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! Read the foﬂowmg letter from o

S R w. HUDLESTO‘J Esq., Secretary to the Bof.\rd of Revenue, Madras, dated Munda-
petta, 3lst Januaxy 1862, No J5sirms il ;

o A e

‘ g

No. 1- Copy of the Dec‘rea of the Subordinate
Conrt at B,a]ahmundry in Suit No. 68 of 1847,
dared 12th November 1850. :

No. 2. Do. do.in do. No. 168 of do. do. -

No 3. Do. do.of the Civil Oourt do, in
Appeal Svit No. 101 of 1851, dated.17th
October 1854, together with copy of Petition
No. 14 of 1855. ¥

.

on to produce any documents they mi

. on whlch he based his decision.

No.4. Extract from the Proceedings of the late

November 1842,

No, § Order of the Sub-Judge of Rajahmun-
dry tothe Naz ir, dated Sth March 1851,

No. 6. EBxrract irom the Proceedings of the
Civil Court, dated 19th: Aagast 1852. 5

No. 7. 'Patta executed by Mandapati Butehi
Venkiah to C. Gunga Razu; dated 7 th of Mag-
hasudbum in Veya, A. D, 1826-27.

Amildars of Korapilli to C. l:unu'a Razn fram

Fasli 1243 o 1249,
Np.15. Bstract from the Prooeedmgs of the

Civil Court,&ted o7th January 1835,

»

subuitted with my letter of the 30th

b, 4,066, mﬂéﬁsm zsz‘h Qemer 1858
593809 £ lhﬁl

In Clnmm szfipud:, 24 neres (dry )

*n Boll’ndnpﬂlldm, £0 ucres.
g & “..;..‘ g P

“Atehaya by name,

4. At her death in 1824, ubese

of an individua

now recommended as
contending that Atchays

had Leen conditionally sold to ‘him.

: -Proceeding?lof the Madras Goverm;mt, Reoenue Department, ey
. ; 26th Marc]z 1862. : ' »‘ Bl

Mwmw

« No. 411. Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated Szh March 1862,

T :wﬁh réference to t.he Bdard's Ptoceedmgs, dated 4th October last, No 3,360 I have o

The’ parties Mandapati Peddabalabadra Razu and Changanti Gunga Razu were called
which the Decrees are founded, and before the Deputy Collector attached to the Inam Commission
3. ﬂ;he former individual does not seem to remember much about t.he matter. The docu '

7illah Court at Bngdxmunﬂry, dated 4th

Commission, who quotes two of these documents in his decision.

Nos. § to Lk Seven Dumbalas given by the

notice were quoted in the Court. 's Decrees, and in the decision of the Deputy Collectog forwarded
with my letter of the 8rd September lastz -~ A genealogncal table of the M#apau family w(;s

.
be submitted for the colmdcramon and orders of the Governor in Couneil.
2. The Indm Commlsswner h&b apphed to the Collector to release from attachment cert
. cer am

LT 1T Bqlhdanollem. 100, acres, (2k dry and 76 m)

8, I am\i‘-m that towatds the glose ow ‘lg,u. géntury, ggvémmm Thok - smn 2 )
- Corocondah Zambndri on the: deach of the last p CIGLOT ﬂpparmﬁly e, helrms e meb ;he~
was however granted aread y-\money allow'mce and seems to have ;e[m nedo 1::;

free, the Inhm lands now under diseusswn. H 2 ¢

1 who was said o _have been adopted by Atchaya, and she retained them uatil her
death in 1841 when Runerous clalmauts appeared betore the Court, viz., Peddabalabadra Razu
Inéindir, his brother and nephew, and one Rungiah, the three former a!i
had during her life time adopted a successor through'whom they claimed,
thnu'rk they differed as to the person whom she had adopted, and the latter stating that the lands

No. 1,556:—
URVIS, Esq., Collector of the Godavery District, to :

‘the honor to forward copies of the Decrees of the Sub and
Civil Courts at Rajabmundry in Original Suits Nos. 68
and 168 of 1847, and in Appeal Suit No. 101 of 1851
preferred l?y Mandapati Ramachendra Razu, Ped d&bala.' £ ot
badra Razu and Tripati Razu for the recovery of certain '

Inam lands in the villages of Bdlleddupalem, &e., as noted

in the margin. ’

ght have, and those presented by them in the Courts on

ments he presented to the Courts are still, he supposes, on
?hg records. - He produces three documients as spe(:l;ied A

in the margin, gopies of which Nos. 4, 5 and 6, are sub- LA -l
mitted herewith. These, he says, were a.lso‘”ﬁ;nded P " 1
to and returned by the Depaty Collector of the Inam : Gh TR

4. C.Gunga Razu produces nine documents marked 7
from Nos. 7 to 15, copies of which I beg to send here- e B
with. They were, hesays, presente& to the Court, excep- e
ting of course the Civil Court’s Proagdmgs of 27th
January 1855; the whole of them were, he states, produced
before the Ingm Deputy Collector. The documents under

September 1858.
1. Resolved that the above letter with its enclosures
and copies of the Board’s Proceedings noted in the mai‘om’
3

Indm lands as noted in the mar

gin, being satisfied
tha.t‘. one Pe;l‘dgbulabadm Razu hus estabhshe; :la
Arlght to the ﬂat-?:amed portious, and one Changaxm
) the remargmder. :

LI

. ~Gunga Razu

lands Qms’od into the hands of Bukchx Venkiah, ﬂne widow




T Tr SRR T | L

a competent, Court.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,

, : 26th March 1862.

Rt i
5. The Court dismissed all these claims, but on a fifth party RamachandmRazu, a minor,
putting in a claim for the lands as the adopted son of Butchi Venkiah, proceedings were held
under date 4th November 1842, wherein it was ruled that the minor’s clai
tion, as Butchi Venkiah's own husband did not a
6. Eventually the C Qm.‘de&iqu
and as heir male of the last Zamindar
ald :d bet

now proposes to restore to him, he having been subse

'8, The lands weré:so held until 1847, w»_hé‘n Ay

0 suits were comger
Subordinate Court, the one, No. 68 of 1847, by Ramachendra

ced in d‘@ hl!tja\nmu'ndry
™ azu already referred to, g ¢ e
minor who claimed the lands as having been adopted by Butchi Ve ' '&l’

eg}y;i‘a_}gf,_‘gﬁ,d_' who now sued
: “Razu ani,:%hzi. Razuwho
had been made over to him by the Special

possession of the whole lands, and the other by Peddabalabadra ;
sued Gunga Razu for that portion of the land which

Cemmissioner’s orders as abovementioned.

8. The Sub-Judge in giving judgment in both cases ent

: tered fﬁlly into the merits of each \
and held (1) that the Plaintiffs in the first, No. 68 'Qf.i‘184‘7s (

. : had clearly no right, as the adoption
of Butchi Venlialis own husband was not proved ; and (2) that Blaiatiffs in the second case,
No. 168 of 1848, had entirely failed to i

any portion of that held by themselves, aﬂhg evidence they produced of ,ft’h_‘éwgé‘[gﬁm‘;ghip to the
last Zamindér of Corocondab was altogether untrustworthy. He added that

Gunga Razu’s claim
to the land was equally without fouadation, as it rested on a transfer to him by Butchi Venkiah
who had no power to make any such disposal ot the property.

10. - Peddabalabadra Razu and Tripati Razu appealed to the Civ
sion against them in Gunga Razu’s case, but Lha_t tribunal affirmad the.decis_ion of the Sub-Court.
11, On receipt of the decrees of the Sub-Court, the Collector attached the Jands on behalf
of Grovernment, and they have been under his_c"na,rge up to this time, and when th matter was
brought before the Board by Petitioner in 1858, they did not deem the Petitionet’s claimg
deserving of consideration.

12, The Deguty Collector attached to the [n4m Commission,
ders the atmchme’“of the ludns to be unjust,

him than that which was produced to the

il Court against the deci.

Vi Vencatachellum, consi_
and: apparently with no other evidenc
Sub-Court, has made arec
tion of these lndm lands, at one-fourth assessment to the

did hold them for a period of six years,
to the ruling of the Sub-Court.

e before
ommendation for the restora-
parties mentioned above, who it is true
but were during that time in illeial possession aceording
13.  The' Indimn. Commissioner supports his Deputy,

and requests that the lands may be
handed over tothe parties, but the Bourd Cannot euncur with his apparentyaceeptance
subeordinate’s apinion of due

; of his
umensand evidenee, nee to that deliberately asrived

in prefere

at by
e ity S AT 44 PRI - AR e v - ®
B : (A true Copy and E ¢t AL IR 50y, M 8 ;
coan s P 507 : .:‘ e ; 7PN : 'Vi.;h }yﬁ%& A )‘g»%., - A :‘.‘ﬁ:‘»ﬁ D ,“7“.‘"{«?2‘;_ 7.,;‘
i ‘ o b A IRk, e (& ed) =t R' AG B.iLYEl,L, Su&.stcrét"ry' "
Na. 41,

" ORDER' THEREON, 261}, Murch 1862, No. 657.
;

o

he Governor in Couneil cuneurs entirely

In the views of the Boaed,
The Indém Commissioner ought not 1o have

‘ allowed his'Dapury 1, re-open eluims setled
9 e Yo . i 3 3 & o ] 1S 1 ]

ars previously by Courts of compesent jurisdietion, nop shounld he have called upon the Collectoy
= ey g Rk

Rerover the lands without re ‘e Bourd of Revenge
(Signed) J, D, 8| M,

ye
Uil’.{ﬁ‘l' SU(‘h (';I'C‘Jlll.ﬂ.lll(}tfﬁ 1O ma
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Excrosurg No. 2.

4 REgisy 4
&n sk e L e “GISTER of [p : .+ +he Godavery e &
) X Je L 8e - aAmE 1 the Villae "33 : cottapalll in the DEEE R - 3 |
.%. : Class, extent and value of Inam. Descri ption, tenure and doCUlengs b E.}_\i Ll e e Village of Bolle ddupolem in the Taluq of Kotta] s | 2 ‘\I
= g = e _ S OSSR It of the I T g = i 0 |
-5 20 3 S g Exte " . =R E nam, : t hok = ;
& o ° 3 xtent. Surve 9 T - \ane nd presen ! = |
o= = &£ asqes*y Revised, or ‘:”;.E S - Tenure. .E ’ 4 i Name and relationship of original grantee and of subseque nt & Pr . a 2 [
‘2 3 o D s 85 | 1 present LB e, T —= & \ “Tritte : s —— 1 i : T regarding prt‘se“[ o¥ 73 |
“’:E = @2 5 % < fé ‘l ment. aﬁessment. g .8 gﬂ'zo G 0 S g =t ‘ & 8 lof the | n mstrumentg fars ; P a3 2 3 /7_‘5 :.":-: l’;\ru.cul TS r(_...«’nc Hage b | < (
-l P S B2 St Where no survey has E2 250 $ 8T g £ g l"a \i Or; g i bk $2%s | -8 g sub-divided, the 1A% ‘n these coity REMARKS: E i
2.2 = ==[®) & 8§05 ' been made, and noassess- < 8Z W M= R "iginal Sanad. Al e B C¥asSg &2 3 PR E . v Government Order in every case of lapse already reported must Pecioe
- B W P A e | : ola -OBg e ST g5 Ocume s all miscellanenys - - pES = [@ @ § abstract of the GOVETNTE . i column i
28 = S |Sup B &g | | ment fixed by Govern-{ _ |7 & » & - T SPCRE. e 0ts, and oher aneons EeE L S EE £ o3 £9 be entered in this column. \ B
S| g _g g‘ 8| 812 522 {ment, the cess paid by 2 \': ?—";:5 e | %% . % 3 . | Slaess‘pn_ RS of longl = g 3 e Ak -8 ¥y Deput Collector’s opinion and recommendation. 1 =2
Y 2 22 % | —=| o e | the Ryot to the Inamdar ag,82 o2 ETe N S this column it she | “& = z 283 g ‘ ) Eputy | ea'@
=) = S @ R s =) = D535 s B wheth mn it should b oy SR e oy 5]
L8| 5y |Ra | 8ES g2 e the average assess-| 3 E5 57 & 850 SN it e Inam jg pel estated —~ | =52 £ = o 22l o
S5 £ g ;'% A= B2 4? 5 ment of similar Govern- a @ E: § E-:‘ ) RS g *‘3,..") .‘.“f o= i‘ipl‘odout grant, “'hlft};ér‘e d with orj .2 - % - ol =) ; | S ‘;; q % -2
2% 2 "5:-; ggd | 3 |ment land should be en- =S TSS|E 88 o -"'lgralsuce.d or lost, &¢ the grant iy -3 ¢ S < @ C e ‘ e
=2 | 82 |25 5a&%|< tered in column 7. E2 251252252 | 55 s By Pecificatio e .2 20 the gene 3 | 2 3 e < |23¢] 85
= Ec =4 SIS BAa | e ents prod terms of all doe ~ e T o - 2 s e -
| i L uced Sh(}u]d ha o Orla " “ = 9 @ 5 = .:: o i e I o
1 2 5 . e givey 8 o = 5 £ SIS EEE e 22
3 4+ 5 6 7 8 ‘ 9 < given, = g S - g £ i1 2,1 2
e e OB i i, = o = O - » o) B e —_——
= Rty / i o o an = e 1 o i e ——
1 | Personal | Dry. P. A. | l\ 19 TSN Wkl B < e /l"';;"i—/——————*—’—‘—” -
Demarka-( K. N. S ROl o 176 For the ‘personall Surva Inam R U, 13 e P 16 I T R i 15, 8ihe daughter-in-law (son’s wife) of Mandapati
tion. 2 6 9 01076 40 i P e : TN — O i i i Venkaya, 2nd party i On the death of Buchi Venkia several persons having presented
No. 2. | Wet. b Ee o the\ of M(ered Copy of th oy o ] < /% TR st party in that column- Gr \ nstruther, Zillah Judge of Rajahmundry, held proceed- |
24 12 0 10 {100 216 ke 1 ip it Anstryther ,/‘:" Proceedings v voop  RaghudevaPts to succeed to her propertys ¥ T uim of Peda Balabhadrarazu (st party in columns
—_— J' 1sizh’nu“dry, dated llah Judge of In Fasli 122, " "Seri  Ba) th November 1842, ."ecogmmilgn of Mandapati Ramachendrarazu and others.
P. T ; » D 4th November Mancapati ‘\l"_\‘lnml.]puti Pads is cousin, and rqectln%.ti:yetﬂt:da alabhadrarazu and his cousin China Balabhadra-
Wet. 9 010/ 20 ‘\ OE‘Ra':}; e : ¢ m_\‘l;: ;\.1_\.1;2 _ | Balabhadrara? ursnance of tlEs:t[;rtzc:g ;{:gsiaw Buchi Venkia, upon which Mandapati Ramachendra-
__4____ l,;O_ ! 185" rm“"dry, dated 1‘;(‘1” Judge| I:, Ac w(-' aged 90 years. | , ecd?d. tto. thle : s £ 1847, in the Sub Court of Rajahmundry against those two persons
. ! ~”‘Dﬁ$%“wmﬁwﬁ““ [ Fasli 1238, Chagant oy | a?ﬁﬁymmdemmdmmwﬂw?Mmgwwmg??“ﬁﬁﬂw
. 1 18" gift, dare k- [ arty, | P Fasl . Ey o araly agec ) ‘ s, Clak B oo S i his adoption not having eeq proved, he also added that
kL. ¢ Venk" eXecuted by \Td 3rd 1-‘:.1"”“\ 8 ,\1.;.;1.1:5;»@ lv\rs- ’ ‘ Sub Judge d;smlsaefi his 3;1; ’roperty in dispute: On receipt ofa copy of this Decree
B ix‘la to Cha"ant; (1‘1"(]:1an Buchil , Buchi Venkia. 7™ 1 ants also haye no clﬂ‘lg,t% undg ordered, on 21st December 1850; the attachment of this
LR X tlm }]P 2T 1 :)un'-;.xrzu, giv- : Acres. \ ergast; (gdtlllmb 1; t:fBu g;i t% enki{,)‘ O ere then in the enjoyment of Defendant Pada
0t nam gaore ‘ 120 s O . ; ; 0, . , S
ligs Adhagy, dares olT mother.in ? In Fasli 1264, | n . This attachment vas made ty the Collestor himaell, but not &t the inziance
y [1024, » dated 25th Novembed! : Mandapati Bala- LG, T . dings on 19th A
{ ember| Mandapati D ‘ Carkiy 2 held proceedings on 19th Au ust 1852 to
»RLg g 1! Dumpy)ye 5 : bhadrarazu Tira: ' l% a petition on the subject Mr. Anstrother S i S
4 ot 1 Rl Froceeg; . . .. | Tt areraWS: DA PosgESSIOn o tlo- property L '
[ \ / \qk'\ eedmgs’ dated 5 | patirazu. | 4} »M@Wopmfon"ﬁlﬂ as deten s b P hpert_yl litigated it ‘
i th . s | 1 August Acres. (L ave biven S eodelivered to them when Plaintiff's clatm (which, was the only one made |
< tgeogstb éam)rgas rej?cteg. The 1(Iplmon of the Subordinate Court that the defendants had no claim micht have g 120 ! 184-? Bus the Collector having taken possesswnulof the _ltands oF r;:celpt gg a copy of |
ub Court’s regular decree, the Civi ‘ © S ; ? ' , % =gt ' ar suit, or if they prefer it
A g e appgal." s ivil Judge cannot formally pass orders affecting that decree on a summary P Boungs ¢ e & | l ' oo th question, Petitioner could have recourse to a reg ’ Yy P it they
Pada Balabhadraraz produced - " The py;,. © Collecto \ : of it s
a copy of this proceedings t by Petitig T to sue th vo them U rat offid =
From the genealogical tree it P ngs to the Collector, and requested the release of the atigh ners gh em for the ree L - : o to dep? 1d tha ! o ; :
, appea > » . I ould take 1€ Tecovery : rize him ghou - <ruther, in his procéedings of 4th Novemb a '
after summary inquiry, . ppears that Pada Balabhadraraz is the collateral relation to the deceayy Be;:h(:f thig ) A ake Copy of these pr()(::;r(ih?«‘vsu‘ b\ln ;M !lt:}te::lu (::;‘ :he Collector and | point Wwas coufirmed by Mr; Anstruther, P gs oI, b’er 184,-,’ 1
e ; . ; i . m and show i ,‘ > : - . '
He has enjoyed the produce of this Inam agreeably to the Pr ” ; Novembe enkiy g but no orders have | : = s Vel -
As this party is in a very distressed state | . e Proceedings of the Zilla Court of 4th Nove $4o s his great.or. l een given by hi A sased Bu : i
I think it wall hai he has been unable to file a suit against the Collector or to prefer§ "% to gtandfather and the m on the petition as yet. f the dece? ¥ 2 . ‘
The second Patx'rtleeélll - 1nt§?résts of Government and the ends of justice if this Inam (of 100 acres) be confir ;PPeal fre uia it wag attact H1¢ great-grandfather of the husband © ke, China Balabhadraraz has right to half of this (the second party Chaganti Gungarazu.)
aganti : : : : 3 3 Py U5 ache s 2 : : . : o e ? /
g ot G o ot o i o i e 0 £l € DAL o e R iy et i e
: EEREY: 5 - g y the order, dated Hth 4 of the Special Comiig Adraraz ¢ S decree as adviged | ; » a8568S 4 St : \
gln iae(il:uB:lrl?:hjélé‘:raz\?le?) a S'iult 1‘10-0168 of 1847 in the’Sub Court lc}fu %{u:jtaiiitm;)rv alurqinpst this part ‘w:’i:ﬁuﬁed by M. B:i:l:ihe C‘ﬁhtcr;ll r:l:.:?:,({ h:" the Civil Jy dee. qo-f0 irth of tz“;’h’zs 1nan [ml; 1st Defendant (Gungaraz) has no valid title to the disputed land. 1
g th e¢ Mr. Prendergast, Collector, ordered on the ¢ ry age o 0 Was 3 enkia ) ation of the deceased Bachi Venkis sabject t0 @ 3 at 0 3 l
3% e 21st December 1850 the attachment'r the e appointe 1€ sec deceased Buchi Venkia sab) _ anioyme :
r{\r[l,: IﬁiﬁdNa: p:(?dl uggslglael e tlheddegre? O.ffthe Sub Judge Mr. Anstruthe: e(?;vi?rJ u?lize, observed that fhis Pz:zif)?]verg ({f th%; l::xtxtld(;):l the abnliti;;(),?élﬂ}:“;ty m column 1.',“ He has been 10t the €0)%) Jiswi o the lel‘ave been passed as yeb. “
1 original deed of gift together with ; ; ik d by thépin; o1 the | enying Buchi v > late northern Provinei vurt nly 0¥ !
I consider that t i : : seven Dumbalas which were granted DY YHPINION ycopge nam, wi 8 buchi Venki; E! hern Provincial Court, s mot © Colle Sl e, i AT |
. t the attaching of this Inam which has been proved by several documents and the procee€maldarg of }?i(t(tl by the S’ub Suo\(n my ‘)roce(.d-",:,‘}‘:“‘“! given this Inam. The * ub Judge gitions the Unfirmed to him subject to one-fourth of the assessment which is 10 Rupees.
f——— : LR S Ve G ; 3 of the Speciazip%h Tﬂluq for (tl;!(e does not nll}t?n.'):;) ”“; subject from the Court. o J severd } un'\l\"t' an NN T o e L TR T m— —'—l» e
Srael. R : Olmjsg; > years 1834, 1xas honaent, This Inamdar has prese bl RS e e e R
1: - . Slone o4, 183: 2 g E 40, ear Sz .
st February 1861. g LN T 10 have bheen ’un 5, 1836, 1887, 1838, 1839, and lb"gcc scvcf“l y e Signed) V. VENKATACHELLUM, Deputy Collector.

der the eniaw M
i iy metiad the enjoyment of this Inamdar .
b

()

(True ('0}"“5) 1 clor
(S|gn‘:(1) A_ }’l 1{\‘5' (‘(J[‘( 4

£l
1
1

The Coll i : . . ' : g ) , ) P b
e Collectoris requested to submit to the Board, with as little delay as possible, copies of the Courl,} {ch the Deputy Collector attached to the Inam Commission based his decision.

(Signed) R. A, DALYELL,

*ees refery
- ed to in hj
S lctter’ d“ f 1\[‘1(’&7
v aled 3 . ) g are 10w - !
To A. Purvis, Eeq., Collector of the Godavery District. :  “Oth September 1858, No. 140 ) wq%m“mth x Sub-Secretary.
i g yand of the doco™e™™ i
(True Copies snd Lx'\r.wl‘) |
Exd. J. Wright. y




Read the -following letter from A. PURVIS, Esq., Collector of the

No. 5,360.

Proceepives o THE BoArD of Revenu, dated 4th October 1861,

Godavery Distriet, to

W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board ‘of Revenue, Chepauk, dated Cocanada,

3rd September 1861, No. 111 : —

1. With reference to my letter of the 30th September, and the Board’s Proceedings, dated
28th October 1858, on the subject of Petitions Nos. 532 and 632 of 1858, addressed by Munda-
pati Balabadraraz and Tirapatiraz of Ragudivapuram in the late Kottapilli Taluk, I have the honor
to forward copy of a letter from the Inam Commissioner, dateq 3lst May last, requesting me to

China Kondipudi. make over the Inams in the v

) Acres.
Mandapati Peda Balabadraz 3 puttiesor....,... 24

¢ illages of Bolladu-

, Mandap polum, and China Kondipudi, as noted in the
- :;nMandapatiBahbdmu P.12T.10,0r 100  ™8in, to Mandapati Peda Balabadraraz, and
Chagunti Gangaraz P. 2 T. 10,01 ................. 20

Chagunti Gungaraz. The claims were not consi-
c.lered tenable by the Civil tribunals, as stated
In my letter above referred to, but the Inam
Commissioner considers they have been satisfactorily established from the inquiry held by the
Deputy Collector V. Venkatachellum then employed in the Commission, copy of whose opiaion on
the claims is herewith submitted for the Board’s information.

2. As the Inams have been out of the possession of the present claimants for some y'ears, and
their right to them was not recognized by the Board, I hesitate to make them oyer without the
sanction of the Board.

Total...., 144

Excrosure No. 1.

From G. N. TAYLOR; Eeq,, Inam Commissioner, to A. PURVIS, Esq., Colloctor of the Goda-
very District, dated Palmanair, 81st May 1861, No. 236.

o
1. T have the honr to request you will be pleased
* 94 Acres of dry land situated in the illage ] b p P
ofACl ; n‘; th dipudi i:BKOt"L:: 1 }dm to order the release of the Inam* described in the mar-

gin, which has been placed under attachment since the
demise of its last holder Buchi Venkia, and

2. The deceased Inamdar Buchi
of Boleddapolem which was similarly attached. A portion of this Tnam has been
one Chaganti Gangaraz who had the enjoyment of the

n the village
granted in gift 1o

: , land up to the date

Acres 20 of wet land. of Venkiah's death, when in common with all her other holdings, this was
Acres. 100 also placed under attachment. The alienation having been

Particulars,

R Eiies, ot B

satisfactorily
Dry......
Wrgt.. N as el

may be put in
NZ made over to
grounds as those

proved, I have the honor to request that this individyg)
possession of the alienated portion, the remainder bej
Pedda Balabadraz, to whom it was awarded on the same
in which the Inam alluded to in the first paragraph has been confirmed 1o him,

—_———

No, 4066. 4
' e, dated 28th October 1858
i the Board of Revenue, . a3
W}::fszlg:tt(i from the Collector of Rajahmundry, dated 30th Sept. 185
(Here entcr No, 140.) : SRR e
Jlowing Endorsement be passed on Petitions 1\0;. t 'xn i
i~ thef f(l){ °W u: having received a report from the Collector o
« The Board of heven

itioners’ behalf.”
. interfere on Petitione
\d no sufficient reason to (A tras Bt ot}

Futract from the Pr
s Con, 26th October 1838. '

PCﬁtiOn fir (slgned) W, HUDLESTON,
Sub Secretary.

5 A, PURVIS, Esq, Collestor of Rajalunundry:

Copy to Petitioners.

-
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8. The lands were so held until 1847, when two Suits were commenced in the Rajahmundry
No. 88 of 1847, by Ramachendra Razu already referred to, as the
having been adopted by Butehi Venkiah, and who now sued for
and the other by Peddabalabadra Razu and Tripati Razu who sued
» made over to him by the Special Com-

Subordinate Court, the one,
Minor who claimed the lands as
j possession of the whole lands,

Gunga Razu for that portion of the land which had beer
missioner’s orders as abovementioned.

9. The Sub-Judge in giving judgment in both cases entered fully into the merits of each,
and held (1) that the Plaintiffs in the first, No. 68 of 1847, had clearly no right, as the adoption of
Butchi Venkiab’s own husband was not proved ; and (2) that Plaintiffs in the second case, No. 168 of
1848, had entirely failed to prove their right to the land held by Gunga Razu, or to any portion of
that held by themselves, as the evidence they produced ot their relationship to the last Zemindar of

Corocondah was altogether untrustworthy. He added that Gunga Razu’s claim to the land was
ation, as it restedona transfer to him by Butchi Venkiah whghad no power

v
’)f‘—‘?:
c ~

Zias g

equally without found
to make any such disposal of the property.
10. Peddabalabadra Razu and Tripati Razu appealed to the Civil Court against the decision
against them in Gunga Razu’s case, but that tribunal affirmed the decision of the Sub-Court.
“11.  On receipt of the decrees of the Sub-Court, the Collector attached the lands on behalf

of Government, and they have been under his charge up to this time, and when the matter was
itioner in 1858, they did not deem the Petitioner’s claims deserving
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bronght before the Board by Pet
of consideration.

12. The Deputy Collector attached to the Inam Commission, V. Veiicatachellum, considers
ams to be unjust, and apparently with no other evidence before him than
ommendation for-the restoration of these

37 K t” '&;\,/_

the attachment of the In

that which was produced to the Sub-Court, has made a rec
rth assessment to the parties mentioned above, who it is true did hold them

that time in illegal possession according to the ruling of

%ZWZCJ‘W __4»«4%
et l

AL
7 lpaw
"‘-’_’—M

Inam lands, at one-fou
for a period of six years, but were during

the Sub-Court.
13. The Inam Commissioner supports his Deputy, and requests that the lands may be handed

over to the parties, but the Board cannot concur with his apparent acceptance of bis subordinate’s
opinion of documents and eyidence, in preference to that deliberately arrived at by a competent

Court,

ﬁ—é/vm.fm‘g; ’?7;/ s
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(A true Copy and Extract.)

i
Sub-S
To J. D. Sim, Esq., Secretary to Government, R.D. ecretary,

! ,, G. N. Taylor, Esq., Inam Commissioner.
i ,,» A. Purvis, Esq., Collector of the Godavery District.

Exd. J. Tulloch,
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i PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD oF REVENUE,

o
_ Dated 8th March 1862,
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Submitting with remarks, for consideration
and orders, a letter from the Collector of Goda-
o+ . very, forwarding copies of the Decrees of the
o Suliand Civil Courts at Rajahmundry in O. S

4 Nos 68 and 168 of 1847, for recovery of cer-
tain Inam lands.
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