it cannot be at all expect-
ed that similar losses would be sustained and crops failed
also from the fusly year 1246. There is every symptom
that there will be proper rain in the present year, which will
be useful for the crops of the said fusly. The inconveniences
experienced from the eaid famine, have already passed over
and the country is coming to a better condition. There i3
therefore no reason to place the disputed Villages in posses.
gion of the gaid Petitioner without any security for the pro-
fits thereof from Fusly 1246 with reference to the accounts
of the said Petitioner. If Ramanadha Daboo did not think
that a profit will be derived after the liquidation of the
Circar Kists from fu:ly 1246, he would not say that he
would contract loans for the discharge of the revenucand
take g0 much pains for the purpose, but he would remain
quict for some time more in the same way a3 he hasbeen
lately. Ile would at no time entertain an idea that indi.
viduals would assist Lim with loans to the extent of lacs of

N
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Rupees for the payment of Circar Peishcush before he is
unable to give any other sufficient property in mortgage.
He must be also aware that he cannot effect an arrangement
more efficient than that of the Collector. The reasons urged
by him on the subject are not therefore worthy of credit.
As he is not sure that he would gain the cause ultimately
he intends in the mean while to take possession of the dis-
puted Talooks without security for some time by some ex-
pedient or other, and thereby to enable himself at any rate
to occasiona deficiency in the collections to be made at that
time and usurp a large amount gradually in order that he
may secure a maintenance during his life time. Ile has
accordingly invented the above grounds. If the Talooks
were to be placed in his possession without security, as he
wishes, the other party, who might ultimately gain the
cause, will be deprived of all benefits. The Collectors will
be altogether unable to get either the real accounts of the
collections made, or the amount usurped by Ramanadha
Baboo at the time when the Talooks may be in his posses-
sion. It cannot therefore be believed that the whole of col-
lections would be paid on account of the arrears of revenue.

3. In Petition No. 106 of 1834 Ramanadha Baboo
stated that he had not only expended all the property which
had been in his possession, but also contracted loans to a
great extent from individuals for his subsistence and that
he possesses no more property or any hope of raising loans for
his future maintenance. Ile prayed that an allowance
might be granted to him in consideration of his distress, He
reiterated the above circumstances in his Petition No. 52 of

"1835 and added that no body would trust him to become

security for the sum of Rupees 1200 assigned for his

maintenance per mensem. If you consider all these you

will find that it is impossible to believe that in the event of

the disputed Talooks being placed in bis possession without
3 «

S -
\\.
"t
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gecurity, he will not appropriate a portion of the collections
thereof towards his own expenses and the liquidation of
Lis debts &e., or pledge.the disputed Talooks on account of
his large debts &e. You will also find it impossible to re-
cover for the party (who might be ultimately successful) the
larae amount to be usurped, and the extensive lands to be
dizposed of by him. It cannot be therefore at all believed
that he would coutract debts for the liquidation of the Circar
Iists and the arrears of revenue. Although Ramanadha
Baboo (who is destitute of property) executes an engage-
ment regarding the Talooks as proposed in the concluding
part of his present Petition, yet it is not just that the said
Istate which is of cousiderable value, and on which a largze
gist has been asscsseds should bLe placed in his posscssion
merely upon such engagement, without any security pre-

gcribed by the regulations.  If your Court will refer to the.
ctitions of Ramanadha Baboo

orders passed by you on the I’
Nos. 105 and 52 above eaid, and on bis Petition No. 1 of

1533 you will find that you have pluinly declared that pre-
viously to the passing of a final decision, even a small
amount could not be paid to him from the disputed Lstate
without sufficient sccurity for its re-payment. The reasons
advanced for it must be applied also to the present subject
which is of greater importance.

4. Tamanadha Daboo had formerly held possession of
the Mootah of Rajahpet. . He had alzo assumed some of the
dizputed Talooks by deceiving me with the assistance of
Pottoory Calidoss the rd Respondent (since dcceazed) after
the death of my husband. 1Iedid not then pay up punctual-
ly even the Circar Kists out of the collections of the Ta-~
Jooks ; Lot usurped considerable money, which it was alto-
gether diflicult to recover from him, and the disputed Lstates
were subjected to considerable losses from the leases &e.,
which he had then given by reducing the sist 5 and he deri-
ved a benefit. Of these your Court are well aware {rom

- ————
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z};e:rii);gstdbm; appeals regarding our Estates, There is
no; It in0 e':ev? that he would desist I'r?m such conduct
Peis-hcuqh lik:utll ) '1? rl nded Esta.t.e s paying considerable
b place;] . q!e : alooks now at 1ss.ue, the lands were to
Cir In possession of the party without security for the

rear Peishcush, such party will not pay. up the Peishcush

- notwi i i i i
withstanding he might realize considerable money suffici-

ent for it, but usurp the collections and cause the disputed

lands to be sold in auction according to Clause lst Section |

V Regulation II of 1811, and in such case there will be no
means or property whereby to recover the said money, and
fhe consnderalfle losses to be sustained in consequence. It
E ttherefore 1n.c§1mb'ent on the Courts, who protect the
susc }altt; :;iiz Sl;:g;t;oyn; r::Sc:m.avoid such injuries by adopting

: 1sure the recovery of the money in
question. If a present possessor shall have an unquestiona-

ble right to the profits of the Zemindary remaining after’
o

deducting the Peishcush from the collections thercof, then
the Revenue authorities may at any time attach the ,eqqt’
and appropriate the profits to be derived by him in th;a i'ue
';)ure years, t?wards the liquidation of the Peishcush usurpec;
CZUEH:]’OT:;H c(zllsesbof such disputes, the eaid arrangement
be applind toT}?e z, ecause the whole account of profits will
b Spplicd ecurity to be tendered to the Court in the
ginning of the year, and the present possessor will have
property in possession. It is therefore absolutely neces "‘O
f?r the Court, at least in cases of disputes renarginrr o
sive landed Estates, to take a security in the bzginni:rrezft' et:;
o

{]ear,dfor the amount of Peishcush in the same manner as
ey do for profits. While it i ing i ( .
P 2 16 13 80, nothing is more surpris-

;)ng than tl.la,t Ramanadha Baboo should make a request t
. :epll);z:i ;n lzoss;ssilon 0%' ?he dis.puted Talooks previous]\y tz
PeiShcus}: :n;, na,ﬁdecwlon, without security sufficient for
Taogs” nd. pro ts fmd for preventing the ruin of the
. ere .is neither an emactment nor an order of

¢
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your Court applicable to such a request nor i3 there a prac-
tice of so duing in any of the Courts.

5. In Petition No. 1 of 1834 presented by Ramanadha
Baboo after the passing of your Court’s Proceedings of the
10th June 1833, he acknowledged as stated above that not
only the disputed Talooks, but also whole of the country
have been visited with great famine from Fusly 1242, and
proposed that if, upon an average of the produce of some of
the former years when there was no famine, an amount of
security be defined only for profits exclusive of Kists &e.
he was ready to tender the same. This I opposed by a
counter Petition in No. 5 of the said year, in which I stated
scveral reasons to shew that a eccurity for the amount_of
Teishcush is also necessary, but your Court without doing
g0, called for and examined the Collector’s reports &e. and

assed Proceedings on the 21st July 1834 in which you re.
quire a security to be given for 2,50,000 Rupees an amount
less than one-third of the produce of the Zemindary. Al-
though this order was quite expedient for him, yet he,
without doing so, allowed considerable time to elapse. Ile
afterwards in his DPetition No. 81 of 1834 expressed his
consent to give security for the said amount. In contradice
tion to these, he now requests to be placed in possession of
the disputed Talooks although the famine is now over, and
produces the accounts of losses for those years in which a
famine was prevalent (as admitted by him not only in the
said Petition No. 1 but also in Petition No. 106 of 1831) as
if they had been prepared for the years in which the coun-
try was in good condition. Irom these accounts, he stated,
it would appear that the Collector managed the affairs with-
out feeling any reeponsibility. Thus he asserted some con-
tradictory pleas with a view to mislead the Court. It would
appear however that his application &hould not be complied
with. It is not therefore necessary for me to detail my ob.
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Jections either to any orders which he might lately obtain
from the Revenue authorities by deceiving them some how or
other or to any other similar circumstances. Whatever
might be the motive under which the Revenue authoritics
-wrote the Inoyetnamah in the name of Ramanadha Baboo,
yet it would at no time be sufficient to nullify the above Re-
gulations and the Orders of the Court, and also the Petitions
of Ramanadha Baboo, so that the interests of the party who
may be ultimately successful, may be prejudiced.

I therefore request your Court will, on consideration of
the foregoing circumstances &ec., be pleased to reject the
irregular prayer of the Petition presented by Ramanadha
Baboo in No. 67 of this year.

(Signed)y HANUMUNTA ROW,

‘Appellant’s Pleader,
(True Copy)

(Signed) THOS. WILKINS,
Ag. Deputy Registrar,

Monday, .
27th June 1836,

ORDER THEREON,

Eztract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut, under
“date the 27th July 1836.

PrESENT.
J. Bird, Esq.,
W. ITudleston, Esq., $Puisne J udges.
A. D. Campbell, Esq., j
Read Petitions presented by the Vakeel Ghoolam Ra-
Jah, on behalf of Rajah Vassereddy Ramanadha Baboo, re-
Presenting the condition to which the Talooks of his Zemin-

dary have been reduced in consequence of their continuance
under the management of the Revenue Officers of Govern-

© ment, submitting two statements obtained from the Collec-
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tors of Masulipatam and Guntoor ehewing the Peizheush
duc from Fusly 1211 up to Fuely 1244 inclu-ive, and also
for the present Fusly 1245 on account of the Vassereddy war
Estates under attachment by order of the Sudder Udalut,
and praying that in consideration of the circumstances ur-
geldin his DPetition, the Court will be pleased to place the
Lstates in question in Lis (Dectitioner’s) possession without
gccurity, on the condition of Lis entering into an agreement
not to dispose of them by gale &e. before a decision shall
have been reccived on the Appeal preferred to His Majesty
in Council.
(Ilere enter S. M. Pa. Nos. 67 and S0 of 1836.)

Tead also counter Petitions to the above presented by
the Vakeels Guness Doss and Hanoomunta Row, on behalf
of Vassereddy Atchama, Rajab Vaussereddy Lut hmepathy
Naidoo azd Vassereddy Runzumma, praying that for the
reasons detailed by them the prayer of the Petition No. €7
may not be complied with.

(IIere enter M. Pa. Nos. €9, 70, 77 and S1 of 183G.)

1. Under the provisions of Section 1V. Iegulation
VIII of 1818 the Court of Sudder Udalut may * order the
¢ judgment passed by them to be carried iuto execution,
“ taking suflicient sccurity from the party in whose favor
“ the eame may be passed, for the due performance of such
« Order or Decree as 1is Majesty, his heirs or ruccessors,
“ ghall think fit to make on the Appeal.”

2. In their Proccedings of the 21et of September 1924,
the Court of Sudder Udalut declared that « this will Le
“ sufliciently provided for if sccurity is taken for all net
“ receipts from the lande, because to whichever party the
“ property may be finally adjudgzed, tle revenue due to
“ Govermuent, which constitutes the difference between the
“ net and annual produce under the Ieulations wust have
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"¢ been intermediately paid and never constituted an ac<

« gountable receipt tothe party in possession; as long as
¢ that party gives sccurity for all he receives, so long will
“ there be the means of duly performing the Decree of the
¢ King in Council, becaase any private transfer of the land
% jtself durinz the Appealis invalid under Section XIV

“ Regulation IV of 1802.”

3. The documents put in with these Detitions by the
Detitioner in No. 67 shew beyond question that since Fusly
1241, so far from any profits having been obtained from the
Estates under the management of the Revenue Officers of
Government, the Collections have not been sufficient by
geveral lacs of Rupees, to satisfy the Government demands,
and it appears to the Court that there can be no questior
that there will be no net profits for several ycars to come;
and consequently on that account there can be no nceessity
for requiring any sccurity whatever previous to ordering
the Estates in question to be placed in possession of the
Petitioner Rajah Ramanadha DBaboo, a measure that may
be for the benefit of all parties, if the Petitioner Ramanadha ¢
Baboo can manage the Lstate to greater advantage than
the Revenue Officers of Government.

4. All that appears necessary for this Court to do is
to take care that the produce after payment of the expenses
of cultivation shall be appropriated to the payment of the
Revenue dué to Government ; and the Court are of opinion
that this can be done, without taking security, by means of
the Revenue authoritics who should be requested periodi-
cally to certify to the Sudder Udalut all payments made by
Rajah Ramanadha Baboe, distinguishing payments on ac-
count of the current Fusly ¢ from those on account of
arrears” by which means there will be a suflicient check
to prevent any misappropriation of the collections,

PR
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5. For these reasonsthe Court direct that whatever lands
the Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam may have in their
charge belonging to the Vassereddy war Lstate and at-
tached under the orders of the Provincial Court, be dee
livered over to the Petitioner Ramanadha Baboo.

6. The Court therefore resolve that copy of these
proceedings be transmitted to the Provincial Court in the
Northern Division for their information and guidance, com-
manding them by precept to instruct the Collectors in the
Districts of Guntoor and Masulipatam to deliver over to the '
Petitioner Rajah Ramanadha Baboo such of the lands be-
longing to the Vassereddy war Estate as they may lold
under attachment, and dirccting that a full and particular

return be made shewing what may have been done in pur.
suance of this resolution,

(True Extract)
(Signed) THOS. WILKINS,
Acting Deputy Llegistrar,

S———

. RETURNS.

Copy of Return of the Acting Colleclor of Masulipatam
to Court’s Irecept of 2d August 1536,

The Acting Collector in the Zillah of Masulipétam
has the honor to state that in conformity with the instruc-
tions conveyed in the forgoing Precept, orders have been
issucd to the Revenue Ameens under his control to deliver
over the charge of the Estates of Vassereddy to Ramanadha
Baboo.

Given under my hand, and Seal of

the Cutcherry at Chullaputty, this 3rd day
of September 1836,

(Signed). J. GOLDINGIIAM,
Acting Collector,

L. S.
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Copy of Return of the Collector of Guntoor to Court’s -
Precept of 2nd August 1836,

In acknowledging the receipt of this Precept the Col
lector has the honor to state that, in conformity to the

orders contained in the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut

under date the 27th July last which accompanied it,
# Guntoor and Coor. the lands composing the several Va-
paud, Chebrole and Am- hees* or portions noted in the mar-
rutaloor Rajahbett. . .
gin belonging to the Vassereddy war
Lstate,which were held under attachment under Precepts from
the Judicial Courts, bave been made over to Rajah Vasse-
reddy Ramanadha Baboo, the second adopted son of the late
Rajah Vassereddy Venkatadry Naidoo,

Vith reference to the 4th para. of the Proceedings
above referred to, the Collector begs to state that due at-
tention will be paid to keep a suflicient check over the
Zemindar to prevent any misappropriation of the collec-
tions that may be made by him from the lands now made
over to him, and to forward to the Court an account par-
ticular of the sums paid by Ramanadha Baboo into the
Collector’s Treasury, distinguishing payments on account of
the current Fusly from those on account of arrears at the
expiration of the Fusly and particularizing the different
portions on which account they may be paid. The Zemin-
dar has been more particularly directed to give his attention
to the better management of the Istates by which the par-
ties under litigation as well ag the Government might be
benefitted in the highest degree, and to be punctual in the
transmission of his accounts at the close of ecach Fusly,
shewing the Demand, Collection and Balance on the Estate,
ns well as of all the charges incurred by him, together with
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the amount paild into the Collector’s Treasury on accouat

S ‘ of the Government Peisheush. .
: Given under my hand and Seal, thia

H 9th day of Scptember .\ D. 1836.
o (Signed) A. F. BRUCE,

: P ‘ollector,
I E (True Copies) AUCILAMP

L 17 ‘.T.B'.’ : 4 ’

: "z‘ | (chl)Cd) G Llegister,
uF (True Copy.)

et
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(Signed) THOS. WILKINS,
° Acting Deputy Regustere

P

3 GUXTOOR, }
by Collector’s Cutcherry.

O——

In return to above Precept which accompanied an I?x-
Qudder Udalut directing
and Guntoor be instructed
Jdba Baboo such of the lands
y may hold

% | ~  Masulipatam Aovrthern Provincial Court of Appeal.
|
b

tract of the Droceedings of the

that ¢ Collectors of Masulipatam
"« o deliver over to Rajuh Ramana

« Lelonging to the Vassereddy war Estate a3 tl}c ,
the Judges of the Northern P’ro-

; ”
i « ynder attachment, otres

1 Court have the honor to annex copics ©

'\ | :;::::ed from those Oflicers to Precepts communicating the
i Orders of the superior Court issucd under date the 3nd
Il ] . .
‘ ultine Given under our hands, and the Seal
i of the Court, this 11th day of September
L. S ) 136 A.D.
| ; (Signed) J.G. PASKE,
t b 15t Judge:
. ' "GII MONTGOMERIE,
i (Signed) IUGI MONTGOMERTE
y 4 ’ (’I‘ruc C“l‘,“)
1

’ (Signel) THOS. WILKINS,
‘ Aclmy l)qnuly Ifr‘:/h{e‘r.

-
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RAMANADIIA BABOO'S MANAGEMENT.

Eztract from the Proceedings of the Sudder Udalut, under
date the 11th Seplember 1838,

PRESENT.
J. Bird, Esq., %
A. D. Campbell, Esq.,

Read return dated the 27th ultimo from the Provincial
Court in the Northern Division to this Court’s Precept of
the 6th ultimo, directing the Northern Provincial Court of
Appeal to call on the Collector of Guntoor for an account of
the sums paid into his Treasury by the manager of the Vas-
sereddy &e., Lstate, prepared according to the form submit-
ted by the Collector of Masulipatam from whom an expla-

nation of the' reasons why so small a sum was collecteq] in
each Fusly was further required.

x

Puisne Judges,

(Tlere enter S. A. No. 999 of 1338.)

From the communications which accompany the fore-
going return it would appear that the present impaired
state of the resources of the Zemindaries under Ramanadha
Baboo’s management is mainly attributed to the calamitous
scasons from which the Districts of Guntoor and Masulipa-
tam have of late years so severcly suffered. The Court of
Sudder Udalut is willing to believe they may have been
considerably deteriorated by these unfortunate causes, but
on a consideration of the accounts transmitted to the Collee-
tors of Guntoor and Masulipatam, the revenue liabilities with
which the. Istate is shown to Le now encumbered, exhibit
such a state of ruin and almost irretrievable embarrassment
that they feel themselves called on to enquire whether any
grounds cxist for considering this deplorable result to Le
attributable in any measure to miszconduct on the part of

the manager Ramanadha Baboo, or whether it is supposed

R, P 6
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that :

"“iSﬂP;rr]Zprxiftret&OE Of}: he proceeds of the Lstate have been

propricty of comi{xuin:t l,udmdu“l‘ In the meantime the

ment of the propert oo tumanadha Baboo in the manage-

Court desire Iaccl l.y secems to Le open to doubt, and this
» accordingly, to Le favored with the sentiments

Of the C‘)ne(‘tors 0[ G
. untoor Masuli . .
in question. A aund Masulipatam on the point

Ward?;‘:i"t‘-;iﬂ;t l?xtf'act from Ehcse Proccedings Le for-
by Precont vt rmll);lcx.al ’Court in the Northern Division,
with instru,ction mta ¢ 11 20 days from and after its reccipt,
the Collectors o; \IO n m.k ¢ the requirite communications to
Masulipatam and Guntoor.
(True xtract)
(Signed) TIIOS. WILKINS,
Acting Deputy Registrar,

RETURNS,

Copy of the Return from the Colleetor of Guntoor to the
Courl’s Lrecept of the 17th September 1538,

The Collector of Guntsor has the honor to acknowledxo
the receipt of this Precept on the 22nd ultimo with Extr:ct
:f(rom the Proccedings of the Provineial Court dated 17th

nstant on the propriety of continui a3z
Jhnint ont ti i ' ¥ ntinuing '\ asscreddy Ramana-
o the management of the Vassereddy Estate

C.I‘he present impaired condition of the Vasscreddy Es-
tates is not in any way to be attributed to the mizconduct of
Ramanadha DBaboo, since he has Lecen entrusted with the
management thercof. Ie has Leen in charoe of the Estate )
2 years only.. The sum remitted by Lim d‘:rinw last i’ud X
was larger in proportion than the payments ;mdc b {Iy
other Proprictors, Clilkaloorpad exccp'tcd : this cauno)t' bl‘::
convey a favorable impreesion in regard to Lis managcment,

29 "

Whether Zemindary management, which admits of col-
lections under different denominations, is better :idapted to
develope the resources of an Lstate and to ensure the inde.
pendence of the landholders than the management. of the
Collector is a separate question. It ‘has been deemed ex-~
pedient in the depressed state of the country consequent on
the calamitous seasons of the Fuslies 1242and 1243 to place the
Proprietors generally in possession, and there do not appear to
be any grounds for disturbing at present this arrangement

in the case of Ramanadha Baboo.
Given under my hand and the Seal

L. S. of the Collector this 2nd October
A. D, 1838,

(Signed) J. GOLDINGHAM,

GUNTOOR, } Collector,
Collector’s Cutcherry.

v ————

Copy of the Return from the Collector of Masulipatam to do. do.

Tn return to this Precept, the Collector has the honor
to state that from a most minute enquiry which he has just
instituted into the affairs of the Nundigamah Zemindary, it
appears that the resources of the Estates, so far from having
improved (as was anticipated) since the management was
transferred from the hands of the Collector, have, for the
last 2 years, exhibited a considerable deterioration, and that
this result is in a great degree to be attributed to the
maladministration of the. Zemindar.

The settlement in Tusly 1245 when the Estates were
under the management of the Collector amounted to Ru-
pees 70,722-8-11 while in Fuslies 1246 and 1247 when they
were managed by the Zemindar, it amounted for the former
year to only Rupees 54,557-10-7 and for the latter to only
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AL .mlxj.cea 33,752-6-2 tl.ough_thc seasons were cqually favos - of Ramavadha Paboo should be again restored to the mae
K rable. d ) ikel " yo-
1 . Complaints have been reccived of embezzlement and al- , nagement- of the Cogector as ﬂ]:e 39“ hfkte} y 11;“1‘1: of yo
L , . . . T o ‘ .
i g0 of certain Villazes having been collusively rented out atan . trieving its affairs and securing the dues of the lustate
o 2 . T - Given at Chullapully under my
: unusually low rate ; several cases of the former description Lo
i ha : ot 1 a be litt! 3 hand and the Seal of this Cutcherry
' av -od tr -estias can be , - X " :
‘ o ve proved true on investigation, and there . it 2 E chis 10th day of October 1838,
doubt that some of the latter would have shown a similar % - . 1y & T
' . . b (Signed) P. GRANT,
result had the Collector been able to Lring the enquiry to 3 Collect
i . ector,
a close. ] (True Copy)
{

Dy Mr. Gollingham’s letter to the Doard of Revenue
under date 10th Aungust 1836, it appears that there was
every prospect of an improvement in the condition of this
Zemindary by the measures that had been adupted with tle
view of gaininz the confidence of the Ryots, and by the
actual return of a great number of those who had fled to
the country of the Nizam, and as already observed the Re-
venue amounted for the same year to Ltupees 70,722-8-11L

Now it appears extraordinary that while the other parts
of the country have exhibited an increase in Fuslies 1216
. and 1247, the Zemindary in question has not only not pro-
aressed but has actually retrograded to a dezree which can
be accounted forin no othe? way than by referring it to
maladministration and mis;xppropriatinn of the Revenues,

Moreover, the balance of Peishoush is so considerable,
with reference to the value of the Zemindary, that little
hope could be entertained of its discharge even under the
last manarement, and it appears certain, therefure, that the
Zemindar would not, for the continzent Lenefit to be de-
rived from his right being ultimately confirmed in the ap-
peal before the Queen in Council, undertake the temporary
management for any other purpose than that of enriching
himself at the publie expense.

Under these circumstances, the Collecter is of opiniun
that, that part of ti:e Zemindary which is now in the hauds

B Lk aat

" (Signed) HUGI MO NTGOMERIE,
3rd Judye jor the Register,
(True Copy)
(Signed) TIIOS. WILKINS,
3 Acting Deputy Registrar,
© Mgsulipatam Provincial Court Northern pivisi()n.
In return to this Precept which accompanicd an Extract
h Proceedings of the Court of Sudder Udalut of the’
from tl:- 10 requil’i“g this Court to obtain and forward the
ll.th'u u(l)f ,thc Collectors of Guntoor and Masulipatam as
ori o sriety of continuing Vassereddy Ramanadha Ba-
to the PP acement of the Vassereddy Zemindary Ta-
E 8rd Judges of the Northern Provincial

vc the honor of forwarding herewith copies of the

ourt ha .. . .
© the above officers containing their opinions as

returns {from

. dirceted: Given under our hands, and the Seal

<')f the Court this 12th October 1838.
(Signed) J. R. HAIG,

2nd Judge.
(Signed) UG MONTGOMERIE, -
° 3rd Judge,

(True Copy)
(Signed) THOS. WILKINS,
w.. dcting Deputy Registrars
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ORDER TIEREON.

‘Ettract Jrom the I’rocec’d[ng.v of the Sudder Udalut, under

date the 194, November 1888,

Presgyr,
J. Birg, Eqq,,

T. A. Oakes, Esq,,
A D

ndaries under the management of

Ramanadh, Bahoo, of Guntoor and

Masulipatam to sta

Proprietors, Chilkaloorp;
convey a favorable impression
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The Collector of Masulipatam s.tate?s that. fronII !
2. inute enquiry which he has j.ust 1115t1§uted m}tlo .10
ot ndigamah Zemindary, it appears that the re-
affirs of Nur'l E?t'ltes, so far from having improved (as was
sources of the’ A b‘n‘he management was transferred fro¥n.the
anticipate) 51émlalector have, for the last 2 years, .exlnbxted
hands of tho do terioration, and thd} this result is in a great
. qonﬁdemﬁ}: fl:tributed to the maladministration of the
degree to é

in Fusly 1245 when the Es- .
: t the settlement in
Zemindar, tha

of the Collector amounted
tates were unde; ;?fsfi‘ffaielill?tin Fuslies 1246 and 1247,
to Rupees 70‘: m‘anaﬁed by the Zemindal', it amounted for
when they were " onl; Rupees 54,557-10-7 and for the lat-
the former year t0 s 53,752-6-2 though the seasor}s were
to only Rl;ﬁ:e that’ complaints have been received of
equally favora d’ also of certain Villages having been collui
embezzlemert al:; at an unusually low rate, that .se""“"’;"
sively rented ov r description have proved irue on inv eat 1=
cases of the formec an be little doubt that some of the latter
gation,hand ts};ﬁ)r;n a similar result had the Collector bcen‘
would have . lose. -
able to bring the 2n(11':>};2§dzotoao;serve that from Mr. GOldmgI:
5. W Gr?;lepBoard of Revenue under date the 10t

ham’s letter t‘_’ ears that there was every prospect of an
August 1836,-‘1 ¥ ?llfpco“ndition of this Zemindar.y 'by the mea-
improvement in ¢ 'eadopted with the view of gaining the con-
sures that had beezls and by the actual return of a great num-
fidence of the Ry ;)a é fled to the country of the Nizam, and' 28
ber of those Wh:l) lthe Revenue amounted for jche same YC“L.IO
already observed, 11, that it appears extrao'rdmary ‘fhat while
Rupees 10,722—3} th,e country have exhibited zm- Incrense u:
the other parts © 1247 the Zemindary in question has no
Fuslies 1246 and d, but has actually retrograded to a degree

i uxited for in no other way .than by refer;]l?f
which canl Izle aic:iztration and misappropriation of the eolle
aladm

o Assessmenb
hat morcover the balance of Government -Assessm
tions, that mor
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dar woulq hot for the contingent Lenefit to °
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r these circumstances l.x
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should Le again restore

Le Mmanifestly unjust, as well ag
s 10 deprive Ramanudhn B:

of
“state withgyg suflicient grotnds, the Court
re desiroyg Lefor.

¢ they act vpon Mr, Grant’s
report, of obtainiy, o the ans .« fthe Board of Rovgnue as to
U Ramanagpa Buboo since be
ate,

of Sudder Udalut rcsol\'e. to
“traet frop, these Proceedings together with
3 Copy of the Statemen § lurnjyheq Ly the Collectrs ?[Gun-
toor anq Masulipatam showing “the Demand, Collection and
eisheyg), outstanding on the Nundigamah &}'c.
e Management gof V. Ramanad n(:lz_
§ Paymentg on account of current an
st they oard of Revenue, with a re-
! ¢ Court (f Sudder Udalut .\wt.h
theip Opinigy Whethep Ollectop of Masulipatam is Jjustia
R eport that th “t(‘rioration exhibited in the ac.
S1n g Tea egree to 'Je‘attributcd to the mals
R of the Zemindar Ramana dba Baloo.”
fue Exll‘act ) e
‘S"é'ncd) %nos. WIL“T\S-’,'
Acting Deputy Zegistrar,
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