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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
‘ 92nd August 1803.

JEUUUUUEUEUUNE
Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated '19111 August 1863 t—
E. B. FOORD, Esq., Acting Coll:etor of the Kistna District, to
Secretary to the Board of Revenue, Madras, dated Masuli-

No. 220. Read the following

Read the following letter from

R W, (ITUDLESTON, Esq.,
: ' patam, 31st July 1863, No. 169.

Sir, :

. 1. I have the honor to report that a Sait was filed against the late Collector, Mr, Thornhill

. in No. 105 of 1851, in the District 1\‘[901)5'1&"3 Court at Masulipatam, by one Rayanipaty Seetapatv’

'. Trustec of a Pagoda situated ab Rayanipad, in the Bezwada Talook, The notice was ser"e;1 ;;1

me only on 4th May last,

¢ Endlorare o, 1. - 2. The facts of the case are entered in the accompany-

~ ing Memorandum,* from which the Board will observe that

; ch this Suit has been brought, was withheld under the orders of the

Government. the honor to request that you will bz good enough to obtain the

+ Enclasure 2. sanction of the Board to defend the Suit at public cost. A

‘  translationt of the Plaint and draft} answer are herewith

¢ Euclosure 3.
submitted. .
er will expirz 02 the 20th September last,

the Pagoda sllowance, for whi
1 have, therefore,

3. The time for filing answ

Government with the Board’s recomméendation that the

1. Ordered to be submitted Lo
he puablic cost, and that the Collector be authorized to file

defence of the Suit be saactioned at t

the apswer as proposed below.

) 2. The facts of the case are simple.
was allowed a yearly sumn of about Rupees !
graat is unkaown, but tha viligze accounts show tha
from that time more or less uniformly. From Fasli
disallowed by Government in their orders, datel 3
Department, abolishing such allowances in the Masulipatam District.

3, The Board consider that the case is clearly onein which the Cowt have no jarisdiction

whatever, and they would propose that the reply be cast in the following form, viz i—
That the assignment on the public revenue for- which Petitioner sues was of the nature of an

InZm, and dependent altogether on the good will and pleasure of Government.
That it was discontinued undor express orders of Government, and thut the Collector is nok

liable to be susd for miintaining those orders,
That the Civil Courts have ietion in sach questions, which atc matters of State

0t out of the village revenues. The origin of the
¢ it existel in Fasli1202, and was continued
1263 it was discontinued, and it was finally

’

no jurisd

Court to dismiss Plaintifls Suit with all costs.
tting in the defonsz.

policy.
That the Defendant, therefore, prays the
4, The 2)h September is the latest data for pu

#
Ogpen ToEzros, 220d August 1853, No. 1,513,
o defence of the Saitat the public cost, anlauthori »
ze the Cole
d by the Board of Revenue, ’ ’
(True Extract.)

(Signed) C.G. MASTER,
Deputy Secretary {0 Government.

No. 230.
The Government sanction th
lector to file the answer as propose

»

. To the Board of Revenhe.

Bxd. §. T. Avgwatin.

Up to Fasli 1263 the village Pagoda in Rayanipad '

3h November 1833, No. 1,308, Revenue
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No. 5,176.
nes oy THE BoarD OF REVENUE, dated 19th August 1868.
Esq., Acting Collector of the Kistna District, to
Board of.Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 31st July

Procexp
Read the following letter from E. B. FOORD,
W. IIUDLESTOX, Esq., Secretary to the

1863, No. 169 :— ,
1. ' I have the honor to report that a Suit was filed against the late Collector, Me. Thornhill

in No. 105 of 1861, in the District Munsiff's Court at Masulipatam by one Rayanipaty Seeta
paty, Trustee of a Pagoda, situated at Rayanipad in the Bezwada Taluk, The notice was serv;d

on me only on 4th May last.
2. The facts of the case are entered in the accompanyin
Memorandum,® from which the Board will observe that the Pigf. :
da allowauce, for which this Suit has been brought, was withheld
I have, therefore, the honor to request that you will be good
ain the sanction of the Board to defend the Suit at
A translation of the Plaintt aud Draft Answer] are

* Eaclosure No. 1.

overnment.
enough to obt

t Enclosure No. 2. public cost.
I Do. . B8 herewith submitted.
3. The time for filing the answer will expire on the 20th September next.

Encrosure No. Lo
a1 Assistant Collector of Masulipatam, to J.FRASER, Esq.

Sub-Collector in charge of Masulipatam, dated 29th August 1855, No. 64.
or to acknowledge the receipt of a copy of the exfract from the Minutes of

Consultation, under date 22nd August 1855, Nﬂo.. 971.
o There are several points in that communication on which I shall hereafter address you

but am anxious to lose no time in respectfully offering some
that part* of th 'hi ..
remarks 0n pa e extract which relates to religious

under the orders of G

From G. A. BALLARD, Esq., Speci

1. Thave the hon

é Paragraphs 25 to 98 inclusive.
m the land revenué.
3.

Pe ” \§
* 11231’ Jh&layyllg:s& 1\0.;3. of these allowances su
; orders are passed. Except in particalar cases mentioned, I

s 24th March 1855,
expressed my opinion th t was not called upon to recognizeany of the claimsin question.
1t appears that the Gov hat they are, and to direct that the claims
be bought in.
» 4. I would, with deference, observe that though the plan of purchasing in private allowances
approved of by Government, it is not (in my

sable, and is,
licable to allowa f public ceremounies or religious

allowances paid fro
I addressed two letterst to the Collector un the subject

bsequent to the one} on which the present

at Governmen
ernment are pleased to consider t

appeared to me advi I am glad to see,
humble opinion) app nces granted in support 0
institutions.

Where an allowance has bee
y in commu

n enjoyed by an individual for his own proper - benefif, the
tation fairly liquidates his claim for the future. Dut where
d for a public purpose, it appears to me that Government, recognizing
4o see that there is some probability of the commutation
f whose rights it is given.

igious ceremony, or the maintenance of a
was clearly granted for the benefit of

5.°
payment of a sum of mone
an allowance has been pai
the claim, is bound in buying it in,
money benefitting those in consideration o

6. An allowance granted for the celebration of a rel
though received by one or more headmen or pricsts,

temple,
r individual use.

the village, not for thei
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7. Whilst it was naj
) paid periodically
ipi . the vi
actual recipients mis-appropriated, or ei;bezzle:fl.ltnge;s were alwa
1L,

man, trustee, or priest
there c:
purposes. ’ canuot be a doubs thag

fa large tu

* Clause 9 : .
TSI PSS reommengege
ssistant, Collet er, 950k mended* (hat ¢
thfm Rupees 10 should |
met by grants of land s a8 in the case of thege g!

’re the allowance was below R .
ow Rupees 10 :
only embezzle the produce of the year, and ,
, An

- obtain :
recress-by a recourse 1o the Courts

10. I would r
. espectfully bep .
determined that the claims arg toe;e P

as to whom the
a
of years, meha:’eytmeltl:S of such cousiderable sums ar
years’ purchase ? 0 beallowed. Are the grant e to be made
or for th aset or only life grants, 7. 6. w .g ants to be considered
rthe celebiation of a festiva] is, T

out as Il'e S I) tat
]e(l tar or ra €r a € o mita

(True Copy.)

Excrosure No. 1

. MEMORAK 3 .

Suit Xo, 105 of 1861, ¥ -

. . Plaint{#' ,

;ampaty Seetapaty, Trust

agoda of Sree Vasunta G ey

war, situated at Ray °

to Bezwada Taluk,

1. Plaintiff s
- ues for 1}
428 for seve . 18 rec()Ver .
- Withn years, from Fagliy 1264): of the annuy
’ subsequent interest and © 1270 (duriy
Costs,

versug

palaswam
3 y~
anipaud, PPertaining

in the possessi
ton .
been paid of the Plaingpr, The vil

by d .
: educt‘
8 10 an unifor 10n8 from {

Taluk, froln 1?

;(»;yments, however, were not ma
(§

overnm
ent management of t}e

ar attentioy ¢
. 0 these . .
bought in, T think more dC(f)indemmm!'
[ llite i"st(uc
t

asulip ;
atam Distpiet Nunsif’s file

Ge Defendant.

or o e

is?:iz‘thom}n”' Lsq., Collector of the Kistna
» on behalf of the Government.

si "
li i 1 8 position to complain il the
3 at once wade over to a head

littl )
€ or none of it wil Le applied to public

a view

emple b:: ct::e above cbjection, that I

e ignored s of & less anuual value

| UW:nces » aud those of 4 higher value,
¥ ] Whﬂ'e c]nima were admitted,

there was little hurdsl,ip in letting

granted, trustees, or priests cuulj

interes . .
ested would be in a Pugition to

If, however, it is
ions are required
i and also as to the number

Sig
( loned) .E- B FOOP\.D, Actim C“!I"I

1 allow ]
ance j .

g which j¢ 1 arrears, amounting to Tupees
was withheld), at Rupees -10# per

izinated, nor are there

lage Dowles from Yasli

m way |,
J between Faslis 1202 und 1252

he revenue of the village. The

During the

was paid. In the two Fasli '
aslis 125 wli 1233 ‘
5% and 1257 23 t0 1262, an anausl sum of Rupees 104

t .
here having occurred one addition, 1 =97, ay
al month i
ine

Calendar. - Since Fali 1263 the Payment w
3. Inhis letter of 24th March s as stopped,

EE
DV, the

inquired into these cas Speci
€s, recommende . Pecial Asgsi
d the discontinuance of Jlstalnt Collector, Mr. Ballard, who .
icallowances. 171 . .nt, in
8, ;e Government

Lxtract Minutes of Consultation 22nd A, ust 1
aus 855: NO 9

i1, di
» directed these money paymen

1 €XCesg 8
ach of thl:,l: of Rupees 4 per annum was paids
€ two years according to the Telugd

ts to be

- dealt with like'Bzml Inams. To this course, the Special Assistant
in his report® dated 29th August 1835, No. 61, took objection, as
‘the recipients bad no valid titles to these money payments which

% Copy enclosed,
in land, The Government, in Extract Minutes of Cousul-

were unlike Bad Inams, originally given '
1308, directed in modification of their original orders, the

tation dated 30th N

discontinuanc
order to the Tahsildar of Bezw

the effect that the allowances 0
were abolished.

to Government on 11th Ja

production of an endorsement
. * Collector dated 24th
" epdorsement was p
" that the a

to continue land in lieu of

January 180
interference could be ta

Pagoda. From the general in
regarding religious allowances,

and argued tha

ovember 1833, No.
f this description ; agreeably to which Mr. Ballard issued an

luk under date 11th December of that year in No. 1,416, to
the said Taluk, including that under dispute

e of the allowances 0
adah Ta
f the seven Pagodas in

Trustee of the said Pagoda, and the wardens, &c., petitioned
and the Detitions were returned under the rules for the

4. Thereupon Veerabhadrudu,
On a Petition presented to the Sub-

nuary 1836 ;
fiom the local authorities.
September 1836, praying to continue the allowance according to custom, an
assed dated 31st October 1856, rejecting the prayer of the Petition, and saying
een stopped by order of Government,

1owance in question bad b
to the Inam Commissioner on 5th July 1860, praying

5. The Plainnff addressed a Detition
which was also rejected by an endorscment dated 7ih

the allowance,
his allowance had been abolished by order of Government, no

1, to the effect that as t
consequently this suit has been brought.

ken in the matter;
from the former records that Plaintiff himself is the Trustee of the

ation held by the Special Assistant Collector, Mr. Dallard,
it appealis {hat one Rayanipaty Veerabhadrudu sct up a claim,
f the said Pagodi. The said Vecrabhadrudu, the villagers
his Pagoda having been consecrated by the Rayanit;)aty

6. It does not appear
vestig

t he was the Trustee o
ence of t

and the Plaintiff say that in consequ
led Trustees ; anl that Plaintiff brought this ¢claim based on a

family, all th
* letter written by the sai

" the usage was subsequently alte

" annually fixed and paid on acco

ot

e members of it are sty
d Veerabhadrudu.
Kisrsa DistricT, '31st July 1863. (Sigued) E. B. FOORD, Acting Collector.

L] Snm—

LEncrosure No. 2,
Original Suit No. 1,015 of 1861,
Translation.
To the District Munsiff’s Court, Mzisulipatam.

the Plaintiff, Rayanipaty Seetapaty, Trustee of Sree Vasunta Gopalaswamy

- v
alavadam Mootahin the Dezoarah Taluk, at present residing
rge Thornhill, Esq., Collector of this District, on

Cumplaint preferréd by
situated in Rayanipadu in the \Y
at Godugupeta, against the Defendant Geo

behalf of Government, residing at Masulipatam.
unnuds granted to the said Swamivar (god) by the former Zemiadars, it
b

pmemorial, to deduct annually from the Dowle of the village a sum of
Rupees 124, viz.,, Rupees 52 for the daily offerings and lights of the Pagoda, and Rupces 72 for
the celebration of Kalliyana Wootsavam (marriage ceremony) ; and while it had been thus enjoy CZ]-
red in Fasli 1240, when the village came under Circar attachment’

The Collector having witbheld the payment from Fasli 1264, of Rupees 104, which had been
unt of the said two items, I represented the subject both to the

Il the ways I could, but they have not disposed of the matter

Government and the Collector in 2
up to this time § consequently this suit is brought under Section 26, Act VIII of 1859
At Rupees 103 per year, being seven years from Faslis 1264 to 1270, Rupees 728.

Agreeably to the S
had been usual from time ir

e re——————



At

. costs of Court.

1 pray that the Suit may be tried, and a decree passed that the Defendant shou!d pay me tie

sum of seven hundred and twenty-eight Rupees, togcther with the sabsequenc interesr, and the

Please take this into your consideration,
4th May 1861,
As per Section 26, Act VIII of 1859,

(Signed) RAYANIPATY SEETAPATY, Plainufl

Pldintif.f, do declare that what i3 slated in this compliint is
and belief. Section 27, Act VIII of 1859.

(Signed) RAYETNIPATY SEETAPATY, Plaintifl. : ¢
(Signed) P. V., District Moousiff,
Filed 4th May 1861,
(Signed) P. VENKATACRISTAY
(True Translation.)

(Signed) E. B. FOORD, Acting Colleetor,

—

I, Rayanipaty Seetapaty, the
true to the best of my information

4, District Munsift,

Excrosure No, 3.
DRAFT ANSWER.
In the Munsiff's Court at Mosulipatam, In Original Suit

XNo. 1,015 of 1861, wherer
Rayanipaty Seetapaty, Trustee of Stree Va-} / P
and {

G- Thornhill, Esq, Coll -
District, is Defe?u’]au:. ector of the Kistna

svota Gopalaswamy, in Rayanipadu, iy
Bezoarah Taluk, is Plaintiff,

The Answer of E. B. Foord, Esq., Acting Collector, on behalf of the above named Defendant.
This Defendant saith that the Plaintiff has no valid title to the Papoda ullowance claimed ;
that he possesses no Sunnuds or other documents to establish his claim ;Dthat the cash pa 'ments,
alleged to have been made formerly by renters or Zemindars of the villare out of lheirr‘ ())Od wilf
and pleasure, or even by Government pending inquiry into these claims, cbgmnot be bindingn on the
Government who, on the recommendation of My, Ballard, the then Special Assistant C.-. Hector,
appointed to inquire into these cases, were pleased to order the discontinuance ofdth (; mcm;
in question ; and that under these circumstances the Inam Commissioner refused to a:ki‘o);'lcd re
2

the title of the Plaintiff to the allowance, This D sfendant therefo
. ) b o .
dismissed with costs. ¢ begs that the suit may be

(Signed) E. B FOORD, Ay
° ’ ) g Col .
MasuLipaTay, 3lst July 1863. ing Collector

1. Ordered to be submitted to Government, wit}, th

defence of the Suit be sanctioned at the public cost, and th
the answer as proposed below.

e Brard's recommendation that the
aF th? Collector be authorized to file

2. The facts of the case are simple,

T8l t’p to Fasli 1263 the Village Pagoda in Rayanipad was allowed
Rupees 104 out of the village revenues. The origin of t}
accounts show that it existed in Fasli 1202, and was con
formly. From Fasli 1263, it was discontinued, and it
their Orders dated 80th November 1835, No. 1,308, Rev
ances in the Masulipatam District,

! a yearly sum of about
'¢ grant is unknownp, but the village

tinued from thay lime more o less uni-
was finally disalloweq by Governmen

tin
enue Department, abolishing guch 41
o

ow-

4. The Board consider that the case is clearly one in which the Courts

) have no jurisdic-
tion whatever, and they would propose that the reply be cast in the following Jariscie

form, viz, ;

T - v P )

" Liable to be sued £

ue for which Petitioner sues, was of the nature of an
will and pleasure of Government.

public reven

the good T
express orders of Goverament, and that the Collector is no

That the assignment on the
Toam, and dependent altogether on

That it wag discontinued und;r e
s o i
r maintaining those ' . . B
i1 Courts have no jurisdiction 1a such questions, which are matters of Sta
That the Civil Cour .

policy. prays the Court to dismiss PlaintifPs Suit with all costs,

t the Defendant, therefore, . |
. Ile 90th September is the latest date for putting in the defence '
BT (True Copies snd Extraet.)

(Signed) W, HUDLESTON,
Secretary.

Secretary to Government, R. D., with 3 enclosures.

To J. D. Sim, Esq., Collestor of the Kistna District.

Copy to E.B. Foord, Esq., Acting

rzd. J. Talloch.

'
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