M.R.0. 14—18,000—57- 0-24

MADRAS RECORD OFFICE.

Government of Madras.

P

W DEPARTMENT.

G.0. No. 203¢ Press
63 _Ae,
Dated e e

Not to be folded or roughly handled




Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenye Department,
4th November 1864,

Read the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 20th October
1864, No. 6,913,

Read again lett .v from the Collector of Malabar, dated 8th December 1863, No. 263, in Board’s
Proceedings 17th December 1863, No. 7,991, .

Read also the following letter from G, A, BALLARD, Esq., Collector of Malabar, to °
W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Maliapuram,
20th July 1864, No. 1734 :—

1. With reference to the correspondence noted, I have the honor to report the resalt of an

inquiry held by the Deputy Collector of

To Board of Revenne, dated Rth December 1563, No. 263. Wynaad into the claims b‘nght forward by

S RV EN S LIS AR the Kurumbranad Rajah.

2. The claimsrefer to a tract of country called * Paraka Mete,” comprizing the whole of
the Gunnapathiwattum, Chevangode, afld Munad Amshoms, and also to certain lands in the
Mupeinad and Nambolakodi Amshoms in Wy‘naad.

3. The forest land in the three first mentioned Amshoms was declared Government property

about five years ago, and sundry lots of such

Under Government Order, dated 12th July 1859, No. 925, land lying in these Amshoms were, on ap-

# 2{th August 1862, 9th December 1863, plications, received, advertised# for sale as
- & A= ” . ¥
Ist December ,, 7th January 1864, Government land under the Rules received

with the Beard’s Proceedings, dated 15th May 1863, No, 2,893.
But the sale was postponed in consequence of the Rajah unexpectedly Preferring g e

discussed. I deemed it best to have a full and careful investigation made in the matter,
now .

ven at the risk of increased delay to the present applicants, so that I ight be in a position to
% es a mature decision, and avoid similar delay in future cases.
pas ! ‘The Deputy Collector lately submitted a very full report, and I, ariving at the same

opinion as he had done, which again support-
ed the conclusion that had been come to by
Government five years ago, rejected the claimsg

+ Dated 23rd June 1864, copy enclosed. advanced by the Rajah, ang sent him g copy

of my ordert in the case,

o has si.nce given me notice, within the prescri.bed time', of his intention t, contest the
order. He must therefore be left to establish his title if he can in the manner Provided by Act
XXI;I 0;;2613;')‘3[1 asserts hisclaims in connectior'l with a temple denominated « Koliadi Devas-

" d bases them on the alleged conquest by his ancestors of the tract above-mentioned from
i & lers ; but the claims are very vague both as to origin, nature, ang extent of territory,
o fOfm”\:"“ :vid,ence has been adduced to prove the allegation of conquest; but it is not dis-

6. Lthoe art of Government that a branch of the Kotiote family was established in that part
b o pbofore the invasion of Tippo Sultan, All that has been adduced in the shape of
of the country vi(ience of -the exercise of seigniorial rights consists of three copper deeds said to
docun'lenlaf.y Pkol tamil, together with their alleged translations in Malayalam,
be W?“e;l::ﬁrst of :h:ese deeds, as shown by the translations, is 5 document executed by a

Supposed ancestor} of the Rajah to one
t Aranad Vana Tekunkur Ramangalat Kowilagom Muta Nagava Kartavg” some three centuries§ ago,

i sinh. - & E L
Tamburanp, or senior TILJ[\ £, 720 (1548:44) . morbga,gmg the hl“B, pa,ddy lands, and hill
) . . -

Dated 16th May 1864, No. 261, copy enclosed, Appendix A.

slopes  within certain  boundaries vaguely
described,
In what Amshom the property lies it is impossible to g.ather from the whole deed,
M. E. 800 (1623-24.) ‘ Second is o Writing which purports to have
been executed by another supposed ancestor of
the Rajah, declaring tkat the writer had conferred on some Parties not named certain ranks and
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Al or most part, of these tracts are apparently included in the Kurumbranad Rajah’s claims
above disposed of.

.

The Gownden’s claim was also referred to the Deputy Collector, and bas been carefully
investigated by that Officer.

Sidhi Gownden, as will be seen by the accompanying report,* has utterly failed to esublh:
v bis claim. | have therefore rejected it, a8
;:Ssgip;pmkwgm of Wynaad, dated 24th June 1864, have forwarded to him a copy ofjlny ordert vB
1 Dated 6th July 1864, Teanseript enclosed. his case. Having every reason to believe tha®
he will contest the order, | deem it proper to
lay the matier before the Board.
19. This man founds his claim principally on two coppet writings said to have been K"""d
by Tekenkur Ramangalat Rsjeh (i. &, Kurom-
menad Rajah) to Lis ancestor (name not piven)

. some 300 years ago, transferring three K‘.“i‘
lagoms, or palaces, denominated “ Yeddakel, Pudri Chana Vail, and Kayamban" with hills,

houses, lands, Devassoms, &e., appertaining thereto, as well as another Kovilagom called
“ Pudusheri” with lands, &c.

In M. E. 730 (1553-54).

~As in the Kurumbranad Rajah's case, the writings are stated to be ia Kol Tamil.

The originals, with their alleged translations in Malayalam, have been produced.

Considerable doubt exists as to the genuineness of these writings

They were never produced before, although
there were ample opportanities} for their pro®
duction.
The 3:: ::'t :f ll::l, asis evident by their trauslations, does not .lpecify the name of the granteé.
Even sup fPO . hu.e.b"u granted to one ** Yaddakel Madeswava Oddiar.” p¥
e Pposing the writings to be genuine, it is a question whether the grantee was actually
cestor of Gownden. No evidence has been adduced to prove this important peint.

m‘:loreo‘ver, the writings contain only a nominal specification of rice-lnnds, but not of hills

3 During Revenue and Revenus Settlament enquirigs.

The chi.n'u now discussed refer to hills alone.
The writings therefore are of no avail as evidence in his case.

20. To show the sort of matter these men attempt to claim upon, | must mention that Sidbi
Gownden has further produced three documents
Two of them are Deeds§ executed by the party
noted,| mortgaging to Sidbi Gownden Coffee

trees planted on a portion of hill called “ Mas-
komby Kunu,” stated in one of the Deeds to be his (Sidhi Gownden's) * Jeom’' property, and to

have been assigned by him on simple lease to the individual who executed the Deeds.
The other document produced is copy of a DeedY executed by Sidhi Gownden to 8 Mr.

Aunthony Lopez of Wynaad, mortgaging 0 him
t!x, property specified in the two writings me8”
tioned in paragraph 19,

91, Sidhi Gownden has produced no oral evidence to substantiate his claims ; while the

statements of several of the persons examioed
ntha P . ¢ pe ¢

?n‘;".::. m(iow':hur: on _"‘hllf of Government in the Kurumbr
11 @ gh-hu‘,::‘x:u.r. Rajab's caso tend 10 prove that he (Sidhi Gown”
1mh do. VROQ A Prendix B d : ight

Ses Abetract of Bridence (Appendix B.) en) hag never exercised nor possesses any Fi§

¥ over the hills he claims in the Gunnapathiwatium
and uﬂﬂiﬂd Amshoms, and that G"merely holds some P&dd] lands in Guwlpﬂbi'.“w on
azcount of the * Y cddakal Devassom™ temple,

§ Dated 22nd Kavkardagom 1038, 5th Angust 1869,
I Somalli Kavi Vassavaya Gownden

% Dated 24th Kavkurdagom 1038, Tth Aagost 1303,

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 5
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22, Sidhi Gownden, it will be observed, at first claimed all the hills applied for by Mr.

ST TR, RN RIS J. Gordon, under the waste land rules ; while

only ome of them appears among the hillg
subsequently named by him in his deposition,
At the same time another individual, Eriah
Gownden,* one of the persons examined as

above stated,t claims the same hills (those
applied for by Mr. Gordon) in connection with another temple, “* Chengueri Devassom ’(' and
L]

asserts that Sidhi Gownden has o right at all to them.

& 7th witness, see Abstract of Evidence.

+ Paragraph 21,

23. It would appear from the statements of some} of the parties examined that Sidhi

Gownden bad claims on some of the hills in the
Yeddakal Deshsom,§ and possesses lands and
hills in Chinguer | Tarra’; but these statements
are very vague and imperfect. They appear to

me quite insufficient to substantiate the claims
advanced,

1 8th witness Shantharajes Taragan.
9th do. Chuliat Rama Menoky.
10th do. Kaviampathy Kanna Paniker,

§ In Guaonapathiwattum,

1) Tn Mupeinad Amshom.

24. Before concluding this report, I must particularly notice that both the Rajah and Sidhi
Gownden have failed entirely to account for their omission to bring forward and establish their
claims during the several inquiries that were held by the Revenue authorities, on the spot, in
regard to Government escheats. ¥ POt
The excuses attempted are puerile,

Sidhi Gownden states that he was under the impression that his lands would be exempted
as he had deposited his copper writings on which he founds his claims as security to Gogem,
ment for the former Abkarry Contractor of Wynaad. The fact is, these writings w te ]
as security but were rejected as valueless. : o0 e i

He pretends to have known nothing of Mr. Robinson’s inqu

: iry in 1857 into th i
private parties to Government lands in Wynaad. : e of

Before Mr. Stuart, he was not called on, he says, to establish his claim,

The Kurumbranad Rajah, through his Vakil, also asserts ignorance of the inq;xiries

Both Mr. Robinson's and Mr. Stuart’s inquiries were as public ag they well could be; all
claimants were duly called on by Mr. Stuart to prove their claims. e

Ignorance that such inquiries were being held therefore seems #42
. : p proof posit
claimants had no connection with the subjects of inquiry. Positive that the present
Failure to attend indicates, clearly, conscious weakness of clajms,
25. Awaiting the Board’s instructions.

P.S.—The individuals noted in the margin have also claimed certain forests and hills in the

Munad . L
1. Kotiote Teke Kowilagom Veer Verma Rajah. and Gunnapathiwattum Amshoms in
9. Nuduvat Karuman Nambudripad of Ernad.

Wynaad. The claims have b
RIEVES ; S : een referred for
3. Koliwailil Eatail Urni Chena Paniker of Wynaad. inquiry to the Dpputy Collostor. " Thituiis
will be duly reported,
(Signed) G. A. BALLARD,

EE Collector.
Appendiz A.

From H. RICHARDSON, Esq., Deputy Collector of Wynaad ; to G. A. BALLARD, Esq.,

Collector of Malabar, dated Manantoddy, 16th May 1864, No. 201

l'. With reference to your letters, noted
marginally, I have the honor to submit my
Report on the claims set forth by the Kurum-

Dated 22nd December 1863, No. 4,395,
Dated 11th April 1864, No, 1,198 A,

branad Rajah to the tract of land called * Paraka Methel,” together with a Statement and 19
Depositions connected therewith.
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Gownden's claim, T beg to state th
th

at I am just proceeding to
er local ing

Wiries, and the Report will be submitted as soon a8

(Signed) H. F. HEWETSOY,
Deputy, for Collector.

Mananloddy, 164 May 1864,
Copy.
The Vakil of the Kurumbranad Rajah

* Yedathil Kup), Nair,
dated 27th Kai 1089 ul .“’. o ) Presented an Urzi on (he 12th October 1863,
» Clalming certain land, called “ Paraka Methel” (which includes the wh ole

of th i
g G"““’Pa‘b""‘t““‘n Cherangode, ang Munad Amshoms) as his Jenm property, connected

with the Koliady Chedati]
evidence in Support of his claim ag $00n asg po;lal:'l‘: m e M pisnmy

: Did n?t 4ppear again till the 4th Dec
ing, to baving had 1o g0 to the Tellicher
Tecords in hig case,

2 Statgd also that the Rajah’
and Vaden, the then rulers, Had
oral evidenge,

- B 4
Amshoms.

7Y Court, and alyg ¢, search the Rajah's palace for the

d the country by conquest from Irapen

B0 documenty 1o Prove his claim; but offered to do so by

aimed | i A
ands in fhe Gmaptth'WAttum, Mupienad, Cherangode ang Numblacode

from the 13th Otgber o Did not remember the names of the land
ber to 03 to 4th : : ¥
m-mua-..,mwo., }mndma. OF extent; but promised to do 86
..o four days, viz., 8th Deceniber,
ev.mom;. but could not then tell the bound ISR ihe Chedathil Ama, alias Koliady

e aries, bat would do so ;
Did not appear again .ull the 20k Jnnuar, 1861, Wheno},:o ::of,t:::: days,

0, shoat 1543, Deed of Mortgage from the Ramunugalath
Mutlfa Kamuran ¢, Nagara Kartava for lands
Mentioning cortgin boundaries.

+abont 162,97 Patom Chjy from Kuriden Beemo to the

Rfjth for cerain paddy lands ang slopes of the
hills adjoining,

From Tekel,lklll' &:aedono 800::?3.24.) . i Kl:eed .

< 0 Koliad

| those giy

* No 4, -

If such werg the case how camg he

f gift to the Koliady Devassom land
y and Gunmpnthiwattnm, exclusive of
€N to others in Paraka Methel,

‘ oduced.also a Jigyw of 206 hills claimed
40 obtain Degy g» 1N the Gunnapathiwattyg Amshom, and stated

no documenm,y evidence a:h‘_‘t several others haq been leased 1o parties ;
; 185 ¥ was pog owslomary in those dq
o ys to take

any of the hijlg latel
Y. Tha
il andlord not knowlng what hig tenangy paid Wras S

Ceremonieg iy the
had noy done so for the 1‘0 — A

t some of the lessees
hing for the expenses of the
Devassom, ang others, direct
gh his Kariasten, Could not

Proceedings of .tlze Madras Government, Revenue Department, 71
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The suit was decided in 1856, appealed against and rdzeed in 1034 (1859), "
8. Did not know the names of the hills he cll)aimed (111; the Munad, Cherar:iodé, 'al;(’i l\Iu‘m-
ary evidence ; but cited four parties to proye e Rajah’sclaim.
blacode Amshoms. Had no documentary s thft i he!(}; 50 bty Tt
Statement No. 8, 1st, Kurnalur Vyni Pathian Mupen, dated paddy land for the last forty years from Govern-
it datiy J66c. went, also four hills and some paddy lands from
3 id 16 fanams annually for the hillss
the Reiaaiy. Netatmmcaoc o ! Cultivated paddy lands, and paid patom to
the Koliady Devissom. That the Ramangalath
gave fifteen hills to his ancestors. :
Stated also that the Ramangalath and Pychee Rajahs were relations, and »1l the Jands on the
other* side of the Sultan’s Battery belenged to
the Pychee Rajah.
That when Mr. Baber assumed charge of the country, the inhabitants, by the intercession of
the Kurumbranad Rajah, were permitted to reside in the place,
Statement No. 10. 3rd, Valiah Valather Chungan Chetty, Stated that he cultivated paddy lands and
dated 21st January 1864. paid patom to the Koliady Devassom, and that
one hill was given to his Karnaven by the Ramangalath Rajah, L2
Had heard that the Rajah and Koliady Devassom were the Jenm owuners of the hills ; and
about ten years ago when Kulloor Gownden and Echacvonoo Kaloo Chetty caught Elephants they

F oh
were delivered to the Rajah. :
Statement No, 11, 4th, Koopady Kaloo Chetty, dated 2lst Stated that he cultivated seven and half

a L1, ]

itk by patlzy cundum of paddy lands, and paid patom
Gunnapathiwattum Devassom ; also held two hills which he heard the Ramangalath Rajuh

to the Gun DP m. - That gll the Elephants caught were to be delivered to the Rajah,
gave to the eva:;" P.utlel' caught one ten years ago, but did not know whom he delivered it to,
SN ARSI Had been Kariasten for the last SiX years, and
. 12, Ramen Nair, Kariasten to the Kuram. his duty was to conduct the cultivation and
5‘;‘;‘;‘3}’3@, Vepatac i collect iyhe rents, Gave the names of some
paddy lands and a few grass hills adjoining, and stated that until 1wo years ago he recejved patom

ultivation on the Hills. -
for dgarcl no list of the hills; but ascertained them from the villagers.

Received a list of the paddy lands from the Rajah.

9. The above is all the evidence the Kurumbranafi l‘.!.ajah was able to produce in support
of his claim to a tract of country that would form a principality, ;

FEnblsg lins niof the Shadow ik right, i thiak his present claim is an attempt at usurpation
will I think, be clearly proved from the following reafons. > ‘

10. In the first place the Vakil, on present!ng his Petition on the 12th Oc’tober 1863, was
ordered to produce his evidence assoon us posssible, Does not make_ his appedemacs i
the 4th December, and then promises to produce the necessary pro'of in four days. The four
days however extend to the 20th January 18.64', when he appears with three copper deeds (which

one can read) with their alleged translatlons'J, dated 720 (1545) 803 (1628 and 800 (1625)
m;l' h he wishes to palm off as genuine, but which I have no doubt were fabricated to suit his
:w:ncviews; and for his oral evidence he brings forward four of the poorest Ryots, instead.of tha
of inhabitants, ‘

m()Stlrle =Pe'i‘;ﬂ: l;t:jl:s's Vakil, although claiming all the country called Paraks Methel Fton

Btatement No. 9, 2nd, Mogavyle Permal Cheity, dated 21s¢
January 1564,

#* North and eastward,

nothing of what the tenants paid, neither does he know the names of the hills claimed in the

) and Numblacode Amshoms.
Mun;).;l, C;;?nlg(:i:aszen Ramen Nair, who ought to know (if anybody dhon) il e
te tm&c' of his Master’s property, he being duly appointed to look after the culiivation and
extent, h r'ents knows nothing. Never had a list of the hills given him ; whereas a list of the
;z:ll;;t;nils Was’ furnished by the Rajah himself. If the Rajah thought he had a i 6o

“hills and forests also how comes it that a list was not furnished to his agent ?
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13. The Raisly
jah's Vaki
vu. e-ngaged ip & Law Syi; lan.dlm
This is a very lame exeq : Y

states . ;
as also ::::i:l?" claim was not preferred before, as the Rajsh
ormed of the lands baving been declared oscheats.

se, for he 'dm't N
e its that the -sujp was rizeed in 1859, and the tenants paid

saying the landg hag bee
14. Mr. Robiy
That in 1783.

0 escheated,

Son in hj
LIS report dated 22ud August 1857 states

84 Tippoo §
ultan ook .
i Possession of the Provin b z ¥
arsgraph 7, the will ce by exacting sorely against
called the Wynaad Digy,: iy of the Kotiote Rajah a written deed of
name of ¢ Chakanatoor” ;c" and it wag registered ".“‘l“(;'hm':" e o tethabyie, -4 3 4
rom Sep A dependency of Seringa ader th

patam under the

pel Ti b
and Korumbran PPoo by force of arms, and g
Support nor oon: shisec be'ng relatives were both::;:lll:igzi:nmt'm;?dm:o ;heBR‘j.h. -
iolasi t the British will neither

Sultan. i
' respect of the Distriet, the sovereignty of Tippoo
Paragraph 9 1 '
b 5. In the year 1795 th j
s . : . year 1795 the Pychee Rajah,
e Kotiote family, subject of the Company and a junior bJrlm‘:

commenced .
and Kurumb = open rebellion aga; . -
ranad families and a1 the Malabar Je:i:;::tl'l:‘ll:i‘::% p:y:‘p..mm i‘;b’ the Fagiohe
essions in Wynaad,

This l'ebt"ion conti
[ ntinued ti]] th
©" the Company under the treaty ofes.:r‘;::?;: commenced. Wynaad fell in 1799 to the share
m,

Paragraph 19 )

3 The Malabar 0 .
ordinari T : . \r proprietors (Jenmies) re-oc-
. inarily prevailing iy Malabar, 7y .- c}lpled their ancient properties on the tenures
© revenue) was not admitte ;e right however of the Princos to Mali Kanum (one-fifth of

Com ? d; the
s : savereigaty of fhe country of course vested with the
Paragraph
SRR .S“P 11, : 16. The rebellious spirit of the Pychee
et Ppressed 1ill 1806, when th Rajah and other inhabitants broke out and
estored, ¢ Pychee Rajah and his followers were il Bines

The Properties
of the agt
actual rebels were declared escheuts, and to a certain extent taken

Fessession of by Mr. Ba,
docvments of the rebel er.  The hills and waste lands were not formally escheated, all the

ropri :
17. Mq, Bobinsonpa P'rle.t 2 having been suppressed or destroyed
83N In Lis report, dated 4th J '
s nne.l858, No. 90, states thus : —
= g 5 Mupinad Amshom.—1In this Amshom the
perty, ard a number of T __ Pychee Rajah bad considerable amount of pro-
The hills und for, % The neighbourhood was largely implicated in 1, i
ests of the Mootatel Devassom were not confiscated. o
Cherangode Amshom.—This Amsho
m was
The ancient Jenm: IALY ek, I, the . Byl .
ies were the Pycheo Rajah and the Cherambady Nair, T{: I:S.:: l::":’l:"
e

Paragraph 27,

e e e TR . T

AN S e O
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former at Cherbalur and'a large quantity of cultivated land were confiscated ; but only one range

of hills was included.

The Cherangode Nair was an usurper.
A tradition exists that the Pychee Rajah was sole Jenmi, and that with one exception the

Cherangode Nair, the soi disunt Jenmies of the present day, were one and all dependants of

the Pychee Rajah.
k5l Munad.—The principal ancient Jenmi was
Paka Suruven, an ancient escheat taken pos-=

session of by the Kotiote (Pychee) Rajah prior to the cession of Wynaad (1799.)
The hills and forests to the Mysore boundary are believed to have thus become escheated

to Government.
Paragraph 32 Gunnapathiwattum.—Very extensive for-
ests were always considered to belong to the

Pychee Rajah whose rights have descended to Government.
18. Reports that Neminee Achudu Warriar caught an elephant on Puinah Mallah in the
Munad Amshom and Nellacotah Dessom the

. 4, U, f th d Taheildar, dated 29th Septembe
Nolsm' v i o g 3 7 " property of Government, and forwards several
Statements.
States that Puinah Mallah is in the Nellakottah Dessom, the whole of which belonged
to Pak : ;
Thalambatta Vella Mupen, aged fifty-five years, one of the Ay » Suruv?n, Wh.ose fam:ly becommg
tour hereditary Conservators of Forests under Paka extinct the Kotiote Rajah took possession of all
. :
Raeaten, dated 1B Bapteosber 163 his property. = Afier the Kotiote Rajah had

been killed all the lands and property were escheated to Government.
Achuda Warriar, who dug the elephant pit on Puinah Mallah, was Kariesten to the

Kotiote Rajah, ;
Whenever any game was killed the proprietor’s share (Oop) as well as all Tigers’ tails were

given to Paka Suruven. .
Paka Suruven possessed ten forts and eighteen Edapad (temporary dwellings) four of
which, viz., Nellakotah, Ponjin (Ponguly) Kotah, Tirumanglatta Kotah and Mootil Kotah, &s

well as Varajoor Eddum, were held by himself ; and deponent heard that the others were given

to other parties.

The Kekanhetta Kopan Mupen, aged 70, dated 16th Septem~- These were b obli- Clonncriniitl: il
21851, apd Kurnalur Chiogan Pathyan Mupen, aged 70, Paka Suruven, and repeat the above state-
dated 15th September 1831. el

States that the N ellakotah Dessom was the jenm property of Paka Suruven, at whose death
the Koti j i
it s e e:i (])tlote (Pychee) Rajah took possession,
and when he was caught by Government all
his property was escheated.

Remonstrated with Achuda Warriar about taking possession of the elephant from Puinah

Nelialum Rajuh, dated 1

Mallah.
Thinks it was in 984 (1808-9,) that the Nellakotah Kurmum (paddy lands) alone were given
over by Mr. Baber for the up-keep of the ceremonies of the Nellakotah Devassom, and any
balance remaining was to be made over to Government.
flad heard that the Nellakotah Ponjin (Ponguly) Kotah, Tirumuglath Kotah, and Mutil

Kotah, as well as Vanagur Eddom were not given by Paka Suruven to any one, but that others

were.
48, dated 16th Sem"*"“} Repeat the statement of Pathy and Thalam-

; .
Kumilady Chetty Ramoo, 880 "% "dated 16th September
1831, and Patavyle Chapoo, aged 49, batta Vellg Mupen,

1831.
4 a 50, dated 14th §eptember 1881,)
Panamkaty Chandu, age 1 Permal Majoor Thavoo, and Repeat the above statement.

Koonivyle Villey, Malainga
Paroor Devassom, '
States that the Mukiasten Koonivyle

S ;
aged 38, dated 218t Sertemder yilley ang other villagers gave him permission

Neminee Achuden Warriar,
to dig the elephant pit,

1831,
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2, ' R
T‘hm:“‘M of Malabar, 4o 45,

Jeamabhogum, on account of the

Caught by Neminece Achuda Warrar in

MO T, Procentings in 151,35 Puineh Maliah, 10 be eredited to Gom.:::
Teak foregts ; 19. 1. ®ppears that the Paduysn "
it Kome':' in the Gnnnlpl!hiwnlum A Theka Kovilagom Kotiote Rajahs leased some
™Y Davayen of Wynaaq M on Kuti Ky wamy
That some Mysore s um to Ravaporathan Ramas

opl felleg
o s :e ple and Carried away timy
Teported that (he Re
family of p 2
i o::u Snrnten, which becamg eilie:: th: oy
. Ctand ¢
e " ?ns Were afzervurdn con %

y Who ordered

Ount receiveq fiscateq,
ret . Y the Ra;
i :mtd' Sl 00 furghy Jogge. J408 01 aceoyp, of ihe Jease ds
© bave ng yrighy atall g g were alloweg 4 Was recovered, but afterwar

g 'Olon.‘em le . arur, g K s
1830 "1 Raroo Paniicey, dated 315t gt | O Pongui Kotab, }At Porgoli Kotah

the Karambraneg p.: *. Rampylly,
t 8o 1m 8 the Lis, Bojabs Lin t s latur, 4 }A‘ Yeddatarsh Kotah.

ndap.ll.i. } At Echa Coonoo,
*
VARG Pagh: 4
ted 24 Mc'"‘:lln Kormgn Mupen, aged 75 > ‘.‘ 4s seven Years
me into W
lbejungln. Y

Ohquered the Path
llm. Ech.~coono°' vy

old when the Pathans
‘Daad, and all the people ran into

8, took possession and ruled
Thirunur, Pongai Shorumanga-

g Assomg, .
held yy, Y Koilah P.:s.m;l B Ah'df‘ K'f!ﬂﬁcn called Paroli Yemman
he rebelliopnopeu" * Amavil Koilab, and algo at a place called

the p :
i ot Ynaad, oy, Yehee Rajah

Changp, g Mam"dd! PRPA
00 Wasg 3
Property, ang fabrie:t:;'"d' “5en Severa] '
urther srqyor = d Umen g to show ¢, s
lath Kotqp, and | 8t the p Yehee jah livm; ta:h(;{x s,
Was not . ties, by, Dever g":r:hn
" Araka Mether belon
® Rajab, 7y .

l!' the inhabitants ran into the jungles. The
riakaren ang Pothian Shalampatoo Chanthoo,

then took Possession of the escheated
nged to them,

"?Mb. Ponjui Kotah and Tiramanga-
€ Jenm, or on konum, 1o any one, as it

to some Devassoms and the Pychee Rajah
: ychee Rajah,
25th %M‘;::m& oangalath R"J‘h had only a few paddy fields.

Had heard that the first time T;
p ippoo came
After whip, he went 44 1'® Wynaad he entereq into a treaty with the

Kotiote Raj :
Depongnt wag then ﬂfl..ﬂ ’O‘l:.ol:d.‘o ‘i'. up W’ulld to him.

O Years afte, the "::':quered from Aripen and Vadan by
to S"";ngnpu. ¥ & war broke out, and several of t}e
The i Pyeh s €IF Properties were taken possession of b

'°;_R91ab repulsed Tippoo and ruled the couniry, oy
Uring the Raj Lglish Government, Mter that it camo

§ reiga no Jenm rights were given to any one

L
the cus to

but lhe l"gm

haye yq "'gh.t 5 &l(deponent) also rented some property, Those i but the landg may have

€m.  They all belonged to the Devassop, and anq:et who claim the lands

Prmedilg‘ Qfl&c / A, - i

e e ———————

Ordering the 30 Rupees received for

, and the Tahsildar
"% a8 they originally belonged to the
POPerty was escheated by the Pychee

be entered jnte by thew, as they were shown
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Proceedings of the j[adras Government, Revenue Depariment, 11
4th November 1864,

s

Pemthi Reddy Kristna Warriar and Machelettah Peramby were the only two persons who
beld putolahs (lists of property). No one else held them. _ :

The Rajah who signed the Treaty to Tippoo and other Rajahs went away to Travancore.

The Maliathayatha (Pychee) Rajah alone remained, and the great war was between him and

Tippoo.

5 20. Submitting tenders to the Collector
from parties for cutting teak trees on ten

. escheated hills in Wynaad, viz,

Kuthrakoti Mu“ab'} Ellornad Amshom,

No. 6, Yadast from the Sub-Collector, dated 4th May 1850,

Musala do.
Pulpulli do. Kupathode do.
jah's i * Vadangode,
# Nos. 11 and 32 in the Kurambranad Rajah’s list, Chalat(g)yah, : gt S
Koorchayat. n the hunapa 1
Echa-Coonoo. s tum Amshom,
{ No. 205 in the List. t Pongui,

Four of these hills were claimed, viz., one in Kupathode by the Palpally Devassom, one in‘

0:11 by the Tyrenhelli Devassom, and two in the Gunnapathiwattum Amshom, two by Vee-

Ellorn%;h ay;ld Kotiote Moothee Rajahs on account of the Chedathil (Koliady) and Melur Thala-
raverm

i assoms. A
= I;EV Chatfield rejected all these claims except the Palpulli Devassom, as he considered all
r.

b d other forests belong to the Pychee Rajah whose rights have descended to the Biitish
these an

-Government. \ 1. Reports that Jenmabhogum had been

No. 3, Urzeo from the Wynasd Tabsildar, dated 220d May o yosieq for an elephant that was caught by
1854. Mayuvan Kaloo on Theka Mulah in the Che.
t given before him by certain parties. :
hom, and forwards Statemen
¥l The elephant was caught on Theka Mullah

Statement of Mayavan Kaloo, C‘l’q“:e':;‘;: ‘{ig‘;‘“" under  which he (deponent) heard belongs to the Che-
the Kotiote Rajab, dated 16th No rangode Thamuran, Had charge of the forest,

d an elephant pit dug. Does not know how the property came to the Chgrangode famil: .
e e, p-uen order for the Conservatorship.

Hold;( :l‘;::n Mullah, which is Government property, is about eight miles from Theka Mullah.

mi. ‘

s b Having heard from the Cherangode Tha-

muran that the land up to the water-shed of

Theka Mullah was escheated, the land on which the elephant was caught belongs to Govern-

Second Statement, dated 20th April 1854,

menf.i‘h eastern water-shed of Theka Mullah belongs to the Cherangode family, With this
e

ception all the rest of the land belongs to Government,
Sy bara Mullah also belongs to Government,
Kumbara llah is not one hill alone, but a range of hills in which are inoladed
Kullagum Mulla g
Thumbaran Mullah,
Theka do.
Chengathura, R —
Mulain Moody.
P utchaypuddy.
* Vengporah.

.0 several hills connected with Kullagom Mullah. Was not certain when he
Tl!ertf e atiz‘:ent as he had only heard from other parties; byt having sioce scen the
gave hLis first s ’

i fatement,
i ; correctness of his present s
boundaries ean vouch for the co

b RS s 2L -

\* p



e =
= Yaras Gope,
L th Ament, Revenue Department,

) 74 Noveml».,. 1864,

Ater frg Mz, g, e
* Bobing,
N0 4,3'8. to Ly su i ed Ity -
Glmnap hi PeTistendunt Avtragrs PL’?:::QIA;:, 2 O Ming an tlephant that was cl.!“
Athiway, . n Fe . - i
L o Amshom. by Ool’l“] K "}l\ - ha.Co 490, & Government forest in the
etter fp Ca Urman Ketas
Dtlljn » an.,
rag ivision, 4. t OBciggy, 8 9+ ,‘d
Decembey 1857, @ the Colleotor crg.\h?.pb:mm""“ As. 3. Claiming eertain teak forests all
tad 244 0 have been sold by the proprietors of the
Ht‘o TPIY 10 the ypq i “hinaram Pagoda to the Rajah of Mysore.
- S 51 e 2 . .
e, dmsnm %hru.}? b‘““’"( that &l the teak forests in the
wmnpuhinz:um and Munad Amshoms are
Pmceed.ngn of G the foe Simple Property of Government,
uv._-rnm(m )
dltaj Nnd Tune 18 =4

H"l“”“ll,’ the Collector of Malabar
Parties in W ynaad tg bring their title
(31.’(‘(1! lo lb(‘ Sb!‘r" U‘ECC for examication, ;
.o July 105y, No, 923 25 Declared Munad and Gunnapathi-
Wattum Amshomg escheats, and the Conserva

o call on

x din the Gyq, . °F Forests 1o take charge of the forests
T. Btugy* a Ulnm’m”‘;w_‘“ : 5
“gust 13 l?:? :: x‘f‘ﬂrm“l‘hb Um A mshom since 1860,
N

T, dated 1 ETH Rrpuninu that K,()(»rch.\'.( Coopcn aod

Another hag felled teak trees on  Koorchyat

Gorance, Tecommeng; Mamoory e Moody apg Kanurea Mullah, and
endmg they should be made to pay Kuti-Kanum. l
18 Cuee 266 of 130, This was *anctioned and carried out ; Vel-
1_%' Ch"“." and three others wers fined for fell-
e ng G“"ﬂumculjunglc vear Nellacottah.
o. 209 52 Hojun 201 Noruman Budeo nd fifteen others were
" fined for fclling beyond Yeddathapoyah.t .
Gt 37 of 106, Kurpoo Ramey Chetty was fined for fell-

ing jungle on Kallooketoo Koonvo, adjoiniog
“rripur Mullah,

tealleg Urman Cooppen and five others were

! 4 2 . . > -

Thomy. fined for fe“'"gjunglc on land adjoining Thow

. +
t::i?::;fi:’l;ﬂlhm Puucr [Qm .Ien' x‘uhgh‘lum .\’u”.h. .
] msh, » r A o . o
SVassom, dateq 23:{}, j“&ul::y ;’;(e:,m %}ﬁ:"r.ror :;unnl.. ~0, States that the Gunnapathiwattu
. ¢ the
R

¢0nquereq by the, Koy Clw""g”de a0d Munad Amshoms bf'o"s::
g ] igi L : we
OVET to the "fumbralr::; 8%, By o mutyg) ::“gm.“y'“ the Kurambranad Rajah, but

l'rangc"]ent 0 . ds were g;‘-cn
All the landg belonging ik 0€s not, know Which however some lands
When })e Was l\‘il!ﬁd, tle hoti() .

'.0 Itﬂng » : ‘tg'd
Mentiong the nameg ¢ * SXCept the Devassom lands, were esche

- an ﬁlutc' th tthe 2 IOO 'l\"d‘! hi”’
for BiXleep Y ears Wi am‘"mlml. Ra' a 1€re wore about
escheated, . 'th the o Ception of the B also “scheated, Wy, Adighary of the Amshom

n L were
(:d' ram l ] ﬂ“ ‘he res

lI‘l_'h[ se‘-era] 'I asum anc ',

-]L‘limi‘bh.

) ants |,;
Mmge
gum to Gonrr, =

befy,
o
ment for One oy the land, wer

. id
up} . © escheated, but since then pai
Rht op Echa

00“4)“.
dated 29 27.

No. 15, Stagen ent of o
SN o hq
January 1864, s ﬂklhm)ge Tanegy

: . : ke
His ancestors have lived in ¢

i | ¢
(:unuapathmnuum Amshom, and had charg

Knows that fo of the M

" the lagt thr

' €e or f ariamak and Busthy Devassom.

and Cherangcde Ao : OUr vears . Wehrn P

et "“_IL s 0shomsy Were declare Tears all the hijs W the Gunnapathiwatium, Munad
individuals gng Devasson, Cicheats, before which they were claimed by private

Never Ey W ¢ bearad
CI Earc h,'.'lr !
.y v . .Vs
lel.]S. ﬂn(.

€slo 9 ; . ;
™S that the hurun;l,mmd Rajih claimed any of the

R

S Moadea : Revenue Department, 13
: the Madras Government, , 2
Proceedings of 4¢h November 1864,

ultan’s Battery, i i t parties
Sultan’s Battery, and issued a notice tha

0, Mr. Stuart was at Sultan

Three or four years ago,

ir claims nds, but nobody did so. £ {02
should, appesr aad prove thels claima 1o lefds, 28. Had lived in the Gunnapathiwattum

i Mgty St 27 om for the last twenty-five years, and his
N?&ggt:;?m K | ,::::::té‘ra have ‘lived there for the last three or
) four hundred years. :
jah owns the Koliady Devassom with the paddy: lands and hills
The Knmmbrmd ’;&)..—not exercise any right over any ?ther lands or hills. ?
:onnected with th:miag:‘:en":omhs ago that the Gunnapathiwattum, Cherangode and Muna
Heard about eight

thing bimself to the Rajah for the lands in his possession. ;
Amibomanard. coctioale. . Py Hiibing hipee 29. Has been Adighary for the last six

years. His ancestors and himself always lived
in the Mupinad Amshom where they have
Tarvad property,

the Amshom- at present, as all his lands were

: iampathy Kana Puuikar, Adighary
Mo T e Acishorm, datod 25th January 1664,
of the Mupinad Awsl

K branad Rajah has n§ property in
The Kuruml :

escheated. heard it from his Karnaven,
hen, but
Does not know w

that the Kurumbranad Rajah exercised any right over any hills or
Never knew or heard have always been entered in the accounts as escheats. '
londs in the Amshom, a8 they Jiod 27tk dauuary 30. States that his father and Msel:"
Ne. lﬁ- Btstammentof Shasehett ENHFT CEEC came from Palghat, and have been Menans o
1864. hom for the last twenty-nine years. This, as well as the Chergnegon:e
‘hg(;unnapaihiﬂﬁ“m :ei‘:;d to the Kotiote Rajah ; all the teak forests were escheated tn
and Munad Amshoms,

' llums (Royal
; ‘ o. Very many years ago all the Ky 7
1026 (1850-51), and the o&hel“i:{“f:ai ei::z);: (1808-9), and the Pymash was prepared from the
b ated: s s

i he d Poothadynilom, which was in the possession of
Fesidenees) sere £5e iece of land called o : 1 rty of
sl ts; ome Pl heated, as it was proved to be the property
leﬁh s OWD accoun A an&h, was also esc ] :

lath Kurumbrana

yme lands also escheated.
iote Raj There were some
the Kotiote Rajah.

Kurumbranad Rajah had any lands in the Gunnapathiwattam Amshom A
' the Kurum
Never knew that tf

i the Koliady Devassom.
except those belonging to

: ' d no one disputed it.

- Me » homs were declared escheats, an . "
'a;m:'”%mns“&éndhu‘.lz:ds‘:;:n'g Battery three years ago, and called on the inhabitants
: i} Bustion : ‘ forward,

Me St helw the land they held, but no one °*.’“’ek°o A
rove their tiile ; there at the time, and took n ; . s
2 he Rajah’s Kariasten was ' 31. Has lived in the Amshom for 1 irty

g ; Pillay, Makiasten of Sultan’s years, and has been Mukiasten for twenty years.

x°'mu' sﬁ?dmzel:;?:::‘r"’ 186{- e Had always known that all the hills and fc'»-;e'sg
i b d to the Kotiote Rajah, and were escheated three or four years ago. #\efo!e

‘- elonged to :

mn tbeA,mshOlIlb

. e escheated. Ry
~ that, however, several, Por}t:::;::’hen s oo ARy
£ S ¢
Echa-Coonoo was ¢

h bas authority only over the Koliady Devassom Paddy lands, but
. Ku nad Rajah |
The Kurumbra

» ing the hills. . dex =2
pever exercised any ns“‘.”‘?;f;’f inquiries some years ago, the Kurnum Beeman Rajah did not
When Mr. Cbatﬁel: u;:;m.' Sidhi Gownden did but could not produce any proof,
' ve his
come forward to pro

held Kacheri at Sultan’s Battery, some people came forward but could not
e i
When Mr. Stuart ;

i i . ode
prove their d“::‘:'n 1s were all made acquainted with the order that Gunnapthiwattum, Cherang
and :bu:ud Amshoms were escheats d documentary evidence that Government has been

uote ‘ : : iy &5
32. It will be seen by the(:;?;::ession (undisputed til! now) in the hills a;t:d forests of,ll_w_.
publicly exercising all e;h;;tgh: Kurumbranad Rajab, denominated Paraka Meihil,
= laimec
three Amshoms ¢

d, and duly proclaimed that the Gunnapathi- -
b St s hen the order was read,
nom at the rime w
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TV ey

bl &

ranted by the Sub.Colletor for felling teak trees in
Srnertamab ang Kotiots n""t:"" %t up to those iu the Guanspathiwatéum
IS0, bt werg pojecren . VU O the part of the Chodathil Kolisdy

ccted and ¢ dai : \
€N leased thy g . @ clains vever afier revived.
“No, 205, ora8ad Rajsh now olaims two, viz., Vadankote (Nos, 11
» Jenmgh, '
e B ey oy o for ua slophaat caught on Eebs-Cosnoo
3 caught on B, *manded from ghe Superintendent of the Astragam Division
th *Ame year the Acsip s..c‘".moo and taken to Mygore,
At were lease by the Peo prim:r. :‘P:)’:"‘e:dem of the Astragam Division claimed teak forests
- X Yy imnm P oda s
g p 4goda to the Rajah of M ysoze.
"Bt of the parties who sold, and stated that all the teak forests
the property of Goverament.
llector to call on all claimants of land t0
{ocldce their Deed befure the Survey Officers
and Gunup!thinttnm A:lhom"‘mmhnmuo:md et
cCled in e Gonnapatbiwmtum Anahoxinim 1860 upchal-

% and angg),e, were made o pay Kutikanom for felling

od, teak  trees Koorchyat and Mamoott

ral paries werg ipeq i o Moody, |
a » f’""‘l‘ Jungle in the biils in the Gunnapathiwate

temples weprg
en
4 do“bti and Gove

duwed for the up-keep of the ceremonies and feeding
gh‘rﬂlhongh

place that One. am ,_.:::;n.' » from poliicl motives, have not interfered vlﬂl
Wers royalties of ik ! ouu@du. % Question was raised, and an investigation
Jealous, ag they w" ich no doyp, the Py, R,ab';: 98 for the furests it is indisputable that they
od Jih Was (as all Native Princes are) execedingly

OF questioneq he;, ri

€Te resery
40. If coffee cyjg; buy 8
Present clai hat : _ 2
European Pl‘:n:::,ld ne:,, bave ben 1, e ["troduced jntg Wynad, I have no doubt that the

) rought forwa d : : i ired b
41 ; oS attem . ard ; but seeing that the land is required by
Hlvmg given the Tatier 10 prove lhcl.r claimg by means of fabricated documents.
.tcouaxdentiun. Lam firmly of opinion tha: the Kurum~
0 support of 1,is claims,
: ~ (Signed) 1. RICHARDSON,
(Tiue Copy.) SRt

(Signed) W. F. HEWETSON,
Leputy, for Collector.
Read Petitiony from the K Euc:.osuu No, 2. :

b Alter o full and pyien, in({u;:ni“d Kujah, dated 19th and 30ih October 1863,

M0 the claim of he Kajuh of Kurumbranad to the

-

Kaly,
3. Adachiladi = £ :3..‘,5.“ .?‘.‘:k Amshoms  of Guonspathiwattum, Munad,
by mm. . X x‘&'?;‘lf.':f:;"*xf:?. Mupeined, Nambulacode and Cherangode, in the

]

t
%d wlosty qpert Wynad Talgok, and especially with reference
s SO the lands noted, proposed to be sold on

RIS SRS o

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 15
4th November 1864,

e e e PP

| A A
B S &ttt

t of Government, 1 have determined to reject the claim as (firstly) no elaims were advanced
accounh’manw were called on and formal inquiries made on previous occasions, and especially
?‘h:)?ecR;venue Settlement inquiries in 1860, 1861 and 1862 ; and (secondly) because no evidence
in

is :;xdc;uce;iJ nlzz;- the steps required by Law are taken in due course, this order will be final, and
¢ ’ n

" ized sales will proceed forthwith. :
S n: VEIZZS;Y ':f this ordlzr is sent this day to the Rajah of Kurambranad.
' (Signed) G. A. BALLARD,

Cavricur, Collector.

23rd June 1864.
F G. A. BALLARD, Esq., Collector of Malabar, to the Rajah of Kurumbranad.
rom G. A. B: : X

i y'
Cc p, Of an Ofder P Ssed by me t]l s'dﬁ. |
ll W‘ ‘I- e weel\ flom l‘eceipt ,ou do ﬂot intunate to me Lhat you iutend to . l I
ithin on

] Gy der Section 5, Act XXIIT of 1863, be final.
cribed by Law it will, un
order as'pres (True Copy.)
(Signed) W. F. HEWETSON,
Deputy, for Collector,

.
——

Appendiz B,

Abstract of Evidence in Kurumbranad Rajul's case,
Evidence in favor of the Rajah.

Granted by Aranad Vana Tekunkur
Ramangalat Kowilagum, reigning Muta Tam-
buran or senior Rajah to Nagapa Kaitava,

North Gunpapathiwattum Kunre. mortgaging the hills, rice lands, and hill slopes
Suuth Vatiambam Madi » situated within the boundaries* specified in the
& Deed for 5,000 gold fanams,
ond Deed, dated Medum §00 (1623.24)- Purports to be a writing executed by
Teken Row Ramangalat Kowilagom, reigning
_ gl ing conferred on some parties, not named, certain ranks and privi-
Tambnnn,. decla:'il“i ::,:]:;mﬁons ('Dev&Ssomﬂn the Tekenkur country belonging to him, with
leges as well as re g; of such institutions, and declaring also his having conferred the remainder
lnnd,'s for the sl;PPOTKadoms or leagues iw extent, situated at Koliady in Guanapathiwattumy
Of. his' la"dS; : ;:?d Tekenkur country, on a deity styled “ Chedatil Amab.”
within the a D;edmd L ahe DA Is a Marupattom, or counterpart Deed,
3:1:::6;"" or paddy Jands denominated ‘* Iripu  8IVED by one'Kunden Beemlf to the Rama!.\-
; ;’?:rogo','h od :djoining (waste land) situated vear “Kapu - gglat Muta Thamburan (Rajah) for certain
within the Tirumangalate Kotta, landst granted to him on Anabava Avagashom,
or perpetual leasge,

Threa Copper Deeds, I‘t, Panayam Deed, dated Magarom
720 (1543-44.)
& West Vanpatar.
East Kaipanjeri,

Holds land belonging to Government in
Gunnapathiwattum Amshom for forty years,
¥ d kist to Government. Holds also four hills belonging to Koliadi Devassom
aud pays tent an Does not know how the Rajah obiainied the hills; pays sixteen gold fanams to
sud e hb enjoyme .t of the bills. The Ramangalat Rajah (Kormenod Rajah) brought
the fevassom ﬁ.)r.t ?1 grom the eastern country, and gave them land to settle in Wynaad. The
Lis ancestol"S ongm.a-l){'&m“érs as headmen of the caste, and he has succeeded to the rank.
Rajah appointed h'smm Cultivates paddy lands in Gunnapathi-
2':‘:'" .”‘3""'“ Eermel 4 wattum, for which he pays rent to Koliaﬁi
ve been given to the Devassom by the Kurumbranad Rajah.
Devassom, The P’“,ldg i:-:::;: :zehfh: jenm fwners of the bills in the Amshom which were given
?egomn;ﬁi:;h:;;: a Déponent holds fifteen hills which were given by the Rajah to his Kar-
0 tihem !

Witnessrs.
i Enrralu; \nym Pathiar Mapen.

residing in Gaunapathiwat-



i, he Madras Gorernment, Revenue Depariment
4th November 1864, . — '
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navers,

N"dumm-m
" % Noh and wtumd, brmn.j'h‘;h““"’mmzim Has beard that all
that when one Karmog] > land on the other® side of Sultan's Battery
ool Mupan caught g onged to Pychee Rajah. Fas heard also

bill be paiq sephan
mv:.v.u. 10 the Kurumbragyg m““"""‘mui’mum

Chetty.
K‘“‘dinm.v-. Hold . Cultivates a paddy land ilGlM"
.5 ho says, m“‘mr«-mhm.mo

galat Rajah (K, one hill which
:"Mthn w’?;.?rnﬁlj-b). Dost ot | ": li‘:l to his Karnavers by the Raman-
en eschea Koliadi i Devag,  the Rajah i |
'ed- Two claphaps, caught o °: were the jenm mfﬁ".:.':::ﬁ::
held any lands ip . ¥s were delivereq 4, lllon l{a cars ago by Kulloor Gownden and Echacomk
Sunnapathivatiyg Amshop, 8 Does not know if the Kotiote Rajah

Cultiv =

e the ates paddy lands for which he pays

Ramangalat Ryi. g‘m of which he says i rent to the Guonapathiwattum  Devassom.
Rajah gaye these langs and hijlg ::: Gunnapathi Desassom. Has heard that the

Were caught in the
A A"ﬁon
mhombelmwto&.&.‘::l'm B7en to the Ry o AW heard that if any elephents
& 18D, but does nof g 1 0 Fa heard also that all the hills in
Ramen Ny, e W bow he obtained them.
iasten of the Rajuy, Conducts the cultivation and collects the

po's f Paddy lands belonging to the Kolidi
for the Rajah. Names also the ﬂu&

; Pay reny
ng the paddy '“zn"n"m. Names also some grass

M : E i.."“ r P

24 80w residing a4 AJEhAE of Guagep .mo' / of Government.
nad Rajah, byt UL Gunnapathiwattum, Cherangod, and Munad
fulnen].ym, Has quered by (he Kotiote Rai ™8 belouged originally to the Kurumbra-
Has beard that by gygpy 29 (Weaning Pychi Rajoh) who held possession
" kept by the Kotiof Arrangement some lands were given to the Kurum-
.ueh«ted ﬂtﬁeu"_ﬂ” the Kotige Rajah, ‘.ﬂ"j‘b' Does not know what lands were given
Names cight ke -::jt.h was killeg. the exception of the Devassom lands, were
PR Spairiin 4 fon- M.thu "mm“ that there are many other lands, 120
6 "dl. hills, ang forests 5.],,:'““ to the Ramangalat (Km.

Was made, and all the % killeq 979 (1804
o Dt v A Uy ) 24 8 (1800 5 1305) By
— ‘::man that the Jangg ok iWattum Amshom for about sixteen years, and
- Wit _eated, and included ted. H
o7 w::::‘th exception of (s Df:du'd themm i the sqe e discovered some more lands that
m Amshom Devassom ang v, .
| Were escheateq, Brawasom property, all the lands in the Gunna-

endowed b’"gh', Koti 'W long pef,
e R%un:.“" of thlq'ah; but some of them were

Eotiote
- The Kotiote Rajah's family holds lands in
e Wynaad now—i, e., in Nellakotta.
Sidlii Gownden, Deponent names the lands.

Deponent has heard that Sidhi Gownden
holds a Copper deed ; but all the time deponent

was Adighlli Of G ) i 1Y m biu.
“mp"h'.‘tW) GO'm M' not m “’ m m s d
: ” w ver “

L ST
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he claims in that Amshom and Mupeivad Amshom, except that on one occasion in 993 (1817-18)
or 94 (1818-19) Gownden’s father, deponent has heard, caught an elephant on one of these hills
Deponent himself caught several elephants before the lands were declarede scheats : but si ;
then he caught one in Echa Kunu Malla for which be paid Jenmabhogam to Goveruu:ent =
7th. Erish Gownden, one of the Utrelers of Chingueri Devas- - k Gigi)cf"sh:;g{:;g:z hlg; femarcated o
+ Holds them under the

som, residing at Chengara Tarra, Mupeinad Amshom,
s i T Chingueri Devassom. Pays rent to the Devas

som. Sidhi Gownden has no claim whatever to these hills.
Has heard that the Kotiote Rajah is the jenm owner of this Devassom, and the Kariasten

who now manages it does s0 under the Kotiote Rajuh’s orders.
- 8ichi Gownden holds some lands and also hills, but all from the Chingueri Devassom
» Norz.—Gownden prefers his olaim in connection with Yed- The Yeddakel® 3 J
oo S el* and Chingueri Devassoms
are distinet,
residing in Guuspathiwattom Knows that within the last three or four
years all the hills in the Gunoapathiwattum, as
ode Amshoms, were declared escheats, Never knew nor hez’ud
branad Rajah claimed any of the hills, Has heard that the

§th, Shantharaje Teavagan,
Amshom.

well as in Munad and Chevang

from his ancestors that the Kurum

Rajah owns Koliady Devassom- "

. asheard that Sidhi G ownden has a claim

Sidhi Gownden. to the hills in the Yeddakel Deshom, which

angalat Rajah to the Yeddakal Devassom in charge of Sidhi Go’wﬂden:s
ownden’s father sold a hill to some Mysore sadole,

' i States he is the jenm owner of the Chuliot

Oui;nf)‘:‘iigt (gx:ln;:;:l;:i{;;“?gsioﬁ.t e Chaliot 4m- Devassom ; was told by his ancestors that they

: - had bought the jenm of the Devassom from one

Chantbrath Nair. The Kurumbranad Rajah owns the Koliady Devassom paddy lands and the

hills connected with them. With this exception the Rajah does not exercise any right over any

other lands or hills. Deponent pays nothing to the Rajah for the lands be holds.

Sidhi Gownden, s ia;i:;?réotnge?’j ilu:umbranad Rajah

+ Supposed to be Yeddakal Devassom. B ok b arnavers lands and

: e Devassom,} but does

Gownden has leased some of the hil's to others ; but pays Jenma-

were given by the Ram

ancesto 5. About ten or fifteen years ago G

not know what they are.

bhogam to the Rajah vp |

; iding i i Has been Adighari of the Mupeinad Am-

thy Kanna Painkar, residing in Mupeinad Am- o} om for the last six years, Was Adighari of
Edanarasur for five years,

ad Rajah has no hills or forests in the Mupeiuad Amshom, as all his lands

to this time.

10th, Kariampa
shom, -
The Kurumbran:

were escheated. De
Has never known or hear

ponent heard this from his Karnavers.
d that the Rajah ever exercised any right over these hills and lands.

d in the Amshom accounts as escheats,

Has beard that Sidhi Gowuden has lands
Sidhi Gownden. and hills in Chingueri Tavra in the Mupeinad
Amshom. They will all sppear by the Amshom accounts as the property of the Chingueri Devas-
som. of which deponent has heard Sidhi Gownden and other Gowndens are the proprietors. Both
. ’Chinguel‘i and Mutil Devassoms are managed' under the orders of the Kotiote Rajah. The
Gowndens must have obiained the lands from this Rajah.

: His father and himself came from Pal-

I1th. Sheshan Patisr, residizg ia Gannapathiwattum Am- ghaut, and have been Menons or village Account-
Amshom for twenty-nine years. This Amshom as well as Cheangode
Kotiote Rajah (Pychi Rajah). In 1026 (1850-51) all the teak forests
11 the hills were escheated. In 984 (1808.9) all the

They have always been entere

shom,
ants in Gunnapathiwartam

and Munsd belonged to the
were declared escheats, and three years ago a
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navers. No docum
e x“:m were granted by the Rajah when he made the gifts. Has heard that all
» and eastward, the land on the other® side of Sultan's Battery
mt :ehanm Kurnool Mupan caught an elephan bel:: Rd. fo Bychon Bajsh. Han hord 40
, Pt;: Jenmabhogum to the Kurumbranad ;"i;abnt twenty years ago on Yeddatava Malah
Valia Valatha Chungan e ;
v Cultivates a paddy land in Gunnapathi-
Chwatlnm.Aml\om for which he pays remt to
was given to his Karnavers by the Raman-
M ; know ho: the Rsjah obtained this land and Lill.
.en escheated, T m were t ejenm of . .
Kalu Chetty nsm;;:;‘?::::!,dc;ugh:;bom ten years ago by K:?;:Go;:;cl:l::dm:
2 ’ elive) = :
held any lands in Gunuapathiwattum ;‘m::;he Rajah. Does not know if the Kotiote Rajah

4th. Kopady Kallu Chetty residing i
:
10 Guntapathivattam, Cultivates paddy lands for which he pays

rent to the Guobapathiwattum Devassom.
g:nnapnhi Desassom. Has heard that the
: vassom. Has heard that if any elephants
we :
bmr; given to the Rajah. Has heard also that all the hillsin
oes not koow how he obtained them

§th. Ramen Nair, Kariasten of the Rajah C ivati

the : ‘ouducu the cultivation snd collects the
n add " rent of paddy lands belongi indi
lends caltivated by Ryo Paday lflnds cultivated by him for ;’ho Rajah. :‘mu'mg :sodi;oxp(ﬂ::;

tto the De . r
She poddy Iands vassom. Names also some grass hills

Evidence
6th. A on behal,
ontha Pater former Adighariof G 2 f of Government.

Koliadi Devassom. Hold
. : s, he says, i i
;;{alat Rajah (Kurumbranad Rajnl’:). m‘go‘:: 'n:':“
as heard that the Rajuh and Koliadi Devas:o

Holds two hills, the j

] : Jenmi of which he says ;

Ramangalat ga]ah gave these lands and hil’r .

were caught in the Amshom they we: -

Amshom belonged to the Rajlhy
2

Gunnapathiwattum, Cherangod, and Munad

nad Rajah, but were Amshoms belonged originally to

forseveral years, E:n hz:e;e:lhr ¥ the Kotiote Rajab (meaning Pyg::i Rtnlg:h) :ho ::;dxp::::":;
branad Rajah, and others k ept bt by '“t‘f"" arrangement some lands were given to the Kurum-
but all thelands held by the Ko{i:l:: Kotiote Rajab.  Does not know what lands were given
escheated at the time the Rajsh was u&ﬁ""" with the exception of the Devassom lands, were

Names eight lands as hayi
) - Ing been escheate
and odd, and neighbouring hills ang fomtnh:l:::teras“mt}:. lh.ad.t SR
eated,

el :
"_m'ﬁd) Rajah that were mhu::.lmd" hills, and forests belonging to the Ramangalat (Kurum-

The Kotiote Rajah was killed iy

was made, and all the above Jands 979 (1804),and in 981 and 83 (1806 and 1808) the Pymash

:f‘ G:ilh were escheated,

e h“‘:n'l’“hiwwt.um Amshom for about sixteen years, and

and badad were escheated. He discovered some more lands that
With the exception of the Dey ed them in the sccounts.

pathinastime Rukhots Hers a880m and Bramasom property, all the lands in the Gunna-

Most of the Devassoms exis
>Xisted
endowed by the Kotiote and a.ﬁ.,mb:;mh time of the Rajahs ; but some of them were
Kotiote Rajah, The Kotiote Rajah’s family holds lands in
Wynaad now—1i, e., in Nellakotta.
ol Sics. Dmt names the lands.
? Deponent has heard that Sidhi Gownden
was Adighaii of Gunnapathi . olds a Copper deed ; but all the time deponent
pathimattum, Gownden did not exercise any right whatever over the bills

-
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he elaims in that Amshom and Mupeinad Amshom, except that on one occasion in 993 (1817-18)
or 94 (1818-19) Gownden's father, deponent has heard, caught an elephant on one of these hills.
Deponent himself caught several elephants before the lands were declarede scheats ; but since

then he caught one in Echa Kunu Malla for which be paid Jenmabhogam to Government.
7th. Erish Gownden, one of tha Uralers of Chingueri Duvas- Ho,ds,’ e Sa}js' t.he Eills fgmareared of .
J. Gordon’s application. Holds them under the

som, residing at Chengara Tarra, Mupeinad Amshom.
idhi Gowndex. : .
o i 7 Chingueri Devassom. Pays rent to the Devas-

som. Sidhi Gownden has no claim whatever to these hills.
Has heard that the Kotiote Rajah is the jenm owner of this Devassom, and the Kariasten
loes so under the Kotiote Rajuh's orders.
olds some lands and also hills, but all from the Chingueri Devassom.
» d:fflvp—::iw;,:m prefers his olaim in connection with Yed. The Yeddakel* and Chingueri Devassoms
are distinct.

§th. Shantharsje Teavagan, residing in Gunapathiwattom Knows that within the last three or four

Aok, years all the hills in the Gunoapathiwattum, as
Amshoms, were declared escheats. Never knew nor heard
branad Rajah claimed any of the hills, Has heard that the

who now manages it ¢
* 8idhi Gownden b

well as in Munad and Chevangode
from his ancestors that the Kurum
Rajah owns Koliady Devassom.

Has heard that Sidhi G ownden has a claim
e to the hills in the Yeddakel Deshom, which

were given by the Ramangalat Rajah to the Yeddakal Devassom in charge of Sidhi Gownden’s
ather sold a hill to some Mysore people.

ancesto s. About ten or fifteen years ago Gownden’s |

States he is the jenm owner of the Chuliot
Oth, Ohnliot Ramen Menoky, residing at the Chuliot Am-  Teyagsom ; Was told by his ancestors that they
balom in Gunospathimaiias ABEC : had bought the jenm of the Devassom from one
pad Rajah owns the Koliady Devassom paddy lands and the
tion the Rajah does not exercise any right over any
to the Rajah for the lands be holds.

Chanthrath Nair. The Kurumbra

hills connected with them. With this excep

other lauds or hills. Deponent pays nothing
Has heard that the Kurumbranad Rajah
A B gave to Sidhi Gownden's Karnavers lands and
% Supposed to be Yeddakal Devassom. Rt o Renialih IO

not know what they are. Gownden “has leased some of the hil's to others; but pays Jenma-
bhog > h up to this time. : ' .

e sl Has been Adighari of the Mupeinad Am-
residing in Mupeinsd Am-  g}om for the last sixyears. Was Adighari of

Edanarasur for five years.

The Kurumbranad Rajah has no hills or forests in the Mupeivad Awms
Deponent heard this from his Karnavers.
eard that the Rajah ever exercised an

d in the Amshom accounts as escheats.
Has heard that Sidhi Gownden has lands

and hills in Chingueri Tavra in the Mupeinad
counts as the property of the Chingueri Devas-
d other Gowndens are the proprietors. Both

der the orders of the Kotiote Rajah. The

10th, Kariampathy Kanna Painkar,

shom. -
hom, as all his lands

were escheated. y right over these hills and lands.

Has never known or h
They have always been entere

Sidhi Gownden.

Amshom. They will all appear by the Amshom ac
deponent has beard Sidhi Gownden an
the Chingueri and Mutil Devassoms are 1;mna.g;d‘ u;x{ 4
¢ i om this Rajah.

Gowndens must have obained the lands ir ins pRER R e
residing in Gonnapathiwattum Am- ghaut, an 4 bave been Menons oF g 45
This Amshom as well as Cheangode
1026 (1850-51) all the teak forests

In 084 (1808-9) all the

som, of which

11th. Sheshan Patlar,
show, y
ants in Gunnapathiwartum Amshom for twenty-nine _ye"“’I
and Munasd belonged 10 the Kotiote Rajah (Pychi Ba!:ih). n £
weie Rualsred Sschehth; and three years ago all the hills were escheated.
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lands attached to K .
the Rajah’s Own:ci(;‘xll:‘." (g’yal ‘resldences) were escheated. The Pymash was prepared from
ks Reiaieieh (Kurumbr:::z;e;:?‘hhnd called Puthady Nelom, which was in the possession
of the Kotiote Rsjah. jah was also escheated, as it was proved to be the property
Does not know if Sidhi Gownden has any
wateois. Araihots. “Eia ' right to any of the hills in the Gunapathi-
e should have known if Gownden had any such right. Gownden's father

W a h i

Sidhi Gownden.

The Gownden holds
some padd L
entered as property of that De\vaxs)somyillla:l(ll: g;)rka:c;(?:l:“ o o o b
8.

) € ‘h t i :

Deponent was Me
shoms Cherangode and ;il!:l:;lhe'l‘hAmShom when it was declared escheat with other (WO Am-
. The fact was duly proclaimed to all the inhabitants.

Mr. Stuart, (Deputy Di
, puty Director of Revenue Settlement), called on the people to prove their

titles to lands obody ¢ umbranad Rajah’s K
. N am
no notice of it. y e forward. The Kurumbranad R jah's {ariasten, Ramen Nair, to0

12th, Vi ‘ ‘
.hom.apufy Pillay, Mukiasten of Gunspathiwattum Am- Has lived in the Gunapathiwattum Am-
¢ shom { i jasten
or Headman of the village for the last twenty years m for thirty years, and has been Muki
Has always .0 :
Rajah (Pychi {h:"“)owndlhat all the hills and forests in this Amshom belonged to the Kotiote
53, i darste ) Ec,h anK were escheated three or four years ago. Before that, several portions
ATE Ak cere'mo:ie, lln;l \:as escheated when Avantha Putter was Adighari of the Amshom.
authority of the Kotiote R:j::he Temples in the same Amshom uscd to be conducted under the
The Kurumbranad Raj : . ;
wl\ate.vﬂ in Tegard to the bi:l';‘,‘ has authority only in the Koliadi Devassom, and no authority
Sidhi Gownden. Sidhi Gownden holds some Paddy lands
in conaection with Devassom ; but has never

When Mr. Ch St AL exercised any right regarding the bills
atfield institated inquiries some years ago, as regerds the owaership of lan®®

the Kurumbranad Raj ~
jah did ey
adduce any proof of his clailm not come forwad, but Sidhi Gownden did. He could not however
Mr. Stuart held hi Qacoh. ¢
to come forward and p;:vil:;ch‘e"-y in Gunapathiwattum, and issued orders calling o® t‘hi"‘f‘"“
eir titles.  Some parties appeared, but could not prove their claims:

The inhabitants w
gode, and Munad were all made acquainted with the fact that the Gunap“hi“‘“wm' e el
. Munad Amshoms were declared escheats

(True Abstract.)

(Signed) G.A.BALLARD: Collector.

Excrosuxe No. 4

Read Petiti oa A
; :\ \fx:rfro:\u'l'xddah-l&dh: Gownden of Wynaad, dated 18th October 1863

ey wi wnd patient. inguiry into the caim of Yeddakal Sidbi Gownden, to_certait

pathiwattuw, Munad, and Mupeinad Amshoms in "the W.ynud Talook, and

Pudi Kadevn Knou, Kali Ksodom Manu, and 12 other Hills, especially with reference t0 the lands noted

f

. ; : proposed to be sold on account of Governmen®

‘I:;ll\l:leod:l;r:imt‘ned tl" "‘Jeftf be claim, as (firstly) no claims were establighed when claimants Were

1d formal enquines made on previous occasions, and especially in the

weat inquiries in 1860, 1861 and 1862 ; and (secondly) because no reliable evidence is adduced novs

Revenue Settle- *

B

s of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, 19
41h November 1864.
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2. Uunless the steps required by law are taken in due course, this order will be final, and

the advertised sales will proceed forthwith.

Copy of this order is sent this day to Sidhi Gownden.
(Signed) G. A. BALLARD,

CavricuT,
Gth July 1864. Collsctlor.
To YeppAKAL SipHI GOWNDEN, Wynaad.

1. I enclose an order passed by me this day.
9. If within one week from receipt you do not intimate to me that you intend to contest

this order as prescribed by Law it will, ander Section 5, Act X XIII of 1863, be final.
CavLicuT, 4 (Signed) G. A. BALLARD, Collector.

6th July 1864.
(True Copy)
(Signed) W.F. HEWETSON,

Deputy, for Collector.

Appendia C.
Excrosure No. 5.
Deputy Collector of Wynaad; to G. A. BALLARD, Esq,
dated Manantoddy, 24th June 1864, No. 236. '
kal Sidhi Gownden to the

From H. RICHARDSON, Esq.,

Collector of Malabar,
r to submit my reporton the claim made by Yedda
peinad Amshoms,

1 have the hono

Lills in the Gunnapathiwattum and Mu
MANANTODDY, 24th June 1864,

lands in the Gunnpapathiwattum Amshom were
Yeddakal Sidihi Gownden claimed the whole
and on the 18:h idem presented a Petition
as requested to produce any

1. In October 1863, while certain escheated
being demarcated on Mr. Gordon’s application,
extent as the property of the Yeddakal Devassom,
mentioning the boundaries of the lands so claimed. On which he w

idence in his power to prove its
ber, and stated that his Karnavers purchased the lands in

1553-54) question from the Kurumbrznad Rajah, and
ek M produced two Copper Deeds® alleged tobe

documentary ev
9. Appeared on the 27th Octo

which nobody could read.
y he did not assert his claim when all the lands in the_Gunnapathiwattum

escheats, stated that he was under the impression that Lis lands would

oeds had been deposited as security for the Akbarry Contractor.
Stated also that he did not know of Mr. Robinson’s inquiry into the escheats in 1857-38,

and wass not tealled upon cting Deputy Director of Revenue Settlement to prove his elaim.
Stated also that he had hils to parties, and had also mortgaged his Deeds

1 Leases to Mr. Anthony Lopez- |
¢ ; Produced two Deeds of Mortgage frem
sagou 1038 (b Aogust 1865) - Sumalli Kari Napuryar Gowden f0 himself.

wiitten in Kole Tamil,

On being asked wh
Amshom were declared
have been exempted, a8 his D

Dated 22nd Karka

ared again © :
and stated that there were others but did not remember thelr
d any of them to parties. o

d thirty-one in the Mupeinad Amshoms, some of which

3. Sidhi Gownden appe
the Gunnapathiwattum Amshom,
Had not leased or mortgage

names.
od one hillin the Munad, an

Claim
Lo parties.
he had leased to P t Sidhi Gownden asserts his claim in the alleged trans-

rom the above tha ;
ds said to have Dbeen granted by the Thekka Koor Ramungaloth Rajah,

4. Tt will be seen f

lation of two Copper Dee
d 30— than 300 years ago.
ol R k Zharge of the Talock in 1860 all the land applied for by Mr. Gordon,

rs of the Ganapatty,
place claimed all the land applied fo

Manikni, and Mariamah Canne Devassoms- ; and

5. When I first t00
r by Mr. Gordon, which

was claimed by the Manage
moreover, Sidhi Gownden in the first

n the 21st January 1864, and named nineteen hillsin .
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comprises nine hills, which in comparison with the hills named by Sidhi Gownden, I ind that
only ote of them isincluded in his (Sidhi Gownden's list), e
6. Ti will be seen from the statement of Eriah Gownden, that he claims the same lands on
In re Kurumbranad Rajah's claim, No, 14, account of the Changari Devassom.

7. The scceptance of this same property when tendered by Soobiah Gownden® as security

for the Abkarry Contractor (Goondulpet Goo-

® Brother of Sidhi Gownden. ; thian) for Fuslies 1266 to 1270 forms the basis of

: Sidhi Gownden's claim as to the genuineness of

the alleged deeds and his right to the lands. Tt will be seen however by the copies of Me.
Robinson’s orders, and the Tahsildar's reports Nos. 11 to 14, that Soobiah Gownden did tender

the property as* security, but that it was rejected, and the Contractor was obliged to furnish
other security. ; '

8. It will be seen by Shashum Putier's statementt that he would have knowl:;“if ?im::

ide Eurombranad " Gownden had any right to any hills int
b e th Amshom. That gi. ffm.r sold a hill ten or
fifteen years ago to some Mysore people ; stated also that Sidhi Gownden holds some paddy

lands which are entered in the Sirear accounts as belonging to the Yeddakel Devassom.
9. Viapoory, the Mukiasten of Gunnapathiwattum, stated that when Mr. € lzatﬁeld institu-
Vide Kurumbranad Rajale ted inquires some years ago, Sidhi Gownden

case, No, 19.

Stuar came forward but could not produce any proof.
When Mr t also held Cutcherry at Sultan’s Battery some people came forward but could not
prove their claims, 1

10.  The inhabitants were all made acquainted with the order that the Gunnapathiwatium
Charingode and Munad Amshoms were escheats, ' <

- 1L Thusit will be seen that Sidhi Gownden's excuse that he knew nothing of the inquiries
that had been instituted, and that his deeds had been w&opud by the Collector as security for

the Abkarry Contractor, are falsehoods, and under these circumstances I have no doubt whatever
that the deeds have been fabricated for the

ini i tract of
: purpose of obtaining possession of a large
country to which he has no right whatever.

12. That Temples have been endowed with Paddy lands is undisputed, and wmﬂ:
have therefore not interfered wiih them.” The Revenue derived from these lands however :d
supposed to bO used for_ tle llp-k.ep of the ceremonies, and fg“in‘ of travellers, 1 hpp‘n ’

in January last, to visit the Yeddakel Devassom, which I found in o most dilapidated state, and
must have been abandoned \

at least fifiy years ago. Had it not been that vhe jungle had just
been burnt, I should not hlyl_bgia able to MM H dail 32

b2 i H. RICHARDSON,
_(Stgnoé) _ Deputy Collector.

1. The Board of Revenue Have given their best consideration to the above papers, and
resolve under Section 5, Act XXIIT of 1863, to confirm the Collector's ord?n re{ecung the
claims of the Kurumbranad Rajah and of Sidhi Gownden to the waste lands in question. 5%

2. The papers will be submitted to Governmeat in view to the issue of the necessary or
under Settion 7 of the Act ’”’W‘i"ﬁ"‘ the Special Court contemplated by the Act.

No. 64,

——

Orper tnimu, 4th Nmmbu 1864, ’ko. 3:0“'*',': & R,

> ' 1l commanicate with the Collector, and
' ' “The Board will commanicate with ; ber)

Forests, No. 4 1 ubmit a Tt of perions(uok lese than seven in mumber

‘ qualified to form a Special Court.

Sic W D‘ s"“ﬁ'v!:v :
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8. It will be segn by Shashum Putter’s Statement* that he would haveknown if Sidhi
' Gownden had any right to any Hills in the ’3#

_ Amshom. That his fa'h’r sold a hill {en ox
kaeenA years ago to some Mysore pdople ; stated also that Sidhi ‘Gownden holds sorfie paddy ‘ﬁi
lands which are entered in thé Sircar accounts as bzlonging to the Yeddakel Dev,pssom.

9. Viapoory, the Mukiasten of Gunnapat hiwattom, stated thats whe@t Mr. Chatfield :
instituted inquiries s@ipe years ago, Sidhi
Gownden came forward &t could not Produce g o, M
any proof. When Mr. Stuart also held Cutcherry at Saltan’s Battery some people came forward

® Vide K}:rurxibmmd Rajal's case, No. 18.

Vide Karambranad Rajal’s case, No.19.
but could not prove their clain... 1
10. The inhabitants were all made acquainted \8th the order that the Gunnapathi-
watﬁ:, Charangode, and Munad Am}homq were escheats.
igl Thus it will be seen éut Sdhi Gownden’s exdusg-that be knew nothing of the /
quu’;as that had been instituted sl that his deeds had beem accepte ad by the Collector as ¥ :

;ecunty for the Abkarry Contr falsehoodsyand under these circamstances I have no

doub whatever that the deeds n fabricated for the purpose of obtaining possession of {‘/4
i
/
4
t\.

\

b}

hava: t.herefon not interfered witiighem. Tho Ravenue derived from these lands however are
suppesed to be naod for the up-kegf of the cersmonies, and ﬁ,atfnw of travellers. I happened, in
Janpary last, t&vmt the Yeddakeh Devassom, which I found infmost dilapidated state, and must
have been abndbned ot least Afbfyears ago. Had it not béon that ¢he jungle had just been=

burat, I should ot have been ableto get near it ab all.

a large tractof country to whieb as no right Whutcvcx :
f2 That Temples have beem endowed with P: 1ddy lands is nadisputed, and Government
Ll

v i

B

iR, ;.\:.»u.\. »

(Signed) H. RICHARDSON,
Deputy Collector.

3

1. The Board of Revenue havu given their best consideration %{the above papers, and |
resolye under Section 5, Act XXTII of 1853, to confirm the Collezte’s ordere “‘cting the” e e
claims of the Kurumbranad Rajah and of Sidhi Gownden to the waste lands in question. 1

2. The papers will be submitted to Goverament in yiew to the issue of the necessary orders
uader Section 7 of the Actfor constituting the Spesial Court contemplated by the Act.

(True Coples aud Extraet.)
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Dated 20th October 1864,
Despatched Zg oo~ o

Confirming the Collector's orders rejecting the
claims of the Kurumbranad Rajah and of Sidhi
Gownden to certain waste land in the Malabar
District, and submitting papers on the subject
for orders of Government.
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