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: ’”f‘*"& " Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment, -

ﬁ] st June‘1870.

" Read the following papei‘s —

o

- No. 7. 'Pidceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 18th October 1869, -

Road the following letters :— ,

" FromJ, A. C- BOSWELL, Esq.,Commissioner under Act XXXVIL of 1850,

.~ dated 8th September 1869, No. 277.

e ‘From the Inam Commissioner, Madras, dated 24th se'ptembef 1869, No. 8.
. From V. VENKATACHELLA PUNTULU, Deputy-Collector, Masulipatam, dated g

- 16th September 1869. S

Tre Boara,con‘sidér'the circumstances brought to light by this inQuiry_'

. connect V. Venkataéhella, Puntulu, Deputy-Collector in Kistna District, with
" the Chilkalurpett Pagoda, the subject of this case and its ministrations, as its
- virtual patron, ‘and not—as sought to be established by the defence—asa mere .

disinterested sympathiserin P. Narasayah, his connection’s unaided exertions in its

- . behalf. The facts"thvét active operations in respect to its extension and endow-
ments from time to time are contemporary with his father’s residence at Chilkalur-

pett as District Moonsiff, and again with the son’s (the Deputy-Collector’s) official

" connection with that part of the district clearly, the Board consider, precluda any

other conclusion. S
2. The facts, as gathered from the Commissioner’s report, and t! e evidence

are as follow :—Defendaut’s father, when District Moonsiff at Chilkalui'petﬁ about

1850, re-built and extended the temple in question, and used his influence with the
' villagers to secure a share (Rupees 14) of the yvillage sadazarti (common fund) for

" itsendowment. . While his official connection with the place continued, the Moonsiff
- 'was sole manager of the Pagoda, and the person in whose name ‘the offerings to the

idol were made ; and there is some reason to infer that the son’s (the Deputy- .

Collector’s) name has been associated with these oblations since he went thither,

although the evidence is obscure on the point. ’ o .
'3, On the removal of the Moonsiff to another station about 1851 , he made

" over charge of the temple to a Vakeel (resident of the village) of -the Court over

which he had presided, named P. Narasayah, who subsequently became the father-
in-lé.w of one of the MoonsifP’s sons (the Deputy-Collector’s deccased younger
brother), whose childless widow (P. Narasayah’s daughter) has since ‘adopted the

Deputy-Collector’s own son. It is impossible therefore to disconnect the interests

" of the families, or to admit P. Narasayal’s' sole responsibility, or believe in his |
unaided activity in matters connected with this Pagoda, when unusual influénces -

can be traced contemporary with the official employment of the Deputy-Collector

in that talook, and in Which his name and his subordinates were employed.

. 4. . 'The general linc taken in the deofence is, the Board think, disingenuous
in this respect, and, considering the circumstances and' the relations existing
between P. Narasayah and the Deputy-Collector, wholly inadmissible.” Narasayah
must, they consider, be treated as an agent of the Depixty-ColIector’s religious but
parsimonious zeal. . - - ‘ , ) T

5. The part taken by defendant’s father has been noticed. In 1862 V. Ven-

katachella Puntulu became Deputy-Collector and Magistrate of the talook. The
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Proceedings of the Ma :
B ‘ : 1st June 1870. [

construction of a,car was, it appears, at once put in ‘hand, and w
: 1863;; and the inadequacy of the payment made in respect to this
. the subjects submitted to the Commissioner. Various extensions
" to the temple, and other improvements carried out during subse
largely increased endowment was procured from the people; all of
.- by common repute to the Deputy-Collector : -
Collector’s conductthroughout these transact

as completed in
has been ong of
were also mado
quent years, and

| | ions clearly justified thig conclusion,
. 6. As respects the special acts charged the Board make flq follow
. observations ;— - B ’ L ' ‘

Charge I.—The first charge was dropped.
Charge II.—On_ the second charge it is ¢l
successfully used to procure materinls and  wor
adequate payment, by the Deputy-Collector’s sub
- Narasayah, acting under the colour: of his authority. The Board do ‘not’ think
that the place in which the trees. grow, or the kind of wood, ete.,
the charge, nor ‘was the valuo o

f the tiﬁlber-great.
conductis throughout open to serious remarks,
Charye 117 —Undor the third charge it
- pelin ropdaslich was required for certain exten

in part withoyt payment from g person who hiad been dismissed the s
~in part by purchase ;.and, -furthe_r,: that an encroachment o

made in erecting the ear-yortico, followed by -farther enc
with whom these trausactions, with an t, were concluded these
encroachments being 1nad;113_zwd(}r,fhc sanction of the Deputy-Colle ' ,
‘Khan’s e\*idenco),‘_\Thf,“Board do no ;
Deputy-Collector, whethes or ot public i
censiderable encroachment vas made, 3 :
the Deputy-Collector was vigilant in respobt tosuch en
- inferest was not involved, The official ‘sanctions, alle

others to similar enclosures, were by disint ,

: isinterested officigls,
+ . Charge IV.—Under th¢ fourtl charge it 5

car that official influence was
kmanstip' for the car, without
ordinates who were engaged with

- Bat the' Deputy-Collector'y

appears that land Z&jéining'the

sions to the building, was obtained

ervice, cte., and
n the public highway yas

roachments by the persong
d without paymen cso

‘ X ‘ ppears that public officers ono
tho Deputy-Collector’s own Deloyet, ofhers Talgo) Peons, and the rest the vill(arre-
. Rt~

servants) were employed  for months ' withoyt Payment in collectine var;

materials connected with' the extensions of “the Pagoda (without pa xﬁéc;lt)a;‘lous

the people, and. in ¢ organizing” the labour, inadequatcly paid ‘)}cvid o

- Department Public’Works Qy'e:secr,).of the Potmakers of C‘hilk:ﬁur crtter'lce !

‘manufacture of bricks and in collectiug men of the same caste from ng o the
villages for the same purpose.” At is el |

tor !  pur carly established that the villa
complained——suporintending the build oot

‘ i{xgé of templos,
firing kiln, ete., form no part of .thee

- and must seriously have inte
- Collector in person
Nara

ge-scrvants

: nar; the V1Hage establishment,
rfered with their proper wo

- ' rk—if not to the Deputy.
» certainly to his subordinates in

_ ] charge of the ivork and
sayah, of the oppressive character of the unremuper si

it “ ' his authority,!
Charge V-f-In reference to the fifth chargc 1t appcars thzi’t when tﬁe
koneru (poud for washing the idol) which, by common repute, is the property of

which are ascribeq
crreumstances as well as the Deputy- -
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ing

arc material to

1ghbouring -

collection of ‘matcrials for .
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* have been no need of employing Peons.
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fad - ue Department
; ery, evenue Department,
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Charge VI.—The same remarks apply to .the sixth charge. d
"Charge VII.—The seventh charge was withdrawn. e bafore
Charge VIII.—With respect to the jcighth charge it appe

* f the
" stated the Deputy-Collector’s father obtained so far back as about 1851 a share o

tributions as an
village common fund, amounting to 14 Rupees a-year, angﬁo'.chs: c:zdlwas an incon-
endoivmént for the temple. This probably proved insufficient, :

. : imposition of a toll
. the inhabitants of Chilkalurpett, and obtained their assent to 5be£:£’(:;(:ugs cacks, -
oneall ¢ carts enteri,.'gr or leaving the village, or bullock-loads, mi ! ,

\ cxearg fe 2 pls oo
the favour of 1. Narasayah, by whom tho toll was farmed out for thrc:“ 3 A txl o ;,iry
to whom it was knocked down at auction for 100 Rupees a-year ; 0 o R;l Py
- - sonto » n for e R
of this lease the farm was again knocked downin the same manxer for I

: Sush deveral hands. The
per annum, and appears latterly to ha:ve pa.lssed thx:ohD+ 2. at T o weltimposod
defence sought to be sct up is justification inasmuch as Acto Tho evidence
and not un:sual, for simila;‘ contributions are mada ;E@er] placcb. @ evide!
‘l;'m respect to these shows the abuses to which these taXes-lead.

. N Sesa s s vthe
"The Board must record their deliberate opinion that in ki instance

Deputy Collector has very gravely abused his official power m. mstw;»;::i rz;:
e i ’ ) I ¥ ily oppressive and 1 -
.y i most improper and necessarily

pupporting for years a ‘ ‘ SR hat, though alleged to have -

s e . ' i he peopl It is clear that, thoug gea

] urdensome éxaction on the y : . : 5 . : )

‘ ]]:glysl;}f imposed, the tax could only i ‘pforced while the Deputy Collector’s
" - been self- - -

»ial connection with the place lasted, .;Zt»parti:illy failed ‘so soon as his §phere'
offictal con icd him elsewhere, and has cuaced entirely since official notice has be(?n
of duty oarmes, 1:; et T‘ho‘ d’efenco sét up impresses the Board unfavourably in
;aken : f ht;secngclrlxd;nt’s fitness for magisterial or administrative functions, He
respect to the defenda :

c: 1 j ¢ H ll. i tO usa

1 i H war 5 Wll

Charges IX. and X.—The whole conduct of the Deputy-Colle
- (] A

5 ; sr ible and
- tl inth and tonth charges, is mysterious and suspicious. Af{;i)s%b‘e : y
v 1i¢c ninth an Srom X - {. Dasayah, . .
' ?ft licible solufion is suggested in the charges on the evidence o asya, -
inteiilg Y ‘

ho is the person most likely to bo acquainted with any secret motive that may
who 18 ,t’ 1C :

‘ — : > y" in his anxiety toobtain
have existed for the action taken—namely, that the D%put ,in ltus zfl:n*uety 01 -
P loy ' ns to force o reluct:

' w > a, employed these mea \ ‘ /

- alanded’ endowment for the tlagodfx, mpl yed s reshoot to this witness's

t.° But the Commissioner withholds’his confidence 1n resy wi ;

ant.” Bu oy \ e . any oudow-

o timoriy on account of his obvious hosiility. There 1sno px\oqf that any eudow-,
testunon nt ol | ALY | V ° « .
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to conduct the prosecution, but on
- to Lieutenant Hoskins,

‘into the charges as Commissioner under Act
- his report through the Board of Ro
- with their remarks on the easo,

‘o two trees said to haye been obtained

Rasi g, L. oI I L’ a5 o
- x b 'f""‘, w“"‘\;;..v.‘._:,u%:»,&“ﬂrt Wi - N “ e i
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o L nel1870. ) | |
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‘ment was secured, or that the ﬁ;~ ; :(

Settlement officer avag otherwise than regulsz. o
7. On the whole, the Board. res¢Ive in saimittiqg (hac. |
ment to record an dhfa\’rourable'opinior;of the defsﬁnc}i;: g Zopors to overn-
‘his_removal to 4 distant district. They have not co
recommendation that he he required to retire on pension
.not completed his service, o : ‘,
8.. The First Member dissents

e.
rded his opinion in 5 separate Minuto.

as they find that he has
o from the
reco

No. 8. From the Deputy-
to Government, Fort Saipt

- I ResercrruLLy beg leave to subyyi
before the Commissioner; an;

, addressed by me to the Boardof R

~and to request' that they 1 b : ; ‘40l hvevenue
Revenuo.q o 7 ‘ e .pe_x'usieq .mth the re(‘jg?d sent up by the bOard of
No.9, .

. OrpEr TnERRON,
[ Ol Y PP . — i

Ist June 1870, No; 798.

it TT
Miscellaneous,

. ‘ - f‘*‘x, . ' '
Venkatachella Puntues; 41,

- 2. The complainant stated that t}0 Deputy
a‘mantapum, excavated a” st Gas :

, *yunzdh had made
Chilkalurpett by raisingeshtriby

en superyised by the
He added thay the Deputy-

village, and haq abused his
ame Pagoda, '

¢ ; r his orders,
Colleetor had made a corrupt settlement of an Inam

. official influence in other ways in conf ion with the g
" 3. TheBoard of Revenue recomy t;léd that thes
investigated under Act XXXVIL of, - 20, and the n
s §a

" to this eﬁ'ect in the Procecdings of Gé"erXIment’ dated900§sary orders were passed
- 4. The formal charges v bmittad
Proc‘eedings,v dated 7th May
‘ relating to the construction of the car, were approved
by Govcrnment in their Order, dated 10th May 1869, No. 1,302
.9, The Acting Sub-Collector M. Comyn was, in “the f,irSt‘iIlStancé & .
‘ ‘ hivS Ie;zving the disﬁriét the'duty was tr,' Irected ,
the Superintendent of Police, | aHSferred3
- 6. Mr. Boswell, the Acting Collector of the district

» conducted the Inquiry
XXXVIL of 1850, 3 has submitted
Wh“o have fory

‘ vento arded it to Government

7. The first charge was dropped as,noted above, Ty second chargp relates
] - . o
by official nfluence, without Payment, for

conduet, and recommend: -
nsidered the Collector’y -

0 views ¢xpressed above, and hag "
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Mr. Boswell dcquits the Dgputyf-(?ollec;or
f this charge, as the eviaence gd)‘s)ici')"\'éh‘of‘!{ that the trees were given xy-1111ngly or
- of this charge, as the ¢ CC 8O/, b T
ot chanﬁal')lzfpl'ltxl‘};:?.t:harge relates to the ajtfquisition, without payr.nen';l, of a Pblzg; 7‘
- 1.8’ d Sliﬂe site for the addition to the Pagoda, and to san‘(ftlon_ ;‘y}lmzhul !
i _of land as the site hment on a public street as compensation. The charg |
| sesorfed ©9 fho e ot 1 Boswell considers ta have failed, and he
§ regarding the acquisition of the land, 'Mr. Bosw otive fn sametioning fho
‘ * " exonerates the Deputy-Collector from any improper | g e,
& B . IR . . . ) ‘ g
4 roachments on the street. o - ed
i o c‘m":r?)ac' 1In the fourth charge the Deputy-Collector 1s accused of having obtaine

N S tlle‘pﬁrpose of ',construétin;cr/':"h\\gple;,

N

' i yment

materials and laboir for building the addit.ions to the Pagoiz; ‘:;;hsvii II;),ayrIl{e‘ié

-and .of having roqﬁire(_l his official subordinates to supcr;aint e o by the

. further charged with having rcfused redress thn.a conrlrpho s e

~ labourers that‘,thé‘y‘: had not reccived the pr0perrh1‘rc. e il nes

- that the publié‘écrvants did not compel any persons to work i}_ Oh;me cir i ane

that their own employment in supervising the work was ;1) pz;r~ ouable fudiscretion

~ on the part of tho Deputy-Collector, as they were “??sltly ero given willingly for a

¢ hLis personal service. ' He also finds that the materials “'11 f on willingly for 2
: L o giv n village purposcs, su ling . ‘

:Zg”‘};liztgglz i:e":;?;::hat theoy cimplained to the Deput‘yr-Coll?é/tpr mthogt redress

.. ' is untrue. R ‘ -

T o - t Yo7 45 to the construction B
R ~10. Tho fifth charge is similar to the fourth, but ref.fs piful in fhis caso’
S of a sacred tank. The Commissioner’s finding is somew}ut doubtful in .

"ho states that much of the evidence goes to"’shi]ii?‘:i‘flt»thcire‘was lllllpl‘eti?mintnzf \
o ~ labour through the agency of Pcons and village-servants; o4, an.x\o‘ 0d tex :t] &
. " ho states that no particular casc of imprcssment. has been proved by j:ro ucing :0
T person_impressed, and. that it is therefore pos-mble that the Goverrnmer’lt‘servan 3
“were 1ﬁerely ‘employed to organize labour which was frecly proffered. = - .
wer 1.. The sixth charge is similar to the fourth and fifth, but refers to the 13u11(§- ,

o 1f o um.in connection with the Pagoda, qud to the stopcs of which it
g ob & I Thp' Commissioner’s finding is in this case also somewhat doubtful ;-
- was bmlt'. et‘the conclusion that the materials were not improperly obtaincd,.'
g © buthearnvesa labour employed was cither paid for or vo‘luntary,‘but that some
that mosi of the labour e pth)e + woro dosired to do so by persons in authority.
people gave labour bf}fa:iirﬁo ywas dropped. Thepig‘hth refers to the raising of

Al | 112' 05&%5;22 in th; :rﬂ]age for temple purposes by mcans of a l.)an.dy-tax. ‘
1 egal contrid er finds that the Deputy-Collector’s fath.cr, when- ‘bul.ldmg the

I‘l}o. Comnussl‘?n; duced the: villagers to endow it by making an alicnation of tho :

original temple, 11;({11100 PO (be?h" the usual collection at religious feasts), and

Sadavad Fum}cs,ocf nlq :or ﬁ;dinv thc;t the endowment was irregularly paid, ¢ sug-
- that th’? -DCI;u }_rvi‘x)ic?cf'tl orsonsabf the village the substitution ‘of a bandy-tax for
‘gojs’ccd; .to‘tle | (}) wmelr)l‘t gvhich they voluntarily consented to do.  MMr, Boswell i?”, '

the Oflg_rmal on .0 his c;SOi as in the casc of the employuwntpf Pecons to organize ‘
oo . of opinion that 111]t'1;)e ut),r-Collector"‘allowed his religious zeal to outrun his
| . E?IXSCZ;Z‘E)?};’ | IlIz, hon)v'evcr, considers that local custom gxithorized the collection
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. of the tax as a means of subseribing to the relig?L,M titution of the villdgc, and

 that the Deputy-Collector had little . ‘ﬁt\gb;\'ﬁ‘gﬂggesﬁng the arrange-
ment at a Public Meeting, 7 j (_,_u? '
13. ' The ninth and tepth chargesielate to the Deputy-Collector having beon

| igﬂucnc'ed by corrupt motives in making the settlement of an Inam village, having,
in the first instance, made the sett]

" dar, and afterwards changed Lis d
able terms; the allegation being

ecision, confirming the Inam on specially favour-
_ that the Inamdar had at first refused, but after-
wards consented to make g grant of a portion of his land as an endowment to the

- Pagoda in which the Deputy-Collector was intercsted. The Commissioner acquits
' the Del)t}t}f-Collector of both charges, =

- 14, In conclusion, the Co

) mmissioner reports that nonc of the charges have
" been fully proved against the

‘ Députy-(}ollector; that he'is an officer of thirty-five

) s ? ,y " LI .ye oy .
years” service, cf known Probity and respectability ; and that he considers that his

- religious zeal Las led him into serioyg indiscretions mercly. He rccommends

that he be permitted to rotire upon full pension, or be removed from the district.
15. The Board of Revenue take a somewhat different view of the cvidenco
to that held by the Commissioner,

and consider it to be proved that the Deputy-

tq?glector obtained materials and labour at low rates, and without payment through
his oflicta! inflf@nce, that he used his subordinates as supervisors of the work, and
employed the village-servants onitina very improper manner, and that the so-called

~ voluntary YillﬂgGNb\scfipt/im; was virtually a compulsory and illegal cess collected
~ by his orders, T heyRentlder the line of defence adopted by the Deputy-Collector
to be disingenuous, 1W as he endeavours to disconnect himself from_ his
relative Narasay ah, the Dhasekaxtimor Churchwarden of the Pagoda, who evidently
acted throughout ag,bis agent, 'They, however, acquit him of having mzade a

land! In conclusion, they submit the case to
of an unfavourable opinion of tho Deputy-Collce-
s removal to a distant district.
16. The Deputy-Collector has forwarded g copy of his defence, and also of a
, letter addressed to Board of Revenue, e pleads, generally, that all the charges
~against him aro the result of a conspiracy, and repudiates the assumption that Nara-
- sayah, the Dharmakartu of tlie Pagoda, acted as his gent. IIeanalyses the evidenco
brought forward for the prosccution and defence, and endeavours to show that
none of the charges have been proved against him; and, in conclusion, lie appeals
- to his prolonged and faithfyl service, and to his high character as a public officer.
17, The‘Right Honourable the Governor in Council has given his careful
consideration to tlio Commissioner™s report, to the evidence submitted, and to the
remarks of the Board of Revenue, o is disposed to concur in the view taken of
the case Ly My, ‘Boswell, the Commissioner, that the conduct of the Deputy-
Collector, V. Venkatachella, in identifying himself with the measures taken for the

endowment and improvement of the temple, has been very injudicious and, on
- general groundg of

culpability 1;

as been proved against Lim.
18. Tho tem
~Collector natural]

7 th the expression
. ?s M
tor’s conduct, and recommend hi

Ple was built by the Deputy-Collector’s father, and the Deputy-
¥ took a strong interest in it, which led him beyond the bounds

§
i
s *« e
~ =
. Le - e
PP

~ Deputy-Collector has already been under s

ement on unduly unfavourable terms to the Inam- -

" amount is still available, in order that t

. W S, T

PRI N SR

policy, open to very serious objections, but that no grave moral

i’ ‘ ,t t

\ il nated
- . w3y, The chargesundoubtedly originally ema -
of diseretion and official pron d;ﬁ‘* re sorivus accusations whiel, mof%ver, :S
Imosivy’ (+ IT.OTO &4 . . s Deputy-
rsonal animosily; 'an y eesq. itable to#=3 Deputy-
from. pe 6 eithe. =" sudoned or faiicd; anditis cre.d blet o e
admitted of proof wore in sons:l<gain or corruption 1n tlie case.

Collector that there is no taint of per o for apards o 2 yeat s bears
has rendered good service to the State.

-3 ity ; and
@ vory high character fox iniey ; 2 e case, the Right Honourable tho

, . f

der all the circumstances ¢ i ointment

G 1%1‘ irllI Iéo?mcil resolves to restore tte Deputy-Collector to his app ’
overn

. - 3 t‘
i Bellary District, and to direc
1 ‘m. the Kistra to the ° -
trﬂnSfel‘r?gfhll;n)vtl‘:Z: ‘:cir’ini‘zg him thathe has incurred the sde'nous g;srzls?szii
b 1 g or
f)};e(’al‘z)oj:mr(:lent by his indiscreet .zeal and Hs neglect of the standing

20 . t I I | I l;() re ‘() l; \YY l; i()l‘l}.l()n Of the
. (¢] ) - ral wl

ing hi nd what
: ;0 him during his suspension, a
Deputy-Collector’s salary has been passeli3 Governmentbmay O o
It is to be understood that th('a Deputy-
vice for pensicn.

be, paid to him monthly in arrears. S i s sor
Collector’s suspension is not to constitute ¢ brea

~Ar Estract.) - :
- (Trwo “Signed) . R. A, DALYELL, -

Acting Secretary 1o Government.

[FPRURRSON

\

“To the Doard of Rcvenu‘e.
, the Accountant'Gcncral..

Exd. F R. Bantleman.
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. TN LA d Made by Vadlamunnaty Venkatchalam Puntulu, Deputy Collector, Kistna Districty against the charges pre-
' N r‘ . pared against him with reference to G. O., dated 1st March 1$69, No. 531 and 13th March }869, No. 684,
. N - Revenue Department. ’ :
. . e ’ 1 Addressing you under the humiliating circumstances of an accused person, I bope I shall have the patient
b e P R . ' 1 indulgence of the Court, should an occasional expression of indignation escape me, with reference to the persons
‘ iy T e who instigated the charges, and the circumstances ander which they have been brought agaiost me.
LIS 8 - TTT e e , . - >
£ s g, & ' ' I B e ‘ It is a painful task for me tostand thus arraigned in the position of an accused, and to be called upon to de-
Lok TS X . : ‘ S . I : .
TRE ?:" NS Poore @ © {T \;: , fend mayself against cortain charges maliciously brought against me by desigoivg enemies after 35 years of faithful
TE . EX oy <. -3 =) * service, during which I have never been, until the present moment, found fault with. .
REE s f 5 = : o
- ] P = (o ‘I Pl . T have perused the charges carefully and have patiently heard the prosecution, still Tam unable to find any
5 b2 “ S g e | s thing that is bronght home to me. Out of the 10 charges preferred against me, all but the last two have refer-
"' wh L ! ] el Al 1\) .~ \l' A' H P) . : pg— . 3
5 ‘ﬁf_‘:, £ I : : o ! T . i ence to certain acts alleged to have been done by one Polamraz Narsia, a Pleader in th? Civil and beSSIOH'COUTt of .
el N b = = AN . Guntoor, in connection with the temple of Sri Sitaramaswami of Chilkalurupata. It is for the acts of this gentle-
)«...7‘ i PR e’ ) }»r’:-# \ ~ H p . . h h.
"\i: Dl Co 2 g‘: o I i / man that T am now held responsible as having used my official influence through bim.
[ : ¢l ? - : ; . o
el Sk - - 2R . . . ,
. W e .. 52 A E;*:-i g ; / Before entering upon my defence against the several charges, I shall briefly allude to the cxrcumstagpes under
" ) EZ? ; _: 3 iﬂ < ot / which these charges have originated. My position and relation to the people were peculiar. As a Magistrate, I
- e >4 -t ¢ e . . e g
; Elo S «5 - ~my ' had to deal with all sorts of men offending against public justice. As a Deputy 001.180501', I bad to check long-
; X I e L i Goon 3 standing mal-practices, and to exercise strict supervision over all sorts of officers inclusive of village servants,
. N t - i .‘ ’ : :i:n‘ Persons who hold high offices and are strict in their administration of justice would, as a rule, make some enemies.
. 1 3 ST r Every unprincipled Brahmin expects another of the same caste in authority to show him some favor in the dis-
" \ ¢ = j charge of his official duties or to connive at his deceitful practices and resents when he is disappointed. Thisis a
S J P i g A . - : i
' : , i St : great weakness which generally prevails among all nations especially amongst the Hindus. They are apt to over-
o . L i bear towards the.flourishing state of their fellow caste men. They would rather see thousands of other caste
A 3 flourish than one of their own, when the latter declines to countenance their evil practices.
G - ' Dasia, Venkataramania and Nallakonda Janakiramudu (all Brahmins) ave men of this description and are

in the present case ring-leaders. The first was punished by me for his dishonest conduct, the 2nd for bis mal-

practices in the discharge of his duties as a Vakeel, and the 3rd for making a false report ; it is but natural that

men of this description should entertain animosity towards me and sttempt to injure me by any means, foul or fair,

provided they have hopes of success. These are not the only wen that wish my injury. There are others of a
_ similar character such as dismissed public servants.

The difficulties and dangers attending a straightforward discharge of duty by a Native Public Seryant are
well known to your honor, and I cannot describe them better than in
; B. 0., poge 416, G.0.10th May 1835, 4pe words of the Government, * It must never be forgotten that a -
No, 553. Thasildar is exposed to more temptation, to more obloguy and to more
‘ vindicative accusation than any other class of Public Officers, and the only security he has for keeping his place
in defiance,f it all, is the conviction that he will not be the victim of frivelous complaints or of those secret
confederacies which in every District are at work for the overthrow of those who really perform their duty.”
1t is obvious that the post of a Deputy Collector and Magistrate with full powers is a more arduous and responsi- -
ble one than that of a Tahsildar, and is in consequence xore exposed to the difficulties enumerated in the above
ction from the “frivolous complaints™ and *‘secret confederacies” there-
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passage, and therefore want greater prote
in alluded to. -

_ The introduction of the New Police brought with it, just as all other institutions in their infancy, several
persons of indiﬂ”ereni character, owing to the scruples of the higher orders of this country to enter the ranks of
the Police at that time. FPalnad, Rajapett, and Venukonda Talugs had their Police under the new orgainzation
L ~, ip 1862-63. As the Deputy Magistrate of those Talugs, I had before me, cases involving members of the Police.
' Having no regard to pérsons but to the merits of each individual case, I disposed of them according to the honest
[ dictates of my conscience in conformity with law. The Inspectors and Constables who had been punished by me
: for their crimes, misrepresented something to the Superintendent of Police and produced such an impression upon
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l uce himfo w " o w fave been benefl v ist of
| n ted by the valuable assis ance of
.. n | | | ‘ | visexs in ti o of need ;. such persdus, hen they have been bene y
el ) . | E confidential advisers i ;
that officer’s mind as to induce him to write against me to the Magicirate of the District,

3 hich
<1y when the object for W
ke upon them, especiaily :
onal (end, o 208 2 100 e mah is tline exten;ive- and popular influence possessed
~ tesed ir professiona 3 o o, s o e
who was bowever piast : + :‘S‘ ispsoughtjs one held in popular esteem and ven , " o mens Do lness, i
to call for an explanation from me, and was satisfied with it when offered. L

. ired by him thro ) Jstance from every quarter
' the influence thus acqUTE ined for him assista ) !
: ! ; by Pleaders- :(;lded toat Chilkalurupata must have \mdoublt.edlyf o::)]iae‘?mprovement of the temple. 1 am obliged
. have . f more than. 30 years Y. . sho’ out his pilans
. . . . der which the charges. X of m ) : ndividual in carrying
been irii';grry ?f'h_ffno: Y bj’lp‘easeld . consfﬂ A &:;d cx;f:i:a‘\?cc:;;:}’l’ia Inspector of Police at and cosoperation from every %
ed 8zainst me. As my Inam work was drawing to a close, Lank g Talugs OVer
P : f the same q .
the Head Quarters Office in this District, who was acting a8 Depu.t_v Collector in charge ©

. i ds through
) s ia an iostrument in my Lian )
biect as it is stated by the prosecutions thatl;N?“‘;: lxsxot. the solitary instance of 8 Vakeel
- e -
to dwell lopg on the su Jted 25 the real manager of the temple. aflsfxertions Tolete Purshotamia his fellow
o c A P e an ’ .
i o my whose agency 1 bave & 3 ing it by his influenc i Deputy Collectors nor any
e . e e ] . ent ﬁppomtmcnt 0 | 1e and improving . :ends are neither Deputy nor |
vhih -I bad jurisdiction, "ppears to have felt that he should eitber revert 13 bis pcffﬂi“me transferred from my becoming trustee o a:egzm, built a temple. His relatives and ;ﬂen: maintained in the village of Bodduluru-
Tesuming cbarge of the said Talugs, or continue to be the Deputy, Collector by geﬂ!ﬂ; Afessts. Ge Thornhill practitioner in the :’f“‘l he was able to caused temple to be erecte anv,,l:;eel in the Sumall Causes Court of Masuli-
place. Circumstances favored his attem i The experienced Othcers S5 . the lic servants. U . . Diksbatulu, now 3 Narsia was entrusted
o pting the latter course, e expe od condition of . public luq. Oue Sripate Veyyanna I beg to add that P. Narsia
and W. Wilson, who were thorougkly acquainted with my character, as well 88 the naturenn Comyt, 8 SLHATEET | ‘ pad in the Regalle 1’-1:11 ?towe\') and car built for temple at Ynl?'mmm‘;ith 0“: family a8 was alleged by the prose-
i : . . . g - £ ’ . . 4 W PR . s ce . .
people, 11 ad Ieft the Distdct, the former in April and the latter in D ecember 1563 3 ztnd -ourable opportunitss . putam had a.xopf the Pagoda, not in consideration of his alhan fairs were made over to him. Adverting to the
to the l\orthern,Circars, assumed charge of the District. My enemies, considéring this @ favou e of oy (ellow } with the aftairs © “'a“cebwas contracted long after the Pagoda 8 3_ «in society, it 8 evident that be could and
. . . * . N . . . .. i) ’
commenced their intrigues. T have not the least intention to throw reflections upon the fhnm?rcumstaucﬁsn en . cotiom e thed& 11rivileges with which P. Narsia iscapable ?f oY ﬂamd with the free and independent charge
servants or impute bad motires to their actions. Compelled by my position and !urmundmf ct‘he feclings ofmy - above en“mer?;;ispaﬁairs independently of my concerns He 18 t;nt‘z:aue of Chilkalurupata in 1851, and died at
ine $ . . H ; : 1 )
being under the lmperative necessity of explaining the charzes, 1 cannot . but give vent to " eccential t0 1Y ) l did.manage 2 trolled by any agency- .My father left .1}";1‘1 :isited Chilkalarupata from 1854 to 185?.
- wounded heart, and lay before your honor the real facts of the case which 1 believe to be truelim1 ;lrpose omy | N of the " temple u':lIcOllh 1853. None of the members of ouf fami Yd t‘hen served as a Deputy Collector in the Dis-
s 4 . M : in Mare . = g . .
case.  As co-adjutors are to be found in every field either to the accomplishment of good or .ﬂ( P hey greally : Masulipatam m' %.“ Aoondif at Ellore from 1854 o 1859, an cransferted to Eoristna District. That during
enemies bad their fellows in this work They tad to consider what charges they shox b'rfmlg' re u.fclrsed of . I had been a District ;060(1"6“ from 1859 to 1862, when IdWﬂS. u;'\;\ i,,o‘githout my influence or that of any
i * ' e tine that i 1 we . : tam an ; . le and main g : s
wished that they were able to fabricate charges of a more heinous natures but kinking ;n they at lnst fnr eated - triets of _vnagap;ﬂtsia'waﬁ managing the afialrs of the temp. 1o has been managing: the affairs of the Pagoda
curruption or the like, it would not pass off easily and be considerol as false by every bc:« Je menced 10 be built this penod., Y-e ryant; cRnnob be denied even by my adversaries. .
. e .. Ot 0 . ) 8 ]
;he éha_rges which they have now brought, seeine that there was in my Pivision 8 Pa_-t;«}al:?v any possible means, other ?“i‘;y erival in the District as be bad done befores 4 that all acts aseribed to P. Narsia as having
y Gabbita Venkatanarasu and finishe y oo if they cOUlUy % the ever sin be convinced tha \
ShEd b I ng that . . under nnot but
show that T bad takey sonie undue intere'{ ’f‘& ’:"th”v . ; r:mti‘:lnobtbcr District would be inesitable Under these circumstances, every.oné ca
S . L Init, my transie
existing circumstances. ’ )

i i il
i Narsia’s sole influence and power w1
dependent of me.
h as he could do 1

| i i teaders N. Varada-
‘ tnfluence A6 7 iti dial support of his fellow p N.V

I . } done through m. y influ nl o ealelr s, dn S ditionthe cordial sup

b ts with which # 7 C“Mged suffice to maintain the tewple,

¢ the 8¢ l’éxxdits .
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in 1851, when he left-the village of Chilkalurup
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*“into that I should e all i asi . - ‘ ' tee be accor less all the neighbours censented to it. The document executed by Hussainkhan
“ built | As A ) kle N owi;l tt(: el:n ;‘Oad‘ 10(; :hli Publ"’ft"“e;v PCfdml;Slon oo given to me afler the porlico was - ; o permlllSMOﬂtWOl‘l‘ld beb'“z:cmfde‘1 :]l:d on ﬁctitic:usoconsideralion or obtained by illegal means. The inducement -
. s Ameenkhan said, that he wou ake no price. sai . | is not shown to lave been foun o ]
“ having been my enemy, he said he would not take pX:ice thinkinv’thathlilsld T’Ot ke Pn'c c, foo. Ameenkhan ’{ . 15{{" d him to part with his land, consists not as the prosecutor has alleged in conniving at his encroachment
: ; ea would induce me to imitate \ .. o z ir? Lis desire to cultivate frien:lship with P. Narsia. One reason has been given by the witness for refusing
: ut in .

¢ him and‘ thereby make me a loser, so Tdid not take any price, but he afterwards failed to keep his word, but as I ) .
“once said, that I .would not take any price, I did not take any to keep to my word. I e‘xecuted .'11\:’ ‘ ) i/ to take the price of land, while the consideration al
¢ (Cabala) for -the land in which it was stated that Ihad taken 30 Rupees price, I oo nama l

* It was o entered in the Karfarnama as Narsia h 1d hut i didnot, in fact, take it. . . '
ama as Narsia had told me that it would not otherwise be registered, ' 1 said Mr. Plunket my successor after my transfer to the Inam Commission visited the spot while the godowns were

“1{o the Deputy Collector that I gave the land to P. Narsia and execut in hi ‘ i .
« shown no favour in return for eivine the land. i 5 ; ! e,d 2 document in his vame. I had been | ! * in the course of construction, he did not object to it, so it had the approval and acquiescence of lfh' Plunket. ~All
““ went and told.the D Tt ° zfn » it was 5 months after giving the title deed to P. N arsia that [ . - : ¢ th‘ id adduced by prosecutor failed to show that the encroachment of portico was done with my knowledge
went and told the Deputy Collectorabout it. It was about 5 or 6 months after the Car poriico was built that e e:}l‘ ence (.:ﬁon It may all have been done by P. Narsia, then if I am to blame for an act of Narsia’s done
or with my san . !

14 [ N v . .
: I aske'd the Diputy l(,olleclm for ;Termlssmn to encroach upon the street. Mr, G. T}, tn it. Mr. Plunket is in fact to blame for the encroachment of
patta in 1867.”” ILis brother Selimkhan deposed that the godowns were built 2 years after the portico was

leged in the charge was totally different and positively denied
: !

by the said witness.

2

ornhill came to Chiikaluru ; during my absence, when Ihad po means to lea
=

built, From this statement it is evident that th i Hussainkhan. I bave never permitted the encroachments alleged in this charge,—supposing that I have permitted
: 11t s evident that the construction of the godowns commenced after I made over . both of them and they have occupied the land with my sanction, this cannot, I beg to say, be called an encroach-
0

charge of general duties to Mr, Plunket. It is therefore really absurd to say that [ permitted Hussainkhan to ) . I bad (o 2ive sush pormission and on that ground I am justifiecd—on the other haad, if they were
encroach upon 'the. 'street in erecling the fgodowns. It these were built 'wrongfu]ly, Mr. Plunket should be made - ’ meut, fo‘r, a plwer 1 d:' tsud.ﬂ'P e, ano being independent of the ‘ther, 1 must be regardod 25 a
answerable for it, if at all as they were built i‘n his days. 'The title deeds of the sai| pieces of land are not ficti- ) ' dons w1tbot.1h my n.ow. edge ab A .er;x‘ ¢ ! roach not be;intr 4 promise for Lis consideration of giving laud to

thﬂS.. One'of them is a deed of sale obtained by P. Narsia on consis stranger to it ; permission to llussainkhan ; e;carSia . co;pete"t o e i such emimion. To show my
s of both of which was admitied by tho a j’;’:‘;}:;o:lxl :;:c; to Ameenkhan, the other is a deed of gift the genuine- '\'u Vide document's QR c(;mpeten::y I have adduced §wo instances .:—Mr. G. Thornhill had-gi‘.ren
' ' 1 rge piece of land containing part of public road to the Church M\s'smn
» inspected the Society at Bunder—again, D. Somasuadarow Puntulugaru had obtained

Planket who had also - - Vide document P, from the Municipal Commissioner of Masulipatama strip of land form-
' a similar kind are of frequent occurrence in

Documents Y and Z.

Mr. G. Thornhill the Collector during the Settlement of R d‘jnpetl’. Taluq in January 1867 on the application of Rev. R. T. Ngble ala

portico which had then been completed ; neither that gentleman nor my successor Mr.

inspe i sk i i H : :
f:; ctedbllt. con lxIIered it anlencroachment upon lh(.s public s.ttreet to the detriment ‘of the interest and convenience o part of the highway in Bunder—besides these, numerable examples of '
0f hxe gu ic. . ad any body suffered the alleged inconvenience from the. encroachment caused by the erection { nep 1 Theroe['ore my power to grant a yard or half a yard for building purposes in an insignificant place in my
; ' . , o . - . LB ce- ‘ T e s ich is evi
of the Car portico, .complaints would have bcen invariably made to them about it. Although the two said centle i . . ('}Velrif :annot be denied, and even that without the slightest inconvenience or injury to neighbours which is evident
o B = ¥ aluks c ’ 2
!

d througt i S o
weeupid vyt oo st o smutonses oy Poico an ke e (ubich i sl to b been subsequently from their long silence. If any one had complained of it to me as an encroachment, I would have given'my full

occupied by the godowns) yet no encroachment was perceived by them, and not a single compl ben the worshipper of the temple applicd to me fornpermission {o in-

. . . . aing
about it. 1ad it been an illegal and considerable encroachment materially tendi was made

' consideration to it, just as I had done once w
ng to afect the public convenjence {; s
!

- i i corporate a small piece of ground with the temples
Para. 14 of Mr. Comyn’s letter Flussainkhan it would not surely have escaped their notice. The charge sets forih P

E:Eee!})d \};;’J;s éz{& wl:g l\jr«:;s;f.ntghatt;’ el:: om;;gtxg that I altowed through P. Narsia the said Hussainkban to encroach
the same line with the po;tico in the streey iliegally on the public.road as a consideration for the building site of 4
running east and west. Hussainskhan Saheb  vards square of ; : .

of course availed Litself of the privilege, y quare given by him for portico. This shews that Hussainkhan

Saheb might have originally stated that it'was Narsia thal gave him
permission, while he now deposes in direct “contradiction that the permission was granted by me T.he a
Z ocu-

ments are in Narsia’s name and the land was given to him. The encroachment even if there
being only hslf a yard on one side, and one and half yards on the other or the Ionges't side
for the prosecution have depo§ed,~no substantial inconvenience to the public is apparent.
khan’s evidence, Ameenkhan received his purchase money, and he had vol (
to himself in order to preserve his dignity by acting up to his word.
same to me 5 months after executing the deed: to Narsia. This is false.
the execution of the deed and did not return to it till about one ye'

The complainaixt admitted that he did not allude to this in his original petition, so it may be viewed {o bean |

afterthought. ‘-

Had it been a real encroachmedt, known to him for a long time as stated in his deposition, he would not

have omitted to mention it in his petition.

La" ke : . o .
e s it venience to them from the alleged fact of encroachment on public street? Have Hussainkhan or Ameenkhan or

ws be witnesses complained of any illegal seizure of their land against their will by the exercise of official
According to ITussain. . '
untarily foregone the payment of the price :
e says, he saw me and mentioned the . Then your honar W

I left Komaravalipad 2 days prior to

i

}

i

J

1’ | 13 - . 1 . d f .

b - Now I beg to ask, has any of the inhabitants of the street in which the portico stands complamed of incon-
i

!

1 his representatives ever

i influence ? |

11 be convinced that in the absence of any complaint, and evidence, a serious charge bas been

t raravatipac . drawn out.
ar afterwards which is evident from (docu-

ment 33 and 34 for the prosecution). Ilussaizkhan admits that P. Narsia had been the counsel for a relation of
his in an appeal suit, aud that he had only been paid haif bLis legal and regular remuneration, and that P. Narsia . ; casts suspicion on the case.
undertook the cause at his (Ilussainkhan’s) recommendation. Even granting that P, Narsia had agreed to plead the same street with the portico, sta
Lis client’s cause for half the fees, e must have done so for his merchant friend Iussainkhan 3 if otherwise there Village Munisiff and Chullavenkatapayya Karanam,

. . ico are
_ being no.reason why he should have shown favor to the above suitor who had not been his customer belore. Avutaracharlu deposed that the new walls of - portico . e
y ' encroachment on road or any inconvenience to traffic bandies or pass

The prosecution has not produced a single witness residing in the portico street—this ‘;a“f of best e.vi.dem?e .
Of the witnesses examined for the defence Kundakotapa and Guttiverappa living ia

fe that there is no encroachment or inconvenience. Tyagura Kristnareddy,

ond Chullacannia V. Sevaramayya, Kristna Somayajulu,

built in the place of the old walls, and that there is no
ngers going along the street,

. &3

Therefore it is only natural that Hussainkhan Saheb should show gratitude to P. Narsia wh agreed to ac
o al=~

cept Vakalutnama in that case. : . Tt i3 8lso proved by Chulla Venkatappayya and Tota Gopia who attested the document Y. bill of sale executed
¢ Uacked Z. - The_document‘*‘.execuled by Hussainkhan in fayoyr of P. Narsia i : by Ameenl'ihaﬂ that consideration money of 30 Rupees was paid to said ‘.&meenkhan, and ke sold it of his o.wn accord.
. - . falsifies what 1lussainkhan stated, that receipt of consideration in - E ‘ ‘ Under these circumstances, and on the face of the evidence showing that the former Collectors did not decm
money was entered in it. The document purports to be a deed of gift and not a sale dezd as he stated upon i “ nee hment, may I not be justified in saying that this charge is unfounded and malicious ?
oath—it speaks of no.pecuinary consideration whatever. That I had not been in the habit of allowing encroachments F ] o eneronchmett '
* Marked I on public s:reet, evin in connection with this temple will appear from 3\‘4 \, : . ..
. the Takeed* No. 182, dated 10th November 1S67. Document If issued R . X . U
by me to the Sub-Magistrate of Rajapett. One M. Venkata Charlu, warden of the said temple applied tome foxr - y : . )

permission.to incorporate a line adjoining the temple, and it was supported by the Tabsildar, but T dec'ned that

gy e

e . o
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CHARGE 1V,

Now T beg to offer my defence against the 4th charge, Hert I am said to have improperly use‘i my official
influence and authority (a) by obtaining materials free of cost by causing the bricks required for its construction
to be made by the potfaakers of Chilkalurupata, and tlxe'neighbourihv villages

=] DY

. for which servi i
inadequate consideration (3) by causing the Vetties of the said village of Chilka vice they received very

lurupata, to bring fue]

i , i . . / g fuel and chunam

and other materials to cut wood and perform other services withodt the payment of any consideration what 1
ever, an

by obtaining fuel from the Komaties of the said village of Chilkalurupata without the payment of any considerat
: - - : d ration
through the agency of public servants, whom I appointed to supervise the said work and by whom the potmak:’
rs

D VU

R L IS A

et s

a

and vetties were impressed for labour on the said - works and (c) that though certain of the potmakers and Vetti :
* etties |

aforesaid complaived to me that they had received no remuneration for the work done, thei
. eir

them no redress Whatever, though to afford such was one of my proper official duties 1I;re rosecution has cf i

its course and charged me with acts said to have been done by myself in Prosecution Ris Change

tality of P. Narsia, whom the prosecution has been treatinz throughout as a tool jp my hand
N nds.

The reason perhaps is that the case would be stronger by a direct attack.—J plead not eyilt
, ! guilty.

To prove the charge as alleged by prosecution, the following points must be established
a. 1. Tlat I improperly used my official influence and authority. ‘

9. That T obtained materials free of cost.

3. That the potmakers of Chilkalurupata, and the ueighbouring villages, who made the brick
very inadequate consideration” . | 8,

¢. 1. That I caused the Vetties of Chilkalurupata . to bring fuel and chunam and other materials tvo ¢
. . 8 X
wood and to perform other services without the payment of any consideration whatever. .

2. That I obtained fuel from the Komaties of the said village without the payment of any consideration

appeal procured for *

Person, but not through the instrumen- ’

received -

3.- That Lappointed public servants to supervisethe work, and thatthey forced the potmakers and Vettes to °

labour.

¢. That although the potmakersand vetties represented to me that they had received no remuneration for the :

work done, T afforded no redress to them. ) )

To prove this charge 11 witnesses have been produced on behalf of the 'prosecution. I shall attempt at an
analysis of their evidence, and poiut out that there is nothing in it that bears against me.

_ Sashaya and Mamaya, potmakers of Chilkalurupata, admitted that they received an advance of 10 Rupees

- f . iz .
® Marked A. rom P. Narsia, and executed a document to him, The document®

bound to make unburnt bricks at the rale of 8,500 for 4 Rupees. At this rate they were to supply P. Narsia
with 21,230 bricks for the money they received in advance, whatever might be the time it took them for preparing
the bricks. They deposed that as there was delay in their work, P. Narsia warned them that he would sue them
in Civil Court for 50 Rupees damages for breach of contract, and that as they requested for aid, potmakers of other
villages were sent for to aid them, and that they all made the bricks, but that they did not know whether the other
potmakers were paid for their work, and what quantity of bricks they as well as the other potmakers made. They
further stated that they never complained or represented to me any thing about their hire. Itis now idle to say
that at a daily rate qf wages they would have got more, They were not employed ss day labourers. They entered
into a contract with P. Narsia which they were bound to fullfil. Narsia deposes that Sashaya and Mamaya stilt
owe him about 2,000 bricks. They delayed commencing the work in the beginning, and when they entered upon it,
rains set in, and obliged them to postpone the work. There is not a particle of evidence to show that the potmakers
of other villages were not paid for their labour. According to the evidence of Pentadoo (Vettyman)'the potmakers
had to perform the services of the temple in consideration of their having a right to share in the beap of food
(Kombham) sacrificed to the god. )
()

‘ I trust your honor will perceive that the charge that I did not afford redress to potmakers, although they com-
plaingd to me is unfounded, as they themselves admitted that they did not complain to me on the subject. It may be
casily conceived that Narsia would have threatened the potmakers with a eriminal prosecution under Act 13 of 1859
before me, in case I bad any“dndue concern in the matter. Ic would not have threatened them with a cizil xﬁit, as they

was produced by P. Narsia, from which it appears that they were :
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" % Para. 17 of Mr. Comyn’s letter. 2 pot-

* for 3 months, and that they receivedan ad-

- 9' \

deposed he did.  The depositions of these potmakers contain "se%rer.al
conflicting and improbable statements which render their’evidence
incredible. I now beg to refer to the evidence of Vetties Kotadu,

vance of 5 Rupees. The potmakers applied to  Venkadu, Ayagadu’ and Pentadu. Vetties depose that they all (6) in

the Deputy Collector himse)f and represented : . .
that though the former Zemindars made them numb‘er “-’orked for 6 months during f..he tlfne the Emeks we.re made.
work without hire, they at least g;ve them Nothing is necessary to show that their evidence is false, since it is
batta, &c. This appeal wps not favorably . . - L ‘

received, for they ‘wire told by the Deputy €vident there was no work for th(?m fOf six months. As it is deposed
Collector that he was the master and they {hat hnsk was used in making bricks, it is manifest that if one Vetty-

must do the work anyhow, . .
+ = Now they deposed that they wereemployed ~man had brought some baskets of husk on one day, it would suffice

'?r g ot tlhos’ﬁﬁge?s'ata:}iﬁ;f‘if:;daﬁg :g;. for several days work. This was the work they had untif the bricks

ance o y . .

complain todtbe Dep‘fltil C(élector, on tthe were ready for being burnt—even after that they had not much to do as
subject.—Vide para. of Mr. Comyn’s letler. : . ? . . . ) !

‘ 4uVJ:tties said that they were employed for they had only to bring l)rz-xmes,&c. Supposing the Vetties were employed
2 or 8 months. One of the Vetties Ayagadu i, cyting the wood (which does not appear to be true) at any rate it

ked the Deputy Collector and received an . . j
'::s:ver that !;ne yvma a Vetty, and that was would not take time for 6 Vetties for more thana few days. P. Narsia,

makers of Chilkalurupata Sashaya and Mam- . |
maya informed me that 1hey were employe

enough. Now they deposed that they were Balaram and Lingareddy (witnesses for prosecution) state that the '

-employed for 6 months, Ayagadu deposed K ‘
..thag when he complained to the Deputy Col-  Vetties were.paid batta for the days they worked. One of the Vetties

‘]ecAm’ he did not see towards him. Satulury Kotadu deposed that ke was not allowed by peoris to com-
plain to me, while Satulury Venkadu stated they all (6 Vetties) inclusive of Kotadu complained to me, and that
T said, that as.they were Vettymen no cooly would be paid them, while another Vetty Boraga Iyagadu stated
that T did not see towards them. Another Vettyman S. Pentadu stated that he did not complain to me. The
Vettyman Venkadu and Tyagadu stated that they complained o me when the.walls of portico were being raised.
These contradictory statements of the Vettymen prove that the assertion that they complained to me, and that T

. afforded no redressis totally false. As for chunam no ‘evidence is brought forth to show that Vetties have brought

that article—even the Vetties themselves did not state that they brought chunam as was alleged by the prosecution.
Ganapa Pullaya deposd that hegave husk and bratties for burning bricks, and that those thines were not always sold inhis

. village. The portico which was built upon the site bought in May 1866 is said to have been constructed between

) \ o ~ the 8th May 1866 and some part of January 1867. During this period I
prchiedc:m‘ggg:‘m?nts Nos. 33 and 84 for tho o4 ot Masulipatam and other stations. Inever repaired to Chilkalura-
’ P o © .. pataor Komaravallepadu till Aosil 1867, Here your honor will per-
ceive that what was done in my_ absence is spoken of as having been done by me in person, which must in conse-
quence be a false statement, It is physically impossible that my residing at Masulipatam and other stations on
the one hand and my speaking to the Vetties, %e. at Chilkalurupata on the other are simultaneous. Thisalone s

quite sufficient to convince your honor that much of falsehood has been introduced into the evidence at the insti-

gation of others with the sole object of injuring me, M ¢, Thornhill the Collector held the Zamabandy of Rajapett
Talug in January 1867 and halted at Rajapett for about 20 days. I trust that your honor will perceive that if
any one had been compelled to work against his‘ will or to give up any thing, he would kave brought the same to
the notice of that gentleman at least when he personally inspected the portico. If any thing had been done for the
improvement of the temple, it mu{ﬁ have been doune by P. Narsia the admitted trustee, and the inhabitants who
have been from the very commencement devoutly attached to it. 'There is no reason why I should have l:.aken more
jnterest than any of them, and extort labour and money from others, thereby exposing myself to the dangers of
being subjected to ignominy at the hands of Gevernment,  Can your honor possibly imagine fora moment that I
would bring my official power 1o bear upon these men ; be it rememhergd not for the sake of filliug my pocket

but to obtain a few bratties worth a farthing, and a basketful of worthless paddy husks at the risk of sacrificing
my past 35 years faithful service. 1ad my thoughts turned towards acquiring wealth efther for filling my POCk;
or for the use of the temple by dishonest means, does your hogor think that a basketful of husks of
paddy and similar other trifling and worthless articles would attract my attention ? I would have amassed.

" thousands of Rupees as men guilty of corrﬁption“have done. I did nothing of the sort. I tlleréforebdpe

your homor Will consider that T never used my official influence 'lo get such worthless things, Grandi Serwasem,
whose nephew was ‘p\jnishéd by me was not required by Prosecutor to prodace his accounts, but he of his own
accord produced them. They are on loose palmira leaves, and as such are apt to be easily fabricated. The items .
in those accounts do not seem to have been entered contemporaneously with the facts to which they refer, 'I‘hi;_
fact very materially affects the weight (if any) to be attached to them. "Some of the items which seem to relate to
a few payments made to one Balaram extend over a period °f_‘5 or 6 months. Itisnot indispensable that he.
should stop at Chilkalhrupata during the whole period to regeive these payments: He deposed that he was.
coming and zoinyg to that viilage, and so he could have received these payments if trudPat intervals during his stay
there. Balaram having applied for i.'urlhelr Iegyg in ad{]ition to his privilege leate‘glid occasional sick leave, I

P



. 10
‘ app'ointed_a substitute on full salary and granted him 3 months® leave.

Who is on leave may look afier any business he may choose, and that his official superior has nothing to do with
-]

him until his return to duty. Peon Mabamed Khasim deposed that he used to stay 5 or 10 days at Chilkaluru- :

‘pata and then go to Talug. e did not eay that ke came there under my orders.

" Peon Mikala Adeppa used to remain for some days® more.
witness in this case, it is now impossible to ascertain the ex
bim.’ ‘

As.'gbat Adeppn died before he was examined as a
act time he staid whatever others may now say about
s )

In support of the defence several witnesses have been examined.
Ganapa Kolappa, two Komutees of Chilkaluru i
Cora. pata that they have paid batta to the Vett; : i r
they are supported by Vedathala Sevaramadu, Motheram, Papa Naick and Chell‘e ok b N
Itis proved by the evidence of Tota Gopla that the village Vetties render thejr seTvices
village goddess and . village temples, and that they are paid batta for it, beside
of fees from the village royts, &c> As for the bricks made by potmakers a

It s de-poser]'by Gnﬂépa’e Gurrappa and

in the works required for
8 what they receive in the ‘shape

¢ nd their remuneration, evidence for the

prosecution is vague and uncertain, The charge alleges that they were

: aid very i : :
.Tota Gopia, Boppudy Venkatarayadu and Vedathala Sevaramudu have xc):le:ar.l_verdye z:tjle?l?a:d}{ for thelr' troubles.
at the rate of 8,500, 8,600, 8,700, &e. for 4 Rupees. Therefore it is manife ' o bricks made

st that the ratesto which the potmakers

of Chilkalurupata agreed are usual ones. Itis proved by'the evidence of Kristnasomayajuloo that the pot
jalo he potm

.of other villages whom he sent to aid the potmakers of Chilkalurupata
proper rate‘ of hire for the Lricks made by them. From the evidence of Tota Gopia, it appears that
loads of firewood were given by him at the request of Narsia, and that hiré was pai,d to the band oon
to carry it to the brick field. Tt was further stated by him that the wood was 80 broken u
further labour of Vettieato splitit np. Vedathala Sevaramya who attended to the brick burnin

akers

p as not to require the

were paid batta for the other work they had done, while

12th and 13th wituesses deposed that the wood they
_ thebrick field was such as required no further breaki
. - remain the paddy bhusks aud brafties, two worthless article
nobody cc?mplains. On this point one witness named Ganapa Pullaya examined for the prosecution sa
gave a basketful of each of the above articles. .1lis father Ganapa Kotappa called by the defence states that the
are worthless articles made use of for no purpose in his village, and were freely given away by the villagers—lie fm.y_
ther deposes that husks are thrown away as useless, and as a basketful bratties is worth but a farthing ) ‘
by nobody but are given gratis- to anybody who may ask for them. Even with respect to these ‘Worthl
trifling things, there is no evidence to show that I took any interest to influence the Komatjcs to giv.e the essl :
proved that Moteram and G. Papa Naick, peons of the temple have been superintending the work. 1 :n. ;’5
your honor will perceive that 2 peons of its own are quite sufficient to manage tbeawork o t;) - ,::: ta :(:

)

10th W, Byra Sashia.

11th W. Tota Sashia,

12th W. Vidadala Narsimlu,
' 13th W. Do, Cotapa.

the 10th, 11th,

and

It will be manifest tlnat'any public .s.ervant;

This peor states that another

a Venkntappnya aud P Narsia, -

informed him of their having received .

al bandy 5
ymen employed -

g says, that the Vettieg

thad brought to. -
0g.  Now there ’,
s of which -
id, that he -

they are sold

that if any Circar peons had looked after the werk during the time they came there on duty when they had A"
no public work to perform, it is attributable to their desire to render service to the god in a work dedica’t'ed to -

him. T hope that the above circumstances are quite sufficient to convince your honor that the 4tb charge is
- unfounded. i ‘ ’

.
.

CHARGE YV,

.

I now beg to proceed to defend myself against the 5th charge. I am accused of having cause(i ;1 Konaru or :

square tank to be excavated in a garden said to be mine situated on the banks of Ogaru, of having obtained stones for g

rivetting the same from an old well at Chilkalurupata, and of Laving caused these stones to be brought to the said

garden without the payment of any consideration for either the stones or their carriage. Iam charged with have

ing forced the villazers to supply bandies and bullocks for the conveyance of the said stones through the instru-
o

mentality of Balaram and other public zervants. I protest that the garden is not mine, and the square tank was

not excavated by me, the stones for rivetting the same were not obtained by me, nor did I cause them to be

brought to the said garden by means of unpaid labor. I did not employ public servants, neither did T direct them -
to use force, nor did they in fact use any such force to prevail upon persons to work against theic will. This is -
another false chargze I have to meet. The name of the god is omitted to whom the :ank was dedicated by the -

Durmacurta of the temple, and the prosecution makes me the owner of the garden and the tank in it, which in fact :

had never becn mine and never constructed by me. In the 4th charge P, Narsia has been left out, and Lere the ‘
god is also left out. Perhaps the prosecutor considers that by such omission he would render the cas’e the stronger
agaiust me by representing®that they were done for my own benefit, Therefore the first point for enquiry i'sato
whom does this garden belong with the tank in it. 1t isattached to the temple, and P. Narsia is the manager of it.

a— -
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- punished by me. Their evidence, T hope will be reccived
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‘ ) This is an undoubted fact supported by docx{mentary evidence (see
*Morked AR ‘ - Exhibic® dated 16tk September 1862). It shows that P. Narsia ap-

i d‘for -ad/obtained one acre of land from Mr: Horsley, the then Sub-Collector of Guntoor when Rajapett Talug
plie

was under the Sub-division. When the garden is not mive, the rest of the charg: nee;l not 'be ans\:'ler.ed. Th;:c; :s
nothing to show that it is mine, Nobody conveyed stone.s on my account, ank m?o; ‘(::c; ‘::s,bx::i c :;s,:;{mwd m
The smallness of tha Konarn and the rough work it contains show that t'he tan : fmbt ;‘a oo soneimuee
§ or 6 days. 1 the public servants .(peons) had superintended the w‘ork lnl'ﬂdd;h:n o :he 2 lc;n:l; ¢ lieuc d,uﬁe ;y
might have done so from a motive of rendering service to the god when re xel'v:n’i ron(; : T, ah. ° e};en o had
1t must be considered to be entirely voluntary on their part. Balaram took leave, during whic A

done the alleged work it could not have been illegal. , He said, he did not wear his belt,

The westem' talugs being billy abound with stones every,w.here, which t.bere fore are of little value in those
i amined for this charge, M. V. Ramania and X. Janikeramudoo are the persons who were
quarters O et anid o with the weight it deserves under these circumstances.
Mahamed Kasim deposes to the effect that he did not know whether, the stone drivers, tmfk1 d.igg,ers and l;-ickl?yel:'s
were paid or mnot. He does not say that any of them was compel.led to work.l;xy ofﬁclta k;: ‘:;I;lczile co.nse ::s:;
deposes that the villagers helped him in carting the stones of ?’ I'mfled well which were tz; o With he consen ¢
jts owner. ‘There isno evidence to the contrary. No person 13 brought .f‘““"“'d .t° gay 12 e T;' N eth .‘13) t:
up stones without consideration being paid, or that stones Were .talfen wub?ut his kn?;v edge. -u lih ‘: x‘est
evidence which the nature of the case will admit of, and the omission to bring such evidence carries with 1t grea

suspicion about the truth of the charge. °

Of all the witnesses cited, Lingareddy (headman of Chi\kal_ur.upata is' t.he ouly‘ (;:le who ist ;a:‘dft: ha‘:e d;;:ln
a bandy load of stones. There is not a particle of evidence in hls.deposﬂ.lon whic pm\'re; ! ar b:mc;es?? \;ov;
Tl speaks to this effect : « Narsia sent us to bring stones, no officials (peons) accompanied ou R
where is the evidence of non-payment of consideration or extorted labor?

Hence, from utter want of original and creditable evidence this charge cannot be maintain\e‘d. Generally it is
. " institution to another, when time brings the former to

i i ‘charitable
biecijonable to apply the materials of one charita '
o e P ruins. (See exhibit L,) order issued by L. Venkatappaya, Acting Deputy

"Exbibit marked L. Order dated 23rd Oc-  Coliector, To hold it to be otherwise would be absurd and opposed

1868, No. 553, to the Tahasildar of Ka- i v ] i
}332& persu,xilt;ng Ateure Bremis of Nursarow- to the local usage as said by Chenda Cotaya, a witness for the prose

petta to take 25 stones of the ruined temple oo The matter is an ordinary one. If the tanksat Guntoor, -
at Koovkalaguouda. Mangalagery, Venukonda, and Sevaganga in Bunder, be observed,
there will be found thousands of stones belonging to some former works used for rivetting thew. Messrs, Newell
and Rhode, who were once the Collector and Civil Judge of Guntoor respectively erected buildings on the hills of
Condaveed with the hewn stones obtained from the rained works which formely existed in those parts. Taere is
1 believe, in the hilly country thiat has not stones used as a material in its construction. The
iying above and underneath the ground are the common property of all, unless some t‘exclusive right be
stones. ying one, any one may go Lo the Talugs of Jagaiappett and Palnad and fetch any number of white
established 1 aﬂly ce» \ those which others may have already taken possession of. Now I beg to ask has any one
stones ‘36 please: ’h ?X tgnes were taken agiinst his will, or that he was compelled to drive stones.to the Konaru, or
complained that 1? 15 (or the labour undergone by him an account of the Konaru. I trust.that your honor will
that -he was~ e e be unfounded, as there is no such complaint, and that the evidence of the Vetties that the
consider this charge ‘? ° tones 0 L'he Konoru is not credible.  To disprove the allegations made by this
drive sto Pleader of the Moonsifi's Cour:, Tyyaguru Krishtnareddy, Village .
Moonsiff of Chilkalurupata Challal Venkatappayys, Kurnam, Mooteram'and I_’?P*;“*‘ikf tem;‘)l? servant?,Nunda-
: Avataracharulu have been examined as witnesses for the defence. The title eced (exhxbl.t AA) is produc-
pat! 1 thé len is shown to belong to P. Narsia, It is proved by all the above witnesses that the
.eil, an :; eg;cr; ::t e:lsbSy o Nandia andothat nor;e were forced to do any work and that.1 had taken no part in it.
"]';::;a:go‘;ia - that the Konaru is ,n very small one and rr'lust have been bx}iltuat‘ ab.ctosf} of be:low 20 .Rupees.
It is depos'ed by C. Janakiramia that the inhabitants of C‘"!k'“l“r“p?ta Bre t ane ca.rry(;ng §tones of the
ruined well for rivetting wells and other works of public utility. The well hfs o m]a TUI'nie St?te Afor 2 long
-time, its side stones had also been removed before some were taken for the Konaru. ‘t isa :)0 proved that o
force was used thiat 10 Governﬂ\eﬂ? peons were employed 1o force Inbour. It was not shown by the prosecation

“from what othier quartess besides the well stones were obtalne
* vation of a Konaru or obtaining stones for rivetling the same,

not a single house,

c;)mpelléd ryots to es to
" charge, Tota Gopia, Choragudi Janikramaya,

d, or how or by whoni‘they were brought. Exca-
the stones' being hrought for the said purpose by

et WW»W""" BT T
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villagers of Chilkalurupata are not ;

g o themselves offences, for charity -§ ibi
every nation and in every country, Wherein doeg the of'fence ok (e e it o bt R
embodied in the expression that the sajd Lingareddy and villa

vants to supply bandies and bullogls for ca gers were forced by Balaram anq other public ser-

it o bandics e ey r;:c:i:zgfthi:tones iu. question, Certainly if this pe substantiated, it
: y I the prosecution aid ¢ i :
il e fo ad that any force was used. Linearedd

“.ho.cartedyaa a \ ecor;veyed stones from the wel] jn question to Konary, Besides Lin'mreddy‘ no othe vff;_"d‘y

o : . ? y 1Er villngers

stone;’ o e o :exzm?vedbe:n examined. Kun(a Kotapa and Gutty Veerappa, who :re said to have broucvht
kel oy B N bri:e stoor the dt:'e{)c;. They are inhabitants of Chilkalurupata they state that they w::re

o & Stones on their bandies which they did for i ’ -
charit i i
one forced them and po peons accompained them, The exercise of o %y voluntarily.  They admit that no

servants having thys failed, there is nothing which tells against me

fiicial influemce on villagers through pubh"c
It is very improbable to suppose that such
Peons for its construction, as stated by th

2 1 d y e
temple peous solely devoted to the temple work, The Moonsif, Kurnam and the

,—1 am confident that your honor will per-

<. t ‘
in being removed; (5, by cauch Taw 1o be placed under the roof thereof to prevent damage to the stones
es to be conveyed from Muddirala to Chilkalurupata on bandies supplied *

pPayment of ANy considerat: alurupata, under .the Pressure of public servants without

eratlon; NEH . . . . .
others brought from Condaveed_(c)' by b“”d'ﬂg 8 Mintapam in the said garden with the sajd stones together with

*

- *Vide D L ' C . .
This g"(:;:;mf“t% B, I plead not guilty. The garden* wherein the Mantapam was buijlt
: i .
ment given by thz gi;’&?let‘z;:! 4 A, Docy- belongs to Polur Venkatroyudu, When the gaxden is not mine, the rest
' _of the charge need not be answered. ' -l

" Aslai . .
au‘] down by the Prosecution the following points must be proved :—

@ 1. Thatr impr operly used my official influence and anthority,

2 ' That I obtaineq stoues from Muddirals.
3." That some Permission was required, .
. That such Permission wag yqt taken.

- That Madhay; Pagoda v

5
6, Th tt illac, .
at the villagers were forced by Talug Peons to supply bundles of straw,

That they diq ¢ (if they did at sH) on my orders,
(®) 1. That1 caused stoneg to be cony,
2. Thatl

as caused to be pulléd by me for this purpose.

-3
.

eved from Muddirala to Chilkﬁlurup""" .
forced the villagers under pressure of public servants to supply bandies.
3. That these bandies Were not paid for.
. fd, That T built 5 Mantapam with stones brought from Condaveed and other places,
‘ Under (a) it is not stated in what manpe, m ;
site, whether of the Government or of the owne
taken. It does not specify which ryots were co

¥ influence and authority were used, whose permission was requi-
T of the temple, and the permission of which of them was not
P ' mpelled to work or which peons were employed Lo supply straw.
lie se:{r:n:: g?dat:iiie;ax::‘gvueness Prevails. Ttis not mentioned which ryots were pressed and by which pub-
. €I¢ Bupaid, and whay, wag the nature of such pressure. In the absence ofany

proof to estab]lsb these facts, the charge canpot but be viewed in any light other than it was not proved.
The 3rd part (c) apparently seemg ¢, render {he building of Mantapam itself eriminal. It is ambiguous

which the prosecutor means to call jlle i
gal, whet] ed, or the act of deposi-
tiog them in the street, % 1er the conveyance of stones from Condaveed, . P

Of' the mtne.sses named to prove thi, cﬁargp’ Kunda Cotapa and Gutti Veerappa, ryots of Chilkalurupta,
were dispensed with by the Prosecutor. The evidence of M. Venkataramania and N. Jarikiramudu, both being

which the charge pretends consist. Perhaps it is -
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ﬁotor'ious characters and interested in my downfall, cherishing feelings of animosity against me for reascns shown
im the introductory part of this defence, is not.credible, and even what little they have said is beresay and as such
inadmissable, The evidence of Balaram Prassad and P, Narsia shows that no public peons were employed, no
stones were taken without permission, no ryots were forced to supply either bundles of straw or bandies for the
conveyance of stones, that no villagers were impressed by public servants, and in short that nothing illegal was done.

. Another witness Yangara Kotappa states nothing beyond the bare fact of having seen some bandies carrying
stones. Mohomed Khasim, a peon of Rajapett Talug says, that he supervised the works in connection with the .
temple at intervals. He is not aware whether the bandymen who carried the stones or other workmen were
paid any compensation or not, According to his statement the temple at Muddirala has been in ruined
state for the last 20 years without the object of worship init. It is not said by him or by any others that
shet-he worked by my orders, or that the fact of his being employed in this work was brought to my knowledge.
The evidence of Chandra Cotia is very neatly to this effect,

¢ It was talked that the Tahsildar got the temple pulled down, and that Cholam straw was collected from
* the villagers by Vetties. I gave a hundred bundles. I did not ask any hire, nor did I receive it. P- Narsia
“ having asked for straw, the people willingly gave it. It was for the god Ramaswami’s work. Nobody refused
*“ to give straw. . T drove one bandy. I drove it as a charity to P. Narsia. He did not tell me by whom they
“ were required, It is not advisable not to do what ten men told me when it was god’s work., Iam aged 70. Since
*“ my father’s days, the Madhavi’s temple at Muddirala bas been in ruins, Other people used to take stones fromthe
“temple ; the villagers take them without permission. They were taken by others also with the Carnam’s permis-
+** sion. Before the temple was pulled down by the Tahsildar, it was almost destroyed and a small portion remained
“‘at the time. The temple stands in the Inam land of Muddirala Paradesy. The bundles of straw collected were
** returned to their owners who received them.” By this evidence not only the 1st, 20d, 3rd, 4th points under (z)
and the 1st, 20d, 3rd points under (b) are not proved, but what is essential is but disproved,

Singa Narasfmlu, aryot of Kavoor, says to the following effect :—

"*T did not bring stones from Muddirala. I gave a bullock of mine. The Village Moonsif of Cavoor said that
“ a bullock was required by P. Narasia who was said to be building a temple, saying, let each one of us asssit
¢ in the work. T did not ask any hire, nor was I paid any. My bullock worked only one day from 8 a. . to 4P 0
“« I did not ask for hire, because they told me it was for the service of god.” Another female ryot Adeluchmee of the
same village deposes that she lent a bullock which was returned within 3 hours, that sbe did not ask for hire and
that she did not see peons come to her village. Is there any evidence that goes against me, but on the contrary it
negatives the allegations of the charge and counterbalances the testimony of Cotireddi who even does not
use my name Or represent me &s having taken a. part in the work. Last of all, comes the deposition of Lingareddy,
headman of Chilkalurupata. He declares as follows :— . ‘
*¢ That the Mantapam and others were constructed by P. Narsayya, that the Carnam of Muddirala was pre-
sent when the stones were brought and that he did not ask for hire, and that he would not mind a quarter of a

rupee. e said that the Vetties were paid for their work.”
This being the whole evidence, your honor will find that none of the illegal acts with the commiseian of which

I am charged are substantiated.

I never caused the inhabitants of Chilkalurupata, Muddirala, Kavoor, and other villagersto be pressed
or forced or obliged to supply bandies to carry stones by myself or any of my subordinate public servants under
my directions. If P. Narsia had bandies supplied and got the bandymen to work, some gratis, and others for hire,
a3 he deposed, and which is notlexpressly condradicted by any, I certainly could not have had any hand in jt, and

I should not be made responsible for it.

In order to negaﬁve this charge M. Paradasy, C. Venkataratnam, C. Venkatappia, B, Parantalu, (. Conia,.

T. Kodandaramiz, Y. Guravia, and Y. Mangia, N. Avataracharlu, G. Papa N aick, Moteram, Chulla Venkatappia,
Teyyagooroo Kristnareddi, Village Moonsiff, Choragudy Janakiramia, Tota Gopia have been examined on behalf
of the defence in addition to the two witnesses Konda Kotappa and Gutti Veerappa, who were named, but dis-
pensed with by the prosecution. -

On the subject of removing stones from the antequated and ruined Madhavi temple at Muddirala, M. Paradasi,
its owner deposes that P, Narsia who was his old friend and Vakeel, had asked bim for slones and he gave them ;

ey,
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that the stones of this temple were bein
stones were given for the temple of Sri
the temple in ruins had been
been built with its stones,

i a Seetaramasawmi 25 years ago inthe days of Venkapa Somayajulu Garu; that
pulled down long ago by a Zemindar, and that many Temples and Mantapams have .

Tota Gopia ooy

ihe Mantapai ins}t:il:e: i;l;te h;ul;ac:h cItxantably obtained 'stones from the above witness for raising a support to |
given some stones of.the t:m i usho aP.a.tatm. SBoppudl Venkatrayudu deposes that Paradasi’s father bad freely :
To prove the right of a Durnfakant qtuest.mn to his father for the purpose of building a temple and tower, &e.
Mangia and’ Karnam Kodandmmr' a,h o dispose .of the m:.iterials of aruined temple, Yalaswarapu Guravayya and |
of a ruined Mantapam to others fla ave lfeen cited as witnesses, who state that they had charitably given stones "
Vakeel of the Moonsifi’s Qourt of(])}r nv;s tting wells and building temples. Choragudi Janakiramia, a respectable -
with the consent of Paradasi’s fathe:I}),at ; says, that stones were freely obtained from Muddirala Madhavi’s temple ;
Conda Conia,.a Karnam of Cond dy enkappa Somayazulu Garu when he built the temple. Another witness |

aveed, deposes that for the removal of stones lying in the occupied lands of Conda- °

veed no sanction is requi

equired, and that his frie ia havi

. nd ) ed hi :

for him from a Mabomedan ryot in his villaoed e erog el b o e sone, B pased e
oV :

-
l", 13 al)s]ll(l t() sa Q! pel‘mlSSlOn Of Government 18 re uue:} :
V lde DOcuments X, M, L, K’ I, J

X shows that Acting
8ave permission for a thous

or stones attached to ruined temples not under the cars of Govern- '
Deputy Colloctor }neut, but entirely under the mauagement of private individuals, If
and stones, it be supposed that such permission was requisite, T was competent :
asa Deputy Collector to give it like other Divisional Officers who"-ﬁ

Itlalso appears that L. Venkatappia, Acting Deputy Collector, permitted stones to
mple, - =

granted thousands of stones,
be taken from an old private te

v The evidence of Moteram
rom what they said, these men
engaging others,

and Papa Naick proves that no public servants were employed in the temple work.
were appointed by P, Narsia to look after the works, and there was no necessity for '

1

The Camam and Moops:
that I % 5 1 oonsiff of the village stated that the Mantapam, &c., were coustructed by P. Narsia, :

tad taken no i

b La; part in them . R

peons at my instance or in my n;r:d that no one in the village had been forced to undergo any labour by Cirkar .
" ] id N

Of the bandy drivers !

eridone instead); fam r;z;'sgutchfa:cl;y the prosecution , one Lingareddi of Chilkalurupata was examined, and his

s to bring stones, no officials accomarge{ weakens it by being favourable to the defence. He says : « Narsia sent -

nam was present and caused the storfemtu le: our bandies. Narsia told the Carnam to send a big stone, the Car- .

hire, and they gave me none. T gig ¥ e,plac,"d on bandies. ~ For driving bandies T did not ask them any,

drove bandies, Some one, 'and ofh not mind it since it was only a quarter of a rupee ; other villagers "
y ers two. I do not know whether those men were paid their hire.”

The evidence of the : C :
charge in all its particula::: 0 "’;E:r :yot: of the village, Guuti Veerappa and Kanda Cotappa, clearly disproves the «
for charity, and they did so willin{l oy that P Narsia asked them to get stones from Muddirala and the ruined well ;

§-  No influence was uaed and no official accompanied their bandies. :

For the prosecutio : . ,
they depose fhat I co:;;;:z r{;i;of't:hi i‘“}jage of Cavoor were examined. Do they mention my name? Do *
Sfintia iarsimlu states that he djd n;t go tin“ tlones and refused to' pay their hire afterwards ? No. One
of the Village Moonsif .

a temple, proposing 'Lba;al ::cf:rn;l; T:o}:om }"m.that they wanted the bullock for P. Narsia who was building
received any, because they told hin f,ha:' ould assist P, Narsia in that work 3 that be did not ask any bhire, ﬂl:f :
This witness states nothing ahout the ¢ . 'Was for the service.of god to which we should render our assistarse .
was done with a motive to assist in the womling °f‘peous to the village. He further says that what he bad done -
- Kotereddi deposes that peons were prese :r o the temple, He does not speak of official force o influence. Qne .
that be did not ask for wages and wpas n:t, an.d that the Karnam and Village Moonsiff told bim o cart stones and
by the evidence. of the 2 W?tnesses Singa §ald’. aud that he went only once. His evidence is partly contradicted -
Village Moonsiff and bérnams f‘t b 83, lujs}mlu and Adi Lachmee, and out-weighed by the testimony of the :

> 8NV ms oI the same y}llage th havq been examjned for the defence, They diqtiuct]y dveny N

g given for charitable purposes, since the days of his forefathers ; that some :

bring stones byt lent a bullock of his for the purpose at the request ©

o —————
-
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the presence and inflnence of Circar men, and assert that P. Narsia had asked the ryots to do him this favor
which they did freely and charitably of their own accord. '

According to their evidence, no Circar peons were sent to iheir village, Even against the weight of the above

* evidence, if it is to be assumed that a peon might have been sent just to remind them, still there is no evidence to

connect that peon with me.

The evidence of Vangar Cotappa, who simply says that he once eaw bandies conveying stones pxjov‘es:nqthipg—

 the bare fact of bandies being laden with stones for temple work not being objectionable,

r

The evidence of Balaram Prasad, P. Narsia and Chanda Cotappa shows how unfounded this charge is.

From the nature of the evidence above set forth, it will appear that none of the points of .this charge have been
brought home to me, but on the contrary that the said acts were not done by me (if done at all) but by P. Narsia.
From the above circumstances I trust that your honor will consider that the 6th charge is unfounded.

CHARGE VIL

As this charge has been withdrawn by the prosecution after the att
prosecution and their stay at Masulipatam for some days, it is unnecessary
rcason of such withdrawal is best known to the prosecution itself.

endance of all the witnesses cited for the
for me to defend mysell against it. The

CHARGE VIIL )
ed my official influence and authority in causing
a tax to be levied on bandies laden with mer-
one not recognized by or having any warrant of

I am charged with having arbitrarily and improperly us
through P. Narsia, the trustee of the Sri Sitaramaswami temple,
chandize, entering or leaving the said village, the said tax being
law, and the imposition and lease thereof in consequence illegal.

I repeat here what I have already stated that T am innocent of acts laid to my charge.
ermed by the prosecutor a tax, a very apt appel-

The voluntary contributions of generous-hearted men are t ‘ ]
d, no penalties have been prescribed to be levied

lation indeed it is. Itisno tax, since 20 ryles have been frame p
in Ade.fault of the payment thereof. If it isa tex, it must have, in its operation, offended some at least. Did it
offend any here, and did they complaia to anybody ? Please consider the religious piety and devout zeal that per-
vade the native community whoever sympathize with such institutions as pagodas, calculated as they are in their
opinion as the means of obtaining heaven. Isit not more rational to suppose that itis a voluntary contribution 2
The merchants of Chilkalurupata bad long been from the commencement of the temple (about 24 years) supplying
rice and other things required for the dajly offerings of the pagoda. They bave been paying for the celebrations on
festival days. Afterlapse of time, they appear to have preferred the practice which prevails in other large villages
and towns. This is not 'peculiaxj to this particular loca'xlity,' It exists
at Bunder,* the Head Quarters of the Collector for 40 years. The
same practice prevails at Guntoor,t Sattanapally, Mungalagery, Venu-
konda, Narsarowpet! Bellamkonda, Juggiahpett, Ellore, Cocanada and similar other localities, It is strange
tﬁa£ the gratuitous offers of devout Hindoos should be called a tax, Instances of this kind are abundant in
amongst every people and in every age. In this country this practice has been of long-
-eval with tbe institution of religion, and still accompanies it wherever it is found.
Your honor may haye heard of Tirupaty. There, hoards of treasure, jewels worth lacs of money accumulate
in the exchequer of the god. The history and wide-spread inflacnce of Cotapakonda and Dwaraka Tirumala are in
e\lrery man’s knowledge in thig district. The amount of cqlllqc_t.igx}s at these-two P];aces‘ are t},m%Z.mg,) ;pyriads of
pilirims are collected, all in the course of 2 gr 3 days; No Tahsildar of Peon is required. Nelther encouragement
from nop-official persons is necessary. These area fey among the n‘,l‘mf{r°‘.1.s-l.‘1.5t??1°e§_§h%t, C‘O\ﬂd be adduced,
This habit of Hindoos of contributing to the charitable institutions in a lasting mode is in unison with the injunctions
of the. Hindoo law (Mitakshara on Inheritance, page, 43, Corrody. o many leayes receivable from a plantation of
betel, pepper, OF so many nuts from an orchard of areca.) ' |
As for the act of leasing out, I beg to add that this practice also prevails at other places as in this very Dis-
shios It must be admitted that no one

*Vijde Documents D. E, F.
+Vide Documest S.

every country and
standing. It is co

trict. We know there are men who insure ships and even the lives of persons.
knows for 9e_1"tain hm'»" long any person will live, or how many of a given number of ships will reach their destination -
safely. But they calcul'ate' upon probabilities, looking at the age and health of the persons and the strength of the -
ships to be insured. Here, in'the case of the contributions too, they proceed in a similar way and guess at the
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proba:le amount ?f mozey that may be collected by kaowing in what estimation the temple s Leld by the people
?:c;un dar:]d how important such pegple are in their wealth and commerce. o the lease now under consideration
ounded upon probable calculation, and if any of the contributors is to withhold the payment of his quota (no

one will do g0 as it is voluntary on his part) the lessee will suffer or the lessor will grant him remission. But at all

ent jon wi oy
events no compulsion will be used to cause an unwilling person to pay. P. Narsia has clearly admitted on oath before

th?, Court that as he had many other avocations to attend to,
::im;r:n‘::,s til::;ydi:;::; l}))eu:ien; ‘;gereC intefdicted. I must repeat that I had nothing to do even with the sys-
mentality of the latter, I lzvied thz : ;mat]es aﬂd‘by e Na‘rsia. The charge alleges that through the instru-
donations have not bee’n hitherto sc{:ica e« t?x’ .w hich allegation is not proved by the prosecution, such religious
when they are prefectly analooou:m‘m ered objectionable, and W'hy then should these be régsrded now in that light
all, nobody complains a"&ins: " 1n every respect to those wh.xch exist in every locality as stated above. Above
these circumstances, it i: astonish‘, :fthany other Pers"“‘ as hflvlng extracted from him a single farthing. Under
were examined for t,he prosecutiomof 3; " charee of thfs nature should be broughtt against me. Five witnesses
of collostine feos w1 " of whom 3 are Banians and 2 Bramins, In general, they say that a system

" puroduced, but none of them speak of the exercise of my official influence and authority or

of their reluctance in givi i
€10 giving their consent or of force being used in obtaining it. The prosecutor has not produced

a slngle ltness ho Ould S that ave were wrune Out unde‘ the lnﬂ
W w W ay the fees he g 5
. ¢ were

18 no e‘vldence tO !hOW that the People fe“; lt asa tax

g},;?; gﬁg&é’gégﬁ%ﬁi%geu}:(sgg&;gg: condemn voluntary contributions for charitable or devotional purposes.
[ ristian

:;Irlillryclgsvetf E)I:a&:i :;:c;atibzi?&?gns volunl} when the collections are not illegal, the method of renting them out is
also not illegal. The Sadavurty of Chilkalurupata is leased out as well

called toll system of Chilkalurupzita was introduced there according to the cus-
nd P. Narsia say that Toras no;;utta is said to have been given by Comaties with their consent, §Iuddy Subbaya
themselves. Grandbi Sarvesan plt'esent and that th.e scheme was proposed an.d agreed to 'by the merchants amongst
might be raised for the reuulos 8 ai;es that I having assembled the Comaties ?f the village, proposed that fees
the next day, agreed and ;ith def.;r ormauce of celebration, &c, that the Komaties went home, consulse(‘l and, on
and ofher witnoeses that [ wge mlt rate consent executed the Danapatta specifying. the rates. It is deposed by bim
impliedly admit that 1o force is e Pll'ese(lllt .at the aucti?n sale of fees and at the tune-they were 'lez'ised out. They
the evi dence, T trust, it will be obieoyed" ither at t-he introduction of the system or in keeping it in ~force. From
The practice in question s mof unrve that no influence or official power was brought to bear on ‘the people.
be higher, and the aggregate conectioc;ommon one. At Guntoor and other places the rates of fees levied seem to
chants who are able and ct:) oot ?nf&mount to thousands, but it seems invariably to begin with the mer-
Garlapati Gurappa, Copparva:; Lu:;l:l, 1ng tf’ bear the expenses. The evidence for the defence is as follows :—
inhabitants of Chilkalurupata, d a3 (Witnesses Nos. 9 and 8), Mellacherovee Narssimulu (WitnessNo. 7),
paa, depose that the sytem of collecting fees was introduced by the merchants, and that

I exercised no influe in i
nce and had no concera in 1t, and that they have been voluntarily paying the fees. They more-

over Sf.ate that all the I(Omaties Of th V' age ‘,()() e 0‘ Sll Slta]amas" aml,
v e 111 i
) : ‘ 5 klnterest mn the templ

to celobrate festivals, and {t It is furthe.:r proved that they had been in the habit of paying special subscriptions
! @ act of collecting them having been found difficult, and the celebrations not having

as the fees at Mangalagiry. The so-
tom of the country. 'I'he Dana

been regularl . . h ;
gularly performed, they contrived this plan, which was not without precedents. Mellacherovee Narasim- |

mulu declares that the amount of special contributj

prosecution evidence, it appears that the amount ‘
for the prosecution is itself conflicting,
sion of & meeting at the temple,

ns used to vary from 150 Rupees to 200 Rupees ; from the
of lease beld by Maddi Subbaya is Bupees 200, The evidence

. b . . . . .
my 2:’::;::0;,;‘"3?;"’ but is also counterbalanced by the witnesses for the defence, who with one voice declared
! » and stafed that T was not the originator of the system, If the contradicted evidence of those 2

witnesses be tak it wi . s
:ll . s(; tsh :1 . e:;x h tll;?th, 1t will at the utmost prove that I invited them, held a meeting in the temple and ad-
ressed them on the subject. I trst that your honor will consider that when no official influence is exexclsed,‘ .

meetings for charitable purposes are not deemed illega]
. : ‘

The witnesses named in the margin are residents of Purshottapatam. They state that although they refused

Beyra Sashu, to pay the customary fees, they were not forced, noF were they threaten- !
i . . ¢ ) . B
%%tdadahsas%at;rsimlu. ed with any punishment by anybody. Kristna Somayejulu’s evidence

Do,  Cotapa. shows that his bandyman refused to pay the fee, and yet he was not
compelled to do so by any one. Autukuri O. Devappa (Witness No, 5)

"and Chilkala Lakshmayya, both of Narsarowpetta,

Le deemed it expedient to lease out the proceeds in the 1.

Neither the existing law nor any future legislation would .

Therefore it cannot be said that it is against law and therefore illegal— -

L s

S0me Witnesses affirming my presence, while others denied it, on the occa« -
The testimony of those who speak in the ‘affirmative, is not only contradicted

. was his nearest relative would leave the matter not relate

e
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state that the practice of levying fees exists there, while

Tadikamalla Subbaya deposes to the same custom at Venukonda, ‘Senagapally Venkatachellum, Zooloori
Apparow and Kaloori Sundaramaya, all_very: respectable merchants trading to the extent of lacs of Ru-
pees every years speak of the rates of fees levied at Guntoor for the support of the two temples and a chutru'lm, and
that thousand Rupees are collected every year. Thé rates of fees at Guntoor are higher than those of Chilkaluru-
pata and the system was staited by merchants among, themselves. They further allude to the rates of fees collected _
at Mangalagiry, Cocanada, Rejahmundry, Ellore, &c. Kruttiventy Narayanamurity, a Gumasta of the. Bunder
temples, says that fees are collected on al] bandies entering and leaving the Robertsonspett square. He further

states that the practice received the sanction of the authorities under whose supervision the collections were made
for a time. Chulla Mrutyangayudu says that be has rented the fees of
Vide Documents E.and F. - . Mangalagiry temple for an anneeksum of Rupees 400,, This practice

may be legalised by the Legislature if the Government are s disposed. The beginning of the educational cess in the

[ L]
country is fresh in eyery one’s recollectioh ; when thé Honorable G. N. Taylor was Sub-Collector at Naraspoor, edu-
at his suggestion, It was afterwards legalised* by the
The evidence of the witnesses marginally noted proves
mulavar (High Priest) of Mardhva

cational rate wag agrged to by the people under bis chatge
' Government.

A ct 6 of 1863, Madras. : that it is the practice of the Swa

©. Janskiramin, Bramins to leage ouf the fees which he receives from his disciples. This
. Avataracharlu. ) . - ‘
g’ AI:I:“:?:VC f’ruit“l“- will show that' the practide of leasing out of the voluntary fee.zs £xists
* K in the Hindoo community of several classes. .

[ . .

« Mahomedan Cazees also allow other Mussulmen to lease out
Vide page 40 of the observations upon the the marriage fes due to the Cazees. In concluding my defence

new Stamp Law by D.Srenevasirow, Erincipal o005t the Charge No. 8, I beg Your honor will, both from the weak-

Sadr Amin of Vizagapatam. ““The marriage : :
TZx may b: leased out on cobtract as the ness of the evidence for the prosecution as well as the strength of that
Hindoo Priests and Mohomedan, Cuzess Ba¥0  for the dgfence, and the prevalence of the custom in this, as well as in:

been occassionally doing in regard to the mare .
ringe fees dueto them.” * s was shown above, consider the charge not proved

other countries, a
. ’
*  ggainst me. » .
- . L)
ae

L
o CHARGE IX. *

T am charged with having endeavoured to obtgin from K. Dasia 4 Cuche]las (84 acres) of land as an endow-
ment Lo the temple of Sri Seetaramaswami at one Cuchella for each of the four Inam villages rented by the said
K. Dasia, and as'T did not succged in obtaining the above land for the purpose required with haiing taken revenge.
by attaching the produce raised in certain Foramboke land, to wit, the bed of a Iuined tank at Gummadempad,
being one of the villages, rented by Dasia on the unjust and untenable ground that Poramboke tracts were not
included in Monoverty Tnanis. . . .

I plead not guilty to this charge. o . .

g ‘ .
This-and the following charge were preferred at the instance of K. Dasia who, with twg more fidividuals, his -
*

. d H H . . 03 v .
pearest relatives and Karnams, was cited as a witness for the . prosecution fo this charge. The charge consists of

* . -
2 acts,— * * e

1st. My endeavourto obtain 4 Kuchellas of land for the temple.
L4

9nd. My attaching the produce of a certain tank-bed jn revenge

of my disappointment. .
[ )

C. Narsia, l’)rothef-in-law of Dasia, deposes to the fact of the attachment, which

One of the said Karnams, : :
tice as will be shown hereafter, )

1 admit and plead that it is consistent with the revenue prac
hing about my gskivg Dasia for the 4 Kuchellas of land for, Sri Seetarama-
in revenge thereof, T need hardly say that his evidence goes
fihe defence, since it is highly improbable that Dosia who
d to him. I beg humbly once more to 3ay that this
Karnam’s evidence is but favourable to the defence, and ag such falsifies in addition the stdtements made by Dasia

to some extent which are in themselves contradictory.

As this witness does not say any t
swami, noz of my attaching the produce of the tank
against the prosecution, if not altogether in favour o

The 2nd Karnam "Venkatappia, son-in-law of Dasiz, was not examined by the prosecution for “teasons

best kno'wn to themselves.
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Now remains the evidence of Dasia to be scrutinized. This individual deposes to my asking l'xim for' the 4 f
Kuchellas of land and of the attachment of certain Poramboke land in revenge of his non-complaince with my
request.  This is the only individual that deposed to the said poiats, the improbability, nay the falsity of which !

will be shown in the following few lines, #
On the representation of Adapa Venka Naikudu that"n certain Poramboke land was cultivated by the «
Monovertydars of Gummadampad, contrary to the then prevailing practice, I took notice of it and issued orders
in January 1864 for attaching the produce of the said Poramboke and to keep it in deposit. :
. . : . !

The Monovertydar preferred an appeal against the order of the attachment to the Collector which has not ’

as yet been finally disposed of. ;

An appeal* was preferred by the said Dasia to the Session Court of Guntoor against my decision in Criminal

s ing him
+ Document 5. I Case No. 28 of 1865 on the Deputy Magxs.trate s file, sentencing him
: to a fine of Rupees 200 in the month of April 1865.

I beg to stats that no mention Wh;it
It is but natural that Dasia would have
the very orders which were unfavourable

ever of the alleged revenge was made in any of the above two appe.als- ;
mentioned the wrongs he alleged to have suffered in the appeals against ;
to him in his opinion, ‘
In additio_n to this presumption,

. in favour of my innocence, I beg to point out another improbability, if not‘.
the impossibility, of Iy requesting

Dasia for 4 Kuchellas of land. 1le was a well known bad* cb'.'uacte: by ;l{:e »
*Vide Documents 0, and I, I. time I was said to have asked him for the Inam land in 1864, He'

| 7 was dismissed from the office of Karnam for insubordination, which :
dismissal dates so far back as 10th October

his memo. 4th June 1850, No. 303, tlat D

fempt {o fraudulently obtain the Serj lands
larities of his conduct.

asia had been assisting the Agraharamdars of Dasullapalli in tl{eu at- |
of Kondramutla, and mentioned this as one among the several.megu- 7
The #aid Collector issued orders on the 2nd October 1852, to the then Tahsildar of {
aionta Talug, strictly probibiting the entrance of the said Dasia and 3 of his companions int'o the Talug !
Katcherry, as they were foung materially concerned in tke bribes taken by. Hassan Khan, another valness for t.lfe j
_prosecution ; it was in this light that Dasia was known to the public up to the year 1864, in which I was sa-xd 7
to have requested him for an Inam. Nor were these the only facts that exposed bLim to the displeasure of"those 1r; 1)
ahorly J subsequent to this and in the year 1864, he was fined by the 2nd Class Subordinate Magistrate o 2
Venukonda fn the sum of Tupees 30 for the use of ;busive language towards the Monovertydar (his employer), ’

andin a sum of Bs, 8 for evading the payment of money to the Government for having cut wood in the jungle ‘
without permission, . ‘ |

i
On the death of one Gada San

the said Dasia and another claimed itas part of their Service Inam, but that assertion was found to be false on -

reference to public accounts, when they claimed it by virtue of a document alleged to have been executed by ;h; ,
deceased, but the Tahsildar found the documeut to be false one. The former Tnam Deputy Collector refcommettl.; :
- the inclusion of the Inam ir the Seri land. The Inam Commissioner having referred it for further information, .

. ' to be -
I furnished it, and concurring in the opinion of the former Inam Deputy Collector, I secommended the T 19 )
included in the Seri land, ?

]
. " f.
Such s the character of Dasia both prior and subsequent to the time I was said to bave asked for a grant o '

an Inam land, and it is on the sole evidence of such individual this charge depends.

ides hi i , : ed by any’
Besides his character which is to be taken into consideration in weighing his testimony unsupport ) yf : {Z i
other witness, I bey to show that the said Dasia entertains personal ill-feeling towards me, on accoun ;vmg;
cadeavous of gelting the Inam of the deceased Sanjevamma which ought to have escheated to Government ha !

’ lained !
been frustrated by my decision ang on account of my having imposed on him a fine of Rs 230 ag was explainct ;
. above. ) ’ S

In concluding the summing u
following 4 points worthy of notic

1. Mis being the sole witness to prave the charge.
.- 2. His bad character. -

’s attention to the
P of the evidence for the prosecution, I beg to draw your hounor’s aiter
¢ before any weight is attached to the evidence of Dasia.

e o maey

e e N

3. Hisbad feclings towards me,

1848, The then Collector of the late Guatur District observed in

jevemma in 1839 without heirs leaving an Inam land in Kondraumutla Village, |-

Fas -
S£%
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His long silence for a period of 5 years as was explained above without mentioning my a.lleged request
* £ :5 the :raut of an Tnam either to the public authorities or even to his own nearest relatives-
0 o

As to my order of attaching the produce of the said Poramboke, I beg fo state that I feel fully justified in
o M - .
issuing that order as it was consistent with the then prevailing practice.

5, it was a well known
T : : tagioner’s letter, dated 4th October 1865,
, Fiorto fhecrelaion o the T Cf‘;l(]:ltn:::oall the authorities were doubtful whether the Agraharamdars

Vide Docament G. G. had a right to cultivate Poramboke lands free of assessment,

To show that it was usual to take notice of such complai.nts as was maiebbi tA :fixll:’atllla;c‘: ::litf t:: t};,:l;d
bed forming part of Pordmboke land of an Agraharam was being cult.wated,5 e;f ci. :eh : o theardr of the Head
Assistant Collector of the late: Gunlur District, dated 17th December (1184 s “;c:::?n, " doc{l el e Tl
havine allowed the Agraharamdar to take the produce of such timk-l’ae on ex Ot- doeument o uide by the

. be passed on the subject and declared his (Tahsildar’s) act to be partial towa grahar
?l:ie::(;h;tr;];yd him to take respectable security from the Agraharamdar for the value of the produce permitted
to be removed. ’

I trust that your honor will perceive that I acted according to the practice that existtei :1 :h;oi):(.;rtl:t; ::i(:
that the Monovertydar having appealed to the Collector upon the order for the attachment, I wa .
the orders of the Appellate authorities. :

The fact of the Collector not baving passed. final orders upon the appeal immediately, shows tha.t my orders
for attachment were not illegal.

Tu conclusion, I hope your honor will find that I am not guilty of acts enumerated l.n this charge.

CHARGE X.

I am charged with having in my capacity of Inam Deputy Collector, in consziermon :f; ftlsu:i gz:::man;ﬁ
assignment of 4 Kuchellas (84 acres) of land in the village of Gl.lmm.adampad for the xsuppo(ri i Seearemar
swa:ni’s temple in the name of Gudlavelletee Sriramula or otherwise, improperly cause or7e2n c;?v;iuamounted to

he quit-rent on the said Monoverty Iaam village to be fixed upon the Dowl ?f Fasl.1 1272 whie wl
;{:. %00, without taking into caleulation the assessment of the subsequent Faslies which was vex.yd n;‘ucli 11g2 ;,;,
and that in so causing or endeavouring to cause the quit-rent to be fized on thc.e Dowl of the sai 1 ;sd . th;
with having caused or endeavoured to cause certain Poramboke land specified in Cbarge 9 to be includ et 1nt
Inam, the said act being in breach of my obvious duty to the Government and to the detriment of its interests,

The Inam Commiesioner on reviewing the Inam sheet sent by me regarding the village of Gummadampad
having observed that I was correct in having treated the bed of the tank as Inam which was deemed an .oﬁ'ence
in th: original charge, the Prosecutor has amended the charge to the following effect under Section 20

D

of Act XXXVII of 1850.

That T endeavoured to cause the quit-rent to be fixed upon false data as tpey we're not obt:?.ined fx:om

i i d were even declared by myself in an official document to be unreliable, notwithstanding
S : It.lhe lands of the said village arrived at a far higher estimate of the assessment and ascertained
fbh:ilfnerlf:c?izz;sonot only fulfilled but exceeded that estimate, the said act being in breach of my obvious
at the co ; ; '

duty to the Government and detriment of its interests.

To sustain the charge the following points are to be proved :— .
lst. That the 4 Kuchellas of land were given to Sri Seetaramasawmi as a consideration.

20d. That T showed some undue favour to the Manc.»vertydars in fi}f{ng th‘e c.luit-rent.Ch:.l 1 wxltllixe:es were
named te prove this charge, of whom 8 were dispensed with ; the remaining 3’ witnesses mtap]a) ; 811'1313,. a
: A- Venka Naick and C. Dasia were examined. Adeppa Venka Naick deposes. that Dasia aving
.Larna!l;" the Ryots, he complained to the Tahsildar of Venukonda that some of 'the fields cultivated were omitted
::I;)Zy:ntered o su,ch in the accounts, whereupon the measurement alluded to in the gharge was ordered to be
made, This proves none of the above two points. )

Chintapalli Narsia, a Karnam deposes, that he never heard of the grant and assignment of the I‘nam land to

Sri Seetaraﬁxaswami in’ the name of Gudlavelleti Sriramula, nor was it ever a matter of rumour in ‘tbe said

Vr'lllao»e of Gummadampad of which he was a Karanam, He further deposes that the accounts be furnished to
1 D
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me for strikiag the averac : . . .
striking the average and fixing the quit-rent. of the said village were correct ones; and that the

Manovertydars never collected the
e amount even approximating t i .
fr exceeded the rates usualin he wllger PP a ing to the estimates made by Seshachellam which

.

.
]

This evidence, too, taken by itself not only goes against the prose

and the legality of my zets. cution, but also tacitly proves my innocence

Charcter oy mll o o f'f;?nzemtammg wifness for the prosecution, named Kondrumutla Dasia, whose general
ot it e ol o xhos owards me, hzive. a'x]ready been explained in my defence to Charge IX,
i whon bo andlxshle ;use o'f a certain §nd1v1dual, G. Sreeramulu, the alleged grantee of the Inam
o4 Kucke Timmnb bond owed to him the Danapatta or deed of gift, and that he perused only 2 or 3 topmost

X 3 Janakiramayya, Gumasta of the Monovertydar took the deed away from him at that stage.

Xami, [+] Ulaﬂce hls eyes over the epreSSIOB Df
l{e alSO states m the Cross-exa nat
on that he happencd t <3

hd . * L]

As to th the s oAl 4 3
¢ accounts furnished me fot fixing the quit-rent, he admits the affixing of his signature to some of

-

* Vide Account No. 17, ' a
he would have derived du;'inv the tir;e he : “s'lll(;n ’ a-nd that h‘e'is going .t.? sut'the Monoy ertydar for the profits
adinits that althouel Pullariowas st a Hepnved of .bxs Posses:smu of the village asa renler Ze also

"+ Monovertydar cou:{d not_have realj dmz}te . e 406 m.r.the estimates prepared by T. Seshachalam, the
" Karnam 0. Narasia, A{thoa(’h tg-e t.at amount’; that re.ahzed bing only 20 Rupees ‘s has been siated by
plained in my defence to ch o 1 i3 Witpess Dasayy:a’s qv:den.ce needs no_comments fér redsons already ex-

arge IX, I beg to show thé improbabilities of tl:e trith of his cout:mfictqry sgateménts.

1st. The d i . .
he deefi of gift would net have been exectited in the name of G. Sriramulu who was in no way
connegted with the temple. o . L . _

)

. .
*

o compulsory under (.31"‘“59 I s_ef:tion 17 of A::t XX 0f 1866 called the “*Indian Registration Act.”
3 d' if 1 H . M ». A
rd. The Inam if it was given would have been entered s such in the village accounts and Inam registers.

4 . . i » te
. th.  G. Sriramalu would not have shown the deed of gift fo the witness Dasia who was kpown to be

¢ th i
e avowed gnemy as well of the Monovergdar as of myself, th;ough'whose. influence the Inam,was said

« ftohave been granted. - * .
* . L [ 4

5 . \ .
m:l.oc Q. Sriramuly Va3 a mere puppet in my hands, he was not the person to be in possession of the
) “mf’;t:. nor were his alleged enquiries necessary as to the locality of the fields of superior quality in
said village after the Inam was once giver and the deed of gift executed.

Gth- i ino .
His happening to sce only the first 2 .or 3 lines ¢n the top of the deed and the worq’s ¢ 4 Kuchellas”

in th is simi : . . .
n the body Is similarly improbable, and the statement as to this fact is designed one.

"Tth. CIFtRE alleg . .
alleged grant was made and deed executed evidende of a faf superior.natare to the one ad-

duced would h m
. ml; ;1 hd\frehbeen b.rought forth such as the writer and attesting witnesses of the document as well
O . A "~ e .
g rof the Itam. ‘The enjoyment of the Inam also.would have been proved.

T .
grant :;ZZ‘;?::Z& T:%fe;{ that 1 showed some favour fa fixihg the quit-rent at a low rate in consideration of the
Jeration that :here - ucl'lellas of Inam, But as the prosecntion flas totally f;ilqd to prove ihe allegefl consl-
natural presumoti uniot possibly he the favour alleged to have been shown by me to the Monovertydar is but a
P? ption. Ibeg to add that the rite and amount of quit-rent I recommended show rather a disfavour
¥ -

toward
ard4 the Mono.vertydar» than a fav'our, for the following réasons:

1. ; .
I recommended $ quit-rent which the Tnam Commissioner was pleased to reduce to §th.

2. Idid not re . e - 4 ® . e . .
o commend the tz.akmg awdy of the addition made by the Zemindar to .the.orlgmal Jodi which
o cases o'f other villages ung .

<r similay circumstanées.

thill’be n.f ~1t’ 0. . L Y . .
manifest to your Hongr that this charee has been pr;pared in ignorance of the way in which the
A D
-

calculation of cist is entered i i
3 entered in preparing Inam registers. : .

. If the prosecutér had thown the amount which he cousiders to be the true data for fixing the quit-re-nt and
then cc;ornpared the figures given by me, I would have an opportunity of pointing out his error or showing the
grounds under which I have entered the existino £ . s sary for me to dwell

the s existing ; ¢ done so, it is unnecessary
longer on the subject, ng figures ; as he has not do ) :

-t

It has been the practice in the Tuam Department to fix the cist of an Inam village by striking an average

of the cist for a number of years, '

. them, and states that he’rented the village for only 508 Rs. per

21’;(]-, T 1q ¢ 3 H .
his document if existed at all would not have been left unregistered, as its registration was

[ e

[
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In the Inam statement -filed by the Monovertydar in July'1863 when Dasia was under bis service, the cist
was entere(i as far as Fasli 1272 and the average was struck at Rupees 438-2-0. Tlis average having appeared
to me to be too low, the Karnams were required to produce the accounts of sibsequent Faslies, They having pro-
duced the sccounts for Fasly 1276, and stated that they had no accounts for Faslies 1274 and 1275, the cist of
the Faslies 1273 and 1276 for which accounts have been forthcoming was also entered and the accounts for 1274
and 1275 were not forthcoming either from the Karnams or the Taluq Katchery. The cist for these Faslies was not
entered ; and the average was then struck on calculating the cist of the subsequent Faslies also 1273 and 1276.

Although this Inam village is an old one of 50 years, still I recommended one-fourth quit-rent (294 Rupees)
including former Jodi, and the following is the explanation submitted by me to the Inam Commissioner, when he
required me to explain the cause why I recommended one-fourth quit-rent instead of one-eighth.

« The Monovertydar’s Vakeel represented that this village is not liable to quit-rent more than .  Dasia,
who was dismissed by the Monovertydar argued through anonymous

Question of the I“lam Commissioner  why petition's {hat thisis liable to } assessment. I told the Vakeel that
does the Deputy Collector propose to charge § his request for one-eighth would be considered if he dgrees to the

assessment 7" 1
highest rate of assessment quoted, that is for Fasly 1276 (vzi. Ru-
pees 788) that Would be 858 after adding 70 Rupees for tank-bed  for this one-cighth quit-rent would be Rupees

289 including 208 Rupees Jodi. The Vakeel argned that while it is the practice of the Inam Department to fix
it would be unjust to select tha highest rate of one year,

-

the cist of a Mokasa village upon average of several years,
and that T should confine my calculation to the date on which the statement was filed. As itis just that the average

should be caleulated for some years, I thought it proper to fix a quit-rent of 294 Rupeeg which is $, leaving the

parties to appeal o the Inam Commissioner.”

I trust that it will be manifest to your honor that the 3 quit-rent I proposed would be equal to one-eighth rate
if the highest amount of assessment according to the cist of 1276 be token into consideration. If Iwere to pro-

pose one-eighth quit-rent on the highest rate of one year without fixing-the average from the cist of serveral years,

I would have no precedent for it or ground in the event of the Inam Commissioner calling for explanation for

deviating from the practice observed by me and other Deputy Collectors in the Inam Department.

The object of measuring the lands was to ascertain the real extent of land cnltivated or under the occupationg
of theryots. The same was found to be acres 753 by the measuremeut account.

In the Inam register* I entered 8GG acres as found by accounts of subsequent Faslies. The rates of assess-
ment entered in the measurément account are not those which the ryots
have been paying to the Monovertydar. Consequently their cist entered
in it is of no use; as it is the amount which the Inamdar reccives is to be entered in the Inam register.

*No, 35.

T trust that your honor will perceive that in fixing the'quit-rent I never acted to the detriment of Govern-
ment interests ; but rather acted unfavourably to the Inamdar in recommending for one-fourth quit-rent instead of
one-eighth as was reduced by the Tnam Commissioner, aud that the two points into which this charge was analized in

2

the early part of the defence against it have not beet_l proved frowm the Weakaess of the evidence for prosecution, and

that T am therefore not guilty.

¢ .

.G. Sreeramulu the alleged grantee of the Inam, and T. Janakiramaya have been cited as witnesses for

the defence to show the falsity ofX. Dasia’s statement. )
of the days I was at Komaravallipad (Rejapett Taluq) may
his object being to show that .I was there to superintend the
car and car portico are large works, while Konaru and

The prosecutor having applied for a memo.
be prepared, you bave been pleased to order one,
temple work. Of the works referred to in these charges,
Mantapam are small works. . . .

The car was built in1863. The witnesses deposed that it took about 3 or 6 months to finish the work.
During 4 months I was absent on pilgrimage. The portico was built from 8th May 1866 to January 1867,

during which time I never visited that station, "

.The Konaru and Mantapam being small works at a cost below 70 or 80 Rupees, which can be done
ina few days, I trustthat your honor will perccive, that there is no connexion belween my staying there

and the works,
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Ibeg to annex a copy of para, 8 of the letler of tle Collector to
the Board of Revenue, which shows that the climate of Rajapett.
Talug is a more Lealthy one than that of the other 2 talugs under the
Deputy Collector, ang which accounts for my staying in that District
at timeq.

Letler dated 25t1, July 1865, I should vot
omit to mention thar, Yeuukouda and Palnad
are at timeg unhealthy, and it s desirable
thag the Deputy Colleetor should bhave the
means of moving his office at anch times to
the more sslubiions climate of Tajapett,

In the - . . o
et of month of May 1863 1 was in charge of the Ifead Assistant Magistrate’s Division, and enquired into
ase of gang- o b3 . . : !
in that . g[mbbuy’ which was ultimately committed to the Gentur Session Court. As I was named a witness
h that case - 1t . . . :
e, 1 was obliged to g0 10 Guntur twice, once in August and once in September, for Which purpose I did

Lot proceed 1 remat . i ichi .
not p - Yenukouda, but remained at Komaravaliipad, which is nearer to Guntur than Venukonda, and which
Is within my Division, ’ |

In the year 1366, I was engaged in making the Jamabundi of that Talug, Your honor is well aware that
i ' the Board iu their Proceedings of 20th March 1863, observed that the
Collector js at liberty to hold the Jamabundi of a Taluq at any village
onvenience of the general public.

Vide Documeut, U.

To shew that Iam not the only officer who sclected that village
as Jamabuudi station, I beg tostate, that Cuddapa Venkoba Row Pun-
tuly, former Deputy Collector, made the Jamabundi of Fasly 1269 in
1269, Cuddapa Venkobs Row. that village, and that Messrs, Newill, Stokes and Gordon made the

. Jamabundies of several Faslies in that very village as is shown in the
margin, C

1256, My, Newell.
1357, Mr, Stokes.

12
12 gg Mr. Gordon,

3

In the year 1867, while I was making the Jamabundi of Palnad Tulug, all my children, who were with me,
we.re attacked with fever a¢ Tummergade, whercfore T was obliged to remove my eamp 1o Maclierla, where two of my
children died of fever, Thence | went to Venukonda, where y other children not having recovered from the effects
of fever, I procecdcc'l to Komaravallipad, a ‘hcalthicr station, where I remained until they were able to proceed with me
to Masulipatam, During my stay there, I wag trying a Louse-breaking case of some thousand Rupees committed in

that very viilage, which I finished there ity my ordinary work,

The prosccutor having Suggested that an estimate may Le made of the worls referred to in charges 11, 1V, V
and VI, viz. Car, Portico, Konary and Mautapam, your houor has been pleased to write to the Public Works Depart.
ment to have an estimate of costs in their construetioy prepared. Although such au estimate may be useful to ascer-
tain the value wlich the P, W. D. officers 112y place on it according to the present value of the materials, still, I beg
to bring to Yyour honor's notjce that houses and otker works done 1;)' private individuals are done ata much cheaper
rate than the estimates of the p. W. D. officers, As qq instance of this, Ibeg to state that the private individuals’
take contract on the estimates of P, Vv, D., and exccute the work and obtain much profit for their labor. Moreover
the works exclusively intended for charity, sych 28 Temples, Gopurams, Mantapams and Choultriies are cheaply
done than the houses and other works intended for private use of individuals, asitis the custom of natives .tO
contribute to charitah]e purposes, eitlher iy money or in materials and other assistasce, such as bodily labor in
consideration of the Rature of the work, |

' «d a reliable infor-
. Conscquently 111 Present estimate of a charitable o tkgdone some yens ngo docs ot eford &
fmatlon regariing chasituble works, ’ ’ |

. For iustance, when car celebration g made, severa! persons volunteer their unpaid serv.ices in dr'a"gmgf‘”‘: c:;’
by its ropes, so that e CAX May pass through all the streets with the procession, Ths e el l\n?\.vlr:] N ak
vudeniable, Further, where large baams ormbirr stones are to be litted up when coustructing the char.lta ¢ works,
people wil} willingly attend anq afford their unp:id assistance, whils they refuse to do so, in case o private bowse,
&e. unless they are paid for their Libor,

1t is a rule of the Iindu Lay that a man who makes a charity ought not to reveal it. .Consequently, f’}e;’::ff
Wwho perform charitable works would not keep regular accounts for fear of the total amount being known to © 1t -
P. Narsia the 1st Witness fip Prosccution, hav?n" been called on in his examination to atate the amo.un
expended towards the charitable works, he stated tcl;e probable amount from his mere memory.

| . in the
'I submit for your honoy’s consideration, whether this amount may be mpared wih fef o enteed n
P, “!- D. estimate as js Tequested by the prosecution.

1
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P, Narsia got'the car built, while he was a Pleader in the District Munsiff’s Court of Bapatla, " After be was
appointed a Pleader in the Zillah Court in 1864, and his eldest son was appointed Pleader cf Bapatla Court, he

commenced the portico work, &e,

I submit for your Lonor’s consideration the following circumstances, and leave it to your honor to consider if

there was not a conspiracy against me,

I made over charge of ‘my general duties and entered in the Inam Commission in November 1.867. Mr. Wilson
was in Nursarowpetta Taluq from 12th February to 23rd February 1868.  Althongh the c.omplamant M. Venkata-
ramia is an inhabitant of Nursarowpetta did not preseat any petition to him. After the Acting Deputy Collector L.
Venkatappaya returned from Madras in January 1869, iutrigues against me commenced, as the Inam work was

drawing to close.

'.i‘he letter* dated 8th February 1869, written by W. Lakshmipatti Sastrulu from Nursarowpetta she.ws that
there wasan intrigue going on against me; up to the date of this letter

no enquiry was commenced. The Tahsildar of Rajapett presented his
M. V. Bamanaya presented bis.petition to the Sub-Collector in charge

*Marked G.

resignation on 4th February 1869 ;
against me on 5th February 1869,

It is to be stated here, that up to the date of the presentation of this petitfon, the G.azettelof 22£1N February
containing the appointment of L, Venkatapya as Acting Deputy Collector of Coimbatore did not reach Nursarow-

- .

petta. ‘ »
After the receipt of the Gazette and a telegram from the Government that L. Venkatappya, Acting Deputy
Collector should join soon his appointment of Coimbatore, he proceeded to Chilkulurupata on the 10th Fe;bltuary
prior to the arrival of Mr. Comyn the Sub-Collector, who came there on the 11th of that month and left it on

the 12th idem.

M. i’uradasi deposed that L. Venkatappaya, Acting Deputy Collector, hinted to him that he fhould depo:e
that I asked him for stones, and obtained them from him, instead of telling the name of P. Narsia, who really

asked them. i
Avatara Charly, in whose house the .Acting Deputy Collector I.. Venkataappya reside(.l, deposed t(;m;i Itqu;

sankhan Saheb and others who were examined orally by the Sub-Collector went first to the Acting Deput{)y o ec‘ox(;d

house, and that the Acting Deputy Collector after speaking to them took them to the Sub-Collector who examin '

them. ‘
S. Purushottam deposed that he was first asked by the Acting Deputy Collector to pre.senF a petmog rtagal‘nst
me, and that be refused to do o, and that M. Venkataramania has subsequently presented it- I reported to your
hox;or in my letter of 31st March last, that Venkataramania presented this petition on the refusal of other persons

to present it, ' =
J. Anantia deposed that he was asked by the Acting Deputy Collector to be a witness in the matter of the
. Anan ’

petition of Venkataramania.

T. Badiia deposed that K. Dasia took his food withthe Acting Deputy Collector at I’ydemarru. Dasia, .
. Dadria 8 g .

k 1 h h A .n!" ll t tat that C‘Put up ‘an tOOk his

althouch be denied hav'ng taken meals with the cti g Dcputy Collec or, sta ed that h d

! 1 1 n which he Acting D puly Gollector resided althouoh there were many other houses
i 1 i t ct1 eput Jollector lded, o4

meals in the same house 1 whic S ‘

in that village.

I beg to give briefly
the prosecution,

t‘he charactcr and the relative position to me, of the most prominent of the witnesses for

B

M. Venkataramania, Prosecutor’s 2nd witness was the person whom

. ' H e to .
2 Sue agistrate of Rrgopar o 7 I had prohibited from appearingas Vakeel on account of hisbad conduct.

the Sub-Magistrate of Rajapett. ¢
M J;mﬁki Ramudu Prosecutor’s 4th witness was punished by me in a fine of 50 Rupees for making false

_ report, ] ) o
K. Dasia Prosecutor’s 33rd witness was punished by a fine of 200 Rupees besides his other convictions by
. asia

the Sub-Magistrate. , .
G. Burvasa, Prosecutor’s 7th witness his nephew was punished by me by imprisonment and fine,
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Hussankhan and his 2 brothers, Prosecutor’s $61h, 27th and 28th witnesses, The Hukum of the Coilector
Or'G‘mlu"» dated 2ad October 1852, shows that Dasia was an intimate friend of Hussankban iu taking
bribes ; this is sufficient to shew that Hussankhan will not hesitate to support Dasia’s designs.

Potmakers and Vetties.—These being men of lower orders do not hesitate to say any thing, tuch as
Hussankhan and other ivfluential persous might have wished them to say. -

- o4

In the event of your henor considering the position of all the witnesses, I trust your honor will perceive that

the witne . i i
itnesses for the defence and those for the prosccution that deposed in ey favor are independent and far
more respectable and trustwerthy than those who gave evideuce against me for the prosccutioﬂ-

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn the Sub-Collector, who made the first report against me
as prosecutor, and on his transfer to the district of North Arcot, Lieut. Hoskins, the Superintendent of Police was

;ppomted Ehe prosecutor in his stead, and Swami Sastrulu, Police Inspector, who was punislied by me in 2 cases
83 been his Assistant throughout the trial.

I it . . .
n addition to what T have already stated in the introductory part of this defence, as well as to the explana-

tion I offered in my defe i .
i offered in my defence against each of the several charges, I respectfully beg to bring to your honor’s notice
¢ sum and substance of my defence in a few lines.

] I l')eg to plead not guilty to one and all the charwes.
K. Dasia, V enkataramania, %c., who "
been explained above., J

They have becn sct up against me by the intrigues of
were not only notoriously bad characters, but also my avowed enemies as has

»

.

These' charges were also preferred just long after the alleged cccurrence, when L. Venkatappaya was obliged to
Tev . .
erest to bls owa post, it Lwere to take ehargo of my Divisicn as a Deputy Collector on general duties.

" Taking all these circumstances into your houor's candid consideration, I hope your bonor will consider me not
guilty: .
o

Board’s Order, page 418, para. 5,

The Government will alwa : ‘ 35 v b
ays eonsider i Tust s |y bez to represent that 35 years have

anorable to yourself to have meyu in yl:lll% 61: In conclusion I re-pectfu y L ° -P be Gov at service

trict who have served the publidin elevateq €lApsed frcwn the date of my enterainment in the Goverpme s

stations for long periods of time i W "
‘ ) 3 these complainte
be pleased to act(iuaiut thewm, that asYsZ;‘v:;tl; and I was not found with any fault to the date of thes ; ;

;fe’;léetosiat: it is tgf desire of the Govern. aud all the Officers both in the Judicial and Revenue Depariments un-
e¢COgnl m
fon, olding efiie der whom [ had the houor of serving have been pleased to record

) z tive geutle
of consideration, holding oftices of resp(‘rﬁz:i
their favorable oginion regarding my conduct. Thanking the Court

bility,and that the Government Lave as much
interest as themselves in maiutaining and

_Talsing their reputation. This has not been 0T the patient Learing it has accorded, 1 cheerfully entrust to.1ts

sufficieatly considered in our wdiniu; i
4 o inistrati st i i acter of
of Indisn wfiuire, bat the Gosernmers o St‘:’;: favourable opinion the hitheito unblemished honour and charact

fied that it is called upon to pu £y faithfull
) A w . ; . ' . . ears, faithfullys
tion to it both from moti\':! zf ;\z:t?ct:e:s @ public servant, who has through a long course OF ¥ '

::;‘;(11:; from sound principles of “ political ,2¢8lously, and to the best of bis abilities served the Government-

(Signed) V. VENKATACIHELLEM.

S0tk July 1869.
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. frame charges—he fra

. Sastry, who was th

MASULIPATAM, September 1869.

FroM ' ' | .
V. VENCATACHELLUM,
Deputy Collector.

JAMES GROSE, Esa., |
Acting Secretary lo the Board of Revenue,
| Fort St. George.
.HoNORED SIR,

I respectfully beg leave to represent >
in Kistna District, the Inam Commissioner baving recommended my transfer to the Inam Com-

mission, the Government were pleased to place my services from Jst‘NovAember 1867 at the
disposal of the Inam Commissioner. I entered th? ?nam Dgp;rtment in N ovexr;beé 1867, an(t
having neatly finished the work, the Inam COmm}sswner was ;.)le.zased to 1epf>rt 0 ; ove(l;tnmenl
in his letter of 16th February 1869, that he had directed me to jorn my appom:me;n. ; as elnerad
Deputy Oollector in the Kistna District from 1st March 1869, and to add» that .W ile efmp oy‘e
_in the Inam Commission, I had discharged my duties extremely well and giver him entire

satisfaction.” ' .

Mr. Comyn, Sub-Collector in charge of Kistna District, having on 18th Fe‘bruary 1869, (that
is seven weeks after he joined the District which was on 24th Decembex: 1868) reported to the
Board of Revenue the enquiry made by him on the Petltxox‘x presented agamst me by M. Veqcata-
ramanya (who was prohibited by me in 1867, from appearing as a Vakil on be}mlf of any party
on account of his bad conduct) and recommended my transfer to another District, and the re-ap-
pointment of Lunka Venkata Appia in my room, the (f‘:overnment were pleased agreeabl.y to
the recommendation of the Board ¢f Revenue to order a formal enquiry into th? al.Iggatlons
against me and to appoint Mr.J. A. C. Boswell, Officiating Collector, Kis.tna District to be
Commissioner to enjuire into the charges under - Act 37 of 1830, and to direct that I should
not resume charge of Deputy Collector’s Division until further orders,

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn prosecutor, and he was’ required to

med 10 charges—after his transfer to theNorth Arcot District, Lieut. Hos-
- s Superintendent of Police conducted the; Prosecution with the assistance of T.Swami
kins, SIP en a Police “Inspector, and who was formerly convicted and punished by.

me in two cases.

The Comumissioner commeuce | i
and that the Commissioner has forwarded his report, I respectfully

oping thereby to convince the Honorable Board of the

d the enquiry on the14th June and closed it in due course. -

Being given to understand th
beg to address the following few lines, h
origia of these charges and b ; reons
and the circumstances under which they were preierrec.
géneral duties to Mr. Plunket, Acting Deputy Collector in
ho had beenin this District for more than six years, were

for several daysin Nursa Row Petta Taluq ip February 18G8, tl?atis,.aft,er Ife;terethhe Inam
Commission. M. Vencataramania the complainz}nt, although an inhabitant o uxvr.sa ow Petta
int whatever to Mr. Wilson, nor any to Mr. Plunket—he having long (that
ds presented his Petition on the 5th February 1869 as soon as Mr. Comyn,
his District came to Nursa Row Petta, I trust that your honor will
lone silence and the sudden presentation of the complaint
B eoret of which lics in the following ciroumstances.

I made over charge of my ;
November 1867—he and Mr. Wilson w

"presented no compla
js one yvear) afterwar
who is quite a stranger to t
consider that the cause of his previous
to a new gentleman is worth ascertaining,

that while I was Deputy Collector on general duties’

he character of the persons who have come forward to prove them,
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Hussankhan and his 2 brothers, Prosecutor’s $61h, 27th and 28th witnesses, The Hukum of the Coilector
Or'G‘mlu"» dated 2ad October 1852, shows that Dasia was an intimate friend of Hussankban iu taking
bribes ; this is sufficient to shew that Hussankhan will not hesitate to support Dasia’s designs.

Potmakers and Vetties.—These being men of lower orders do not hesitate to say any thing, tuch as
Hussankhan and other ivfluential persous might have wished them to say. -

- o4

In the event of your henor considering the position of all the witnesses, I trust your honor will perceive that

the witne . i i
itnesses for the defence and those for the prosccution that deposed in ey favor are independent and far
more respectable and trustwerthy than those who gave evideuce against me for the prosccutioﬂ-

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn the Sub-Collector, who made the first report against me
as prosecutor, and on his transfer to the district of North Arcot, Lieut. Hoskins, the Superintendent of Police was

;ppomted Ehe prosecutor in his stead, and Swami Sastrulu, Police Inspector, who was punislied by me in 2 cases
83 been his Assistant throughout the trial.

I it . . .
n addition to what T have already stated in the introductory part of this defence, as well as to the explana-

tion I offered in my defe i .
i offered in my defence against each of the several charges, I respectfully beg to bring to your honor’s notice
¢ sum and substance of my defence in a few lines.

] I l')eg to plead not guilty to one and all the charwes.
K. Dasia, V enkataramania, %c., who "
been explained above., J

They have becn sct up against me by the intrigues of
were not only notoriously bad characters, but also my avowed enemies as has

»

.

These' charges were also preferred just long after the alleged cccurrence, when L. Venkatappaya was obliged to
Tev . .
erest to bls owa post, it Lwere to take ehargo of my Divisicn as a Deputy Collector on general duties.

" Taking all these circumstances into your houor's candid consideration, I hope your bonor will consider me not
guilty: .
o

Board’s Order, page 418, para. 5,

The Government will alwa : ‘ 35 v b
ays eonsider i Tust s |y bez to represent that 35 years have

anorable to yourself to have meyu in yl:lll% 61: In conclusion I re-pectfu y L ° -P be Gov at service

trict who have served the publidin elevateq €lApsed frcwn the date of my enterainment in the Goverpme s

stations for long periods of time i W "
‘ ) 3 these complainte
be pleased to act(iuaiut thewm, that asYsZ;‘v:;tl; and I was not found with any fault to the date of thes ; ;

;fe’;léetosiat: it is tgf desire of the Govern. aud all the Officers both in the Judicial and Revenue Depariments un-
e¢COgnl m
fon, olding efiie der whom [ had the houor of serving have been pleased to record

) z tive geutle
of consideration, holding oftices of resp(‘rﬁz:i
their favorable oginion regarding my conduct. Thanking the Court

bility,and that the Government Lave as much
interest as themselves in maiutaining and

_Talsing their reputation. This has not been 0T the patient Learing it has accorded, 1 cheerfully entrust to.1ts

sufficieatly considered in our wdiniu; i
4 o inistrati st i i acter of
of Indisn wfiuire, bat the Gosernmers o St‘:’;: favourable opinion the hitheito unblemished honour and charact

fied that it is called upon to pu £y faithfull
) A w . ; . ' . . ears, faithfullys
tion to it both from moti\':! zf ;\z:t?ct:e:s @ public servant, who has through a long course OF ¥ '

::;‘;(11:; from sound principles of “ political ,2¢8lously, and to the best of bis abilities served the Government-

(Signed) V. VENKATACIHELLEM.

S0tk July 1869.
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. frame charges—he fra

. Sastry, who was th

MASULIPATAM, September 1869.

FroM ' ' | .
V. VENCATACHELLUM,
Deputy Collector.

JAMES GROSE, Esa., |
Acting Secretary lo the Board of Revenue,
| Fort St. George.
.HoNORED SIR,

I respectfully beg leave to represent >
in Kistna District, the Inam Commissioner baving recommended my transfer to the Inam Com-

mission, the Government were pleased to place my services from Jst‘NovAember 1867 at the
disposal of the Inam Commissioner. I entered th? ?nam Dgp;rtment in N ovexr;beé 1867, an(t
having neatly finished the work, the Inam COmm}sswner was ;.)le.zased to 1epf>rt 0 ; ove(l;tnmenl
in his letter of 16th February 1869, that he had directed me to jorn my appom:me;n. ; as elnerad
Deputy Oollector in the Kistna District from 1st March 1869, and to add» that .W ile efmp oy‘e
_in the Inam Commission, I had discharged my duties extremely well and giver him entire

satisfaction.” ' .

Mr. Comyn, Sub-Collector in charge of Kistna District, having on 18th Fe‘bruary 1869, (that
is seven weeks after he joined the District which was on 24th Decembex: 1868) reported to the
Board of Revenue the enquiry made by him on the Petltxox‘x presented agamst me by M. Veqcata-
ramanya (who was prohibited by me in 1867, from appearing as a Vakil on be}mlf of any party
on account of his bad conduct) and recommended my transfer to another District, and the re-ap-
pointment of Lunka Venkata Appia in my room, the (f‘:overnment were pleased agreeabl.y to
the recommendation of the Board ¢f Revenue to order a formal enquiry into th? al.Iggatlons
against me and to appoint Mr.J. A. C. Boswell, Officiating Collector, Kis.tna District to be
Commissioner to enjuire into the charges under - Act 37 of 1830, and to direct that I should
not resume charge of Deputy Collector’s Division until further orders,

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn prosecutor, and he was’ required to

med 10 charges—after his transfer to theNorth Arcot District, Lieut. Hos-
- s Superintendent of Police conducted the; Prosecution with the assistance of T.Swami
kins, SIP en a Police “Inspector, and who was formerly convicted and punished by.

me in two cases.

The Comumissioner commeuce | i
and that the Commissioner has forwarded his report, I respectfully

oping thereby to convince the Honorable Board of the

d the enquiry on the14th June and closed it in due course. -

Being given to understand th
beg to address the following few lines, h
origia of these charges and b ; reons
and the circumstances under which they were preierrec.
géneral duties to Mr. Plunket, Acting Deputy Collector in
ho had beenin this District for more than six years, were

for several daysin Nursa Row Petta Taluq ip February 18G8, tl?atis,.aft,er Ife;terethhe Inam
Commission. M. Vencataramania the complainz}nt, although an inhabitant o uxvr.sa ow Petta
int whatever to Mr. Wilson, nor any to Mr. Plunket—he having long (that
ds presented his Petition on the 5th February 1869 as soon as Mr. Comyn,
his District came to Nursa Row Petta, I trust that your honor will
lone silence and the sudden presentation of the complaint
B eoret of which lics in the following ciroumstances.

I made over charge of my ;
November 1867—he and Mr. Wilson w

"presented no compla
js one yvear) afterwar
who is quite a stranger to t
consider that the cause of his previous
to a new gentleman is worth ascertaining,

that while I was Deputy Collector on general duties’

he character of the persons who have come forward to prove them,
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Hussankhan and his 2 brothers, Prosecutor’s $61h, 27th and 28th witnesses, The Hukum of the Coilector
Or'G‘mlu"» dated 2ad October 1852, shows that Dasia was an intimate friend of Hussankban iu taking
bribes ; this is sufficient to shew that Hussankhan will not hesitate to support Dasia’s designs.

Potmakers and Vetties.—These being men of lower orders do not hesitate to say any thing, tuch as
Hussankhan and other ivfluential persous might have wished them to say. -

- o4

In the event of your henor considering the position of all the witnesses, I trust your honor will perceive that

the witne . i i
itnesses for the defence and those for the prosccution that deposed in ey favor are independent and far
more respectable and trustwerthy than those who gave evideuce against me for the prosccutioﬂ-

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn the Sub-Collector, who made the first report against me
as prosecutor, and on his transfer to the district of North Arcot, Lieut. Hoskins, the Superintendent of Police was

;ppomted Ehe prosecutor in his stead, and Swami Sastrulu, Police Inspector, who was punislied by me in 2 cases
83 been his Assistant throughout the trial.

I it . . .
n addition to what T have already stated in the introductory part of this defence, as well as to the explana-

tion I offered in my defe i .
i offered in my defence against each of the several charges, I respectfully beg to bring to your honor’s notice
¢ sum and substance of my defence in a few lines.

] I l')eg to plead not guilty to one and all the charwes.
K. Dasia, V enkataramania, %c., who "
been explained above., J

They have becn sct up against me by the intrigues of
were not only notoriously bad characters, but also my avowed enemies as has

»

.

These' charges were also preferred just long after the alleged cccurrence, when L. Venkatappaya was obliged to
Tev . .
erest to bls owa post, it Lwere to take ehargo of my Divisicn as a Deputy Collector on general duties.

" Taking all these circumstances into your houor's candid consideration, I hope your bonor will consider me not
guilty: .
o

Board’s Order, page 418, para. 5,

The Government will alwa : ‘ 35 v b
ays eonsider i Tust s |y bez to represent that 35 years have

anorable to yourself to have meyu in yl:lll% 61: In conclusion I re-pectfu y L ° -P be Gov at service

trict who have served the publidin elevateq €lApsed frcwn the date of my enterainment in the Goverpme s

stations for long periods of time i W "
‘ ) 3 these complainte
be pleased to act(iuaiut thewm, that asYsZ;‘v:;tl; and I was not found with any fault to the date of thes ; ;

;fe’;léetosiat: it is tgf desire of the Govern. aud all the Officers both in the Judicial and Revenue Depariments un-
e¢COgnl m
fon, olding efiie der whom [ had the houor of serving have been pleased to record

) z tive geutle
of consideration, holding oftices of resp(‘rﬁz:i
their favorable oginion regarding my conduct. Thanking the Court

bility,and that the Government Lave as much
interest as themselves in maiutaining and

_Talsing their reputation. This has not been 0T the patient Learing it has accorded, 1 cheerfully entrust to.1ts

sufficieatly considered in our wdiniu; i
4 o inistrati st i i acter of
of Indisn wfiuire, bat the Gosernmers o St‘:’;: favourable opinion the hitheito unblemished honour and charact

fied that it is called upon to pu £y faithfull
) A w . ; . ' . . ears, faithfullys
tion to it both from moti\':! zf ;\z:t?ct:e:s @ public servant, who has through a long course OF ¥ '

::;‘;(11:; from sound principles of “ political ,2¢8lously, and to the best of bis abilities served the Government-

(Signed) V. VENKATACIHELLEM.
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. Sastry, who was th

MASULIPATAM, September 1869.

FroM ' ' | .
V. VENCATACHELLUM,
Deputy Collector.

JAMES GROSE, Esa., |
Acting Secretary lo the Board of Revenue,
| Fort St. George.
.HoNORED SIR,

I respectfully beg leave to represent >
in Kistna District, the Inam Commissioner baving recommended my transfer to the Inam Com-

mission, the Government were pleased to place my services from Jst‘NovAember 1867 at the
disposal of the Inam Commissioner. I entered th? ?nam Dgp;rtment in N ovexr;beé 1867, an(t
having neatly finished the work, the Inam COmm}sswner was ;.)le.zased to 1epf>rt 0 ; ove(l;tnmenl
in his letter of 16th February 1869, that he had directed me to jorn my appom:me;n. ; as elnerad
Deputy Oollector in the Kistna District from 1st March 1869, and to add» that .W ile efmp oy‘e
_in the Inam Commission, I had discharged my duties extremely well and giver him entire

satisfaction.” ' .

Mr. Comyn, Sub-Collector in charge of Kistna District, having on 18th Fe‘bruary 1869, (that
is seven weeks after he joined the District which was on 24th Decembex: 1868) reported to the
Board of Revenue the enquiry made by him on the Petltxox‘x presented agamst me by M. Veqcata-
ramanya (who was prohibited by me in 1867, from appearing as a Vakil on be}mlf of any party
on account of his bad conduct) and recommended my transfer to another District, and the re-ap-
pointment of Lunka Venkata Appia in my room, the (f‘:overnment were pleased agreeabl.y to
the recommendation of the Board ¢f Revenue to order a formal enquiry into th? al.Iggatlons
against me and to appoint Mr.J. A. C. Boswell, Officiating Collector, Kis.tna District to be
Commissioner to enjuire into the charges under - Act 37 of 1830, and to direct that I should
not resume charge of Deputy Collector’s Division until further orders,

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn prosecutor, and he was’ required to

med 10 charges—after his transfer to theNorth Arcot District, Lieut. Hos-
- s Superintendent of Police conducted the; Prosecution with the assistance of T.Swami
kins, SIP en a Police “Inspector, and who was formerly convicted and punished by.

me in two cases.

The Comumissioner commeuce | i
and that the Commissioner has forwarded his report, I respectfully

oping thereby to convince the Honorable Board of the

d the enquiry on the14th June and closed it in due course. -

Being given to understand th
beg to address the following few lines, h
origia of these charges and b ; reons
and the circumstances under which they were preierrec.
géneral duties to Mr. Plunket, Acting Deputy Collector in
ho had beenin this District for more than six years, were

for several daysin Nursa Row Petta Taluq ip February 18G8, tl?atis,.aft,er Ife;terethhe Inam
Commission. M. Vencataramania the complainz}nt, although an inhabitant o uxvr.sa ow Petta
int whatever to Mr. Wilson, nor any to Mr. Plunket—he having long (that
ds presented his Petition on the 5th February 1869 as soon as Mr. Comyn,
his District came to Nursa Row Petta, I trust that your honor will
lone silence and the sudden presentation of the complaint
B eoret of which lics in the following ciroumstances.

I made over charge of my ;
November 1867—he and Mr. Wilson w

"presented no compla
js one yvear) afterwar
who is quite a stranger to t
consider that the cause of his previous
to a new gentleman is worth ascertaining,
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Hussankhan and his 2 brothers, Prosecutor’s $61h, 27th and 28th witnesses, The Hukum of the Coilector
Or'G‘mlu"» dated 2ad October 1852, shows that Dasia was an intimate friend of Hussankban iu taking
bribes ; this is sufficient to shew that Hussankhan will not hesitate to support Dasia’s designs.

Potmakers and Vetties.—These being men of lower orders do not hesitate to say any thing, tuch as
Hussankhan and other ivfluential persous might have wished them to say. -

- o4

In the event of your henor considering the position of all the witnesses, I trust your honor will perceive that

the witne . i i
itnesses for the defence and those for the prosccution that deposed in ey favor are independent and far
more respectable and trustwerthy than those who gave evideuce against me for the prosccutioﬂ-

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn the Sub-Collector, who made the first report against me
as prosecutor, and on his transfer to the district of North Arcot, Lieut. Hoskins, the Superintendent of Police was

;ppomted Ehe prosecutor in his stead, and Swami Sastrulu, Police Inspector, who was punislied by me in 2 cases
83 been his Assistant throughout the trial.

I it . . .
n addition to what T have already stated in the introductory part of this defence, as well as to the explana-

tion I offered in my defe i .
i offered in my defence against each of the several charges, I respectfully beg to bring to your honor’s notice
¢ sum and substance of my defence in a few lines.

] I l')eg to plead not guilty to one and all the charwes.
K. Dasia, V enkataramania, %c., who "
been explained above., J

They have becn sct up against me by the intrigues of
were not only notoriously bad characters, but also my avowed enemies as has

»

.

These' charges were also preferred just long after the alleged cccurrence, when L. Venkatappaya was obliged to
Tev . .
erest to bls owa post, it Lwere to take ehargo of my Divisicn as a Deputy Collector on general duties.

" Taking all these circumstances into your houor's candid consideration, I hope your bonor will consider me not
guilty: .
o

Board’s Order, page 418, para. 5,
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anorable to yourself to have meyu in yl:lll% 61: In conclusion I re-pectfu y L ° -P be Gov at service
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stations for long periods of time i W "
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be pleased to act(iuaiut thewm, that asYsZ;‘v:;tl; and I was not found with any fault to the date of thes ; ;

;fe’;léetosiat: it is tgf desire of the Govern. aud all the Officers both in the Judicial and Revenue Depariments un-
e¢COgnl m
fon, olding efiie der whom [ had the houor of serving have been pleased to record

) z tive geutle
of consideration, holding oftices of resp(‘rﬁz:i
their favorable oginion regarding my conduct. Thanking the Court

bility,and that the Government Lave as much
interest as themselves in maiutaining and

_Talsing their reputation. This has not been 0T the patient Learing it has accorded, 1 cheerfully entrust to.1ts

sufficieatly considered in our wdiniu; i
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MASULIPATAM, September 1869.

FroM ' ' | .
V. VENCATACHELLUM,
Deputy Collector.

JAMES GROSE, Esa., |
Acting Secretary lo the Board of Revenue,
| Fort St. George.
.HoNORED SIR,

I respectfully beg leave to represent >
in Kistna District, the Inam Commissioner baving recommended my transfer to the Inam Com-

mission, the Government were pleased to place my services from Jst‘NovAember 1867 at the
disposal of the Inam Commissioner. I entered th? ?nam Dgp;rtment in N ovexr;beé 1867, an(t
having neatly finished the work, the Inam COmm}sswner was ;.)le.zased to 1epf>rt 0 ; ove(l;tnmenl
in his letter of 16th February 1869, that he had directed me to jorn my appom:me;n. ; as elnerad
Deputy Oollector in the Kistna District from 1st March 1869, and to add» that .W ile efmp oy‘e
_in the Inam Commission, I had discharged my duties extremely well and giver him entire

satisfaction.” ' .

Mr. Comyn, Sub-Collector in charge of Kistna District, having on 18th Fe‘bruary 1869, (that
is seven weeks after he joined the District which was on 24th Decembex: 1868) reported to the
Board of Revenue the enquiry made by him on the Petltxox‘x presented agamst me by M. Veqcata-
ramanya (who was prohibited by me in 1867, from appearing as a Vakil on be}mlf of any party
on account of his bad conduct) and recommended my transfer to another District, and the re-ap-
pointment of Lunka Venkata Appia in my room, the (f‘:overnment were pleased agreeabl.y to
the recommendation of the Board ¢f Revenue to order a formal enquiry into th? al.Iggatlons
against me and to appoint Mr.J. A. C. Boswell, Officiating Collector, Kis.tna District to be
Commissioner to enjuire into the charges under - Act 37 of 1830, and to direct that I should
not resume charge of Deputy Collector’s Division until further orders,

The Government were pleased to appoint Mr. Comyn prosecutor, and he was’ required to

med 10 charges—after his transfer to theNorth Arcot District, Lieut. Hos-
- s Superintendent of Police conducted the; Prosecution with the assistance of T.Swami
kins, SIP en a Police “Inspector, and who was formerly convicted and punished by.

me in two cases.

The Comumissioner commeuce | i
and that the Commissioner has forwarded his report, I respectfully

oping thereby to convince the Honorable Board of the

d the enquiry on the14th June and closed it in due course. -

Being given to understand th
beg to address the following few lines, h
origia of these charges and b ; reons
and the circumstances under which they were preierrec.
géneral duties to Mr. Plunket, Acting Deputy Collector in
ho had beenin this District for more than six years, were

for several daysin Nursa Row Petta Taluq ip February 18G8, tl?atis,.aft,er Ife;terethhe Inam
Commission. M. Vencataramania the complainz}nt, although an inhabitant o uxvr.sa ow Petta
int whatever to Mr. Wilson, nor any to Mr. Plunket—he having long (that
ds presented his Petition on the 5th February 1869 as soon as Mr. Comyn,
his District came to Nursa Row Petta, I trust that your honor will
lone silence and the sudden presentation of the complaint
B eoret of which lics in the following ciroumstances.

I made over charge of my ;
November 1867—he and Mr. Wilson w

"presented no compla
js one yvear) afterwar
who is quite a stranger to t
consider that the cause of his previous
to a new gentleman is worth ascertaining,

that while I was Deputy Collector on general duties’

he character of the persons who have come forward to prove them,
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Mr. . . . '
' Ap}iia&;ir?l;l;];? ‘g::::g l;e.;. appointed Salt Deputy Collector of Nellore, Lunka Vencata .
Collecct:or'duriném eme{ olice :Inspector of Masulipatam was appointed to act as Deputy |
ooraetor during my employinent in the Inam Commission. Tt was a known fack that he should
is orx;xer Ofice of Police Inspector on my assuming charge of my office. :

I haV d : . y C o
or imputelzguggi:s: m}f;ex.ltxon to throw reflections upon the character of my fellow servants
0 their actions. But compelled by my position,and being under the im-

perative necessi e .
by ol rc;zssxtg} olt; explal.nmg that which entangled me in troubles, I am, as a matter of necessi-
S pectlully to dicslose the real circumstances of the case .

I beg to .. .
. “M, g to enclose a translation of a letter* dated 8th February 1869 sent by Government ’.
arked A, T:ppal (the original of which was filed in the Record before |
the Commissio itt ty from
Nursa Row P ] ) ner) written by one V. Luctcbmepaty irom
" Colloctor, 11 ;Zf;,all;:f%rxfx]ng.me that at the instigation of L. Venkata Appia, Acting Deputy ’
of ‘this lottes no- » Ramania presented this Petition. It isto be observed that up to the date
‘ +¢T no enquiry "was commenced by Mr. Comyn. .

I beg to submit under {1 ' '
ol sut under these ci o s S S
thatvthere Was conspiracy against x;‘;:3umst,a,nces’, whether it is improper on my part to represent |

Although it ; '
case, a liti (g;g:;‘trl?;rop T that the party injured should come forward to complain, still in this -
‘xh“xtted'sox;ei all Punxshea by moe for dishonest conduct having complained that- I com- -

o 1 .
rregularities (none of which affected him) some of which were said to have taken .

place sofar b : :
ofthe persor ::111{ ats SIX years and some only a few years afterwards. Mr. Comyn hastily enquired |
b at were brought forward by the Petitioner and his abettors and reportedagainst me,

Mr, Comyn® stated that ke did not thiink that the facts stated in his letter admitted oTany

éXplaﬁaEién,aS‘they certainly did mot admit of denial, *
-although he enquired the case during my absence, and
e even without taking any exp‘lanation'whatever'frbm me.

*Para. 37,
:glthough he is iepbrting'ﬁgiinst m

Mr. Comyn stated jn parag

Durmakurtah of the Temple. raph six of his first report that I appointekd Polumraz N ursiaas

5 ‘He hiniselfstated } ,
prosecutor that :nayti'gt::f'le :;St.d,l‘a’jge which-was prepared by him after he was appointed .
appointed P, Nursia to that(:)o:t}ef? Chilkaloorpetta in 1 851,. and ‘died at ‘Masqlipatam in :1855) :

These statement .
ents contradict each other and evince an entire want of propér enquiry-

In paras, 19 ar . :

built inpit' whi]éandlj'l’ he stated that T had a garden, and that a Konaru and Muntapum Were -

Tand to P. Nursm}:: h}c documents shew that Mr. Horsley, late sub-Collectoi- gave orne acre of
S s request for planting a Charitable Tope, wherein the Konaru was dug.

. In 96 ) . .
-para. 26, Mr. Comyn reported about the time I halted at Komaravellypad, 2 Villagein .

Rajapet ;
: pelei'oz of' f:itq;rg:“tppk'“‘e troub]e‘ of preparing a Memo. from my Diaries for a .
dated 27th July 186)57eatrs'tfut he was not pleased to_ refer to the letter of the Collector,
Para. 8 of the letter o;' u:) CelReven“e Board, which shews that the climate (ff Palnad and
‘District to'the Board."* S lem.)  Venukonda is unbealthy at times, and that
s ) '‘the Deputy Collector should have the means ;
".of moving his camp to Rajahpet Talook. :
‘In Para, 30 be stated that he cxamined .
ts and subjoined a state- .

_-

T, Kistna

_ Para. 8.1 should no't ouﬁ n

P t to menti

;bo'_ch ,Yegx_ﬂ;onda and Palnad are at ti;x(::sttl:at

healthy, and it is desirable that the De ‘u: )

Collector should have the means of mo]:finz
o

"his gfﬁce‘at such times to the more salubri.-
~ ous climate of Rajahpett, "

the curnum accoun ¢
ment shewing the>dowle of the \’llla‘ge from

Fusly 1272 to 1277—as the Inam Comimis-
! . . . e i .of this |
account, T need . ‘ sioner pomted ont the incorrectness-o v

: 'not represent any th ing upon this part of that geritleman’s inaccurate .statements
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. '~ + I trust that the'above facts arc sufficient to shew that Mr. Comyn believed whatever was
. gtated against me and reported at once, which therefore appeared a strorg case against me -and
" .which caused. the issue of the order that I should not assume charge-until an xé,m;uiry was made.
Mr. Comyn stated that P. Nursia is a near relative of mine, and he expléined the relation- .
ship in the 1st charge Ly stating that he is the father-in-law of my younger brother (who died
8 yeéars ago.) But Mr: Comyn did not mention the position of that Nursia. Heis Pleader in the
Civil and Session Court of ‘Guntoor, and his eldest sonisa Pleaderin the District Munsiff’s
Court of Baputla to which the village of Chilkaloorpetta isattached. Thersis another Pleader
in the same Zillah Court who has built a temple in another village. I leave it to the Honorable
Board to judge the object of Mr. Comyn in not reporting the position 6f Nussia while he re-
parted the relationship. \ _

. There are other allegations against me in Mr. Comryil's
ng;r:. 93.—Appointment of sons of cur-  Jetter, but when he was nominated to frame charges, he
25 Pullary. having omitted their insertion in the charge_s’ I hope the

Honorable Board will be pleased to observe what weight is due to his allegations.

Mr., Comyn reported in para. 35 that I failed in my duty in not stopping a well which. was
being dug in Nursa Row Petta by the ahsildar for charity, and strongly commented upon my

conduct, -
As this act also was not jncluded in the charges prepared by bim against me, it is nc?t
necessary for me t0 offer any explanation, but the severity .of his remarks againt.me compels
me to represent thus. . : .

* The Tahsildar dug & well near the Zemindar’s Fort in Nursa Row Petta-which-was dedicat-
ed to the public use. The people especially of that street make use of it, as therg.is no other
well in that streef, as it was thus intended for the use of the ;public,'.hut apt for that of the
Tahsildar himself, I trust that the Honorable Board will consider that I.committed no wrong.in
not interfering With such work which is not at all illegal. "1 have also to represent that Mr.
Wilson, Acting Collector and myself both inspected it in October 1867, and Mr. Willson did not
corsider that the Tahsildar was wrong in digging that well. ~ : '

Mr. Comyn recommended my transfer to another District, and the appointmentof L Venkata
Appia in my room. We both are inhabitants of Masulipatam, and his remarks of local interests
and family ties are equally applicible to both of us, but Mr. Comyn was pleased to apply them

" to my case only, while he omitted the same remark in the case of L. Vencata A_ppia,
" The Collector made the Jamabundy. of Rajahpet and Venukonda Taluks .in 1867. Mr, Comyn
iwho was Sub-Collector in charge, ‘and who was new to the District took the Rajahpet Taluk
(Dei)uty Collector’s Division) for J amabundy, leaving out the Taluks of the Collector’s Division,
and Sub-Division on the ground that the Acting Deputy Collector L. Vencata Appia applied
for a remission of 15 thousand Rupees out of the assessment on dry lands. Mr. Comyn who
made the Jamabundy of the 2 Taluks of Rajahpet and Venukonda(Deputy Collector’s Division)

t a remission of even one Rupee out of the assessment of .the

did not find it :necessary lo gran : | .
dry lands, ‘but still he was pleased to recommend in very strong terms in favor of the Acting
tance of 7 weeks.

Deputy -Collector'L. Vencata Appia with his only acquain o '
" ‘T'beg. to state further that the Board'in,their order of 12th June "}8G6 observed that'the
Sub-Collectors who assume charge of a District without béing gazetted to act as Collector
should be careful not to take appeals from the decisions of officers in ‘independent charge of
: Ranges. - Mr. .Comyn‘has enquired iuto the conduct of an-officer in independent -¢harge, while
_the-acts conézplainedtof (Car, Portico, or -squ:lre tank, ’Muntapum) are not- of~§u'ch ‘a pature-as
' would render a ® Report -to “higher-authorities regarding
‘them absolutely -necessary before the -dfficiating Collector,
whose appointment was announced'in the 'Gazetto of 9th
“February assumed .charge-of the District. '

, **Dated 18th February. -

: “Qagette wasrecéived on 14th Februarys



perintendance.” That Mussulman himself deposed that he

The 7th charge was that T confined 8 persons for $ days and made them make a Séva or
celebration to the Swamy, fo

r their having refused to supply bandies and bullocks, &e. Those
8 persons were summoneg and kept for several 4

knowledge, the charge was withdrawn,
These will shew that charges were fra
of injured parties, ang that some attempt

subsequently withdrawn owing to the h
relied, :

same as such, the charge was amendeg,

1 trust that your honor Will perceive that e matter stated in the 1st, 3rd, 7th and 8tb
charges was not, even stated in the Petition presented by the litigious Vakil (complainant.)
. I'beg that the evidence.which
respectable Mussulman gentleman) ang
sioner may be cowpared with what the

e the
¥ bave stated before Mr. Comyn, which will shew ‘
falsity of {heir statements, ‘

In the evidence adduced to prove i
alluded to jn charge 4th, your honor wil] f,4 false statements that T was present there dlll?‘n,‘(’;
its construction, whereas the documentary evidence (Extracts from my Diaries) show that I was
not present there. 'Thig must v
was a tutored one, .

" AsT have fully explaineq all the ci‘rcumstanccs and the causes under which they were pre-
ferred, for every charge in the writtey defence fileq by me before the Commissioner,Ido not deem
it necessary to encroach upon'yoyy honor’s valuable time by repeating them here.

In the list of documents furnish

S f 1850,
: ed to me by the Prosecutor under Section X, Act 370 ’
a Petition addresseq by K. Seetarar

1868 wag entered, vy,
having sent any Petition to the Boarq

Marked B, . 1

.y denied
e Petitioners were summoned. fxs tt’}::yRecord._
of Revenue, the Petition was not filed in d ‘by me to
beg to enclose a Copy* of a letter addresse

he has subsequently recejved,

< redthus

LeGovernment in their Order of 19th May ]g;i’:): Zi?jgetd to

“It must never be furgotten that a Tabsi n;iore vindicative

Imore temptation, to more obloquy, and to f(;r keeping his

ublic Officers, and the only security he hafs 1 com;laint

iction that he will not be the victim of frivo :}Ilriw of those
h in’every Distries are at work for the over

Your honor js well aware thatAt
B. C. 0. Pags 417,

aceusation, than any other class of p
Place in defiance of i all, is the cony
or of those secret confederacies whic
who really perform their duty”

I trust that your ho
Magistrate with full pow
the views of the Govern
 Itisa well known
and that they were amg)
General Deputy Qollectg

: ; eput
nor will econsider that the daties of a Deputy COI;?C;:;IdZI:.:ia?dI;ha{
¢S, are more ardugys ang respousible than those of & ;11 s officers, |
ment above quoted, e therefore better applicable to :le'.ﬂ' rent Zillahs,
fact that ungj) lately Guntoor ang Masulipatam Weren"hl ;‘aluqs of the
semated in 1859—mny residence iy at Masulipatam.  The

: limits of
L.are R?’jahpet, Venukonda and Palpad, which borde'r on the .

tobe a -
Hussain Khan Saheb (whom Mr. Comy o rep(;:‘e(z;o:nmis—
the Potmakers and Vetties gave before the

. - rtico
™y alleged connection with the construction of the P ortico ,

: dduced -
ery strongly speak for me, showing that the eYldence adduc

i venue,
13, Atlur Ramaswamj ang others to the Board of Re

1 h I hea,ld
“ Petition Whlc Lo
e CommiSSiOner reo"ardino' some

o
NN . )

et e e ke <

ays at M asulipatam, still they having denied all .

. 1. y ‘1
aint
med ujon reports of others; but not on the cOHiP* o
. were
was made to create false charges against me, b“. vors |
instigators .

onest conduct of the persons on whom the instig

o . , is ©
g a Porumboke land of an Inam Village as I.nnmt’hle i
wissioner declared that I was correct in t reating

L A

[ O

el ner e

e e s
——tw D —m

e g g
. B

e b e

v v e

R e L

B e e TV

e e

>

THQE b,

" (Honorable Taylor) and the present Com-
-missioner.

5

: s Zillah. I have no
Nellore and Kurnool Zillahs, and which formed a part of the late Guntoor Zilla ;
relations who are inhabitants of those Talugs.

I ; sed
I used my best to suppress crime in my Talugs which being hilly, &e. th? crime there u '
‘I use

to be very prevalent in former times. This will be apparent from the report of the Superintend-
ent to the Inspector General of Police. Postcs Wessor Ciscoran, -
14th September 1867, Page 391.
¥rom the Superintendent of Police, K. D.’
to the Inspector General of Police; 31st July
1867.

'This kind of discharging my duties is the
real cause of the existence of enemies or per-
sons who were punished by me, and who for
the most part are actors in the present scene.

I was entertained in Government serv.ice
on 1st July 1834, in my 14th year. The period
of my service is 35 years. All the ge.antlemen
under whom I had the honor of serving were
pleased to record their favorable opinion. .
While I was District Moonsiff of Ellore, the
Civil Judge was pleased to recommend me
for the office of Principal Sudr Amin, and the
Collector was pleased to recommend me for
the office of Deputy Collector,. and the Go-
vernment were pleased to appoint me Deputy
Collector in July 1839. I served as Inam De(;
puty Collector in 1859, 186.0, and 1861, an
I beg to refer to the opinion marke? (%‘, re;
corded by the former Inam Commissione

paty resided is peculiarly va!uable on ?he
subject, as from his long expenen.ce, as a Jtu-
dical officer of all classes of n?.tlve socnfa y
and his intimate acquaintance with the crimg
of the country which few men %1ave S.O.l:lx;.
sparingly rooted up rumolurz eo: (:Ir;i:;nt:;nth ;
among so larg
g:il:jirl?:s“clztrjd not ;ave escaped his atten-

tion,

*

.

i istna District from 1862,
I performed the duties of Deputy Collector and Ma.glstrate.o‘fv .ﬁzx:t:; rel Colloctorn, ooy
d dp:ino this period Messrs. Thornhill, Foord, Chase an?,u lb e that your henor rill b
;F suHoad son and Leman were Session Judges. I respectfully beg
essrs. g
scertain my conduct from those gentlemen. erch confode-
Ple.asedtto:(;s:;;::he H):)norable Board will consider that these c{aarges :roz:sfrzfdse: hich thor
i I nr: grant me redress, giving full consideration to the circumstan
racies a

were p‘referl'ed. I have, &C.,

igned) V. VENKATACHELLE),
Slaned Deputy Collector.

The opinion of the Deputy Magistrate .
Vencatachellum in whose Division, M. Sabha-
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A
M.R. R V. VENKA;IACHELLEM PUNTULU GARU. .

Vadlapatla Lakshmipati presents his compliments. :
As Uppaloori Venkatadri Garu has goneto visit you, you may have learnt from him all the

particulars up to the time of his leaving this place. I represent to you the subsequent particu-

lars by describing them below.

At the instigation of Sagi Sitaramayya and Nadicota Seshayya; Lunka Venkatappayyagaru
has become ambitious aud trying to obtain the authority of this place (Deputy Collectorship)
inade himself liable to breach of friendship by causing one.Medasupally Venkataramanaya, an in-
Liabitang of Narsarowpett to present a petition containing 11 paras. against you to the Sub-Col--
Jeator in charge during the time of Zamabundy of this talug. The contents of the petition are
not known as yet distinctly, though the rumour says that some of them are the following.

That stones were made i;o be carried unpaid for from Condavid, &c., villages to the’ temple
at Chilkaloorpett.
"That some Inams were purchased by you in'the talugs under your charge.

That some servants were dismissed by you that you might provide for your relatives by

‘appointing them in their stead. The other contents are not kuown as yet, and when known, I

shall immediately inform you of them. .

Lunka Venkatappayya Garu sent for Dammavalam Bachia, inhabitant of Picha]galapallem,
Venukonda talug, Chintapally Venkatappa, inhabitant of Mallavagu, Kondramutla Dasayya,
Ramayya and others : and consulted them through Sagi Sitaramayya and Nadicota Seshayya, and
selected some as complainants and others as witnesses and himself prepared a draft of the peti-
tion in English and got it copied fair by Dinavahi Kotayya. While he was thus preparing to bave
it presented, the Fort St. George Gazette having shown the appointment of L. Venkatappayya-
garu to Coimbatore, and the complainants, &c., having heard that you would return to your duties
they returned to their villages giving up the idea of presenting the petition. If this were
known at first, Ramanaya too, would have drawn back. I hear‘that he is now very much afraid,
that it is too late. When he presented this petition, the Collector said to him, “ It does not ap-
pear that you have presented this petition of your own accord. You should say who encouraged
you to do this. You shall not have leave to go away until you do so. You should not present
such complaints against high authorities as you will be committed if they are not proved.” The
Collector pointed out to him some precedents to this effect. Ramanaya answered him that he

would prove. You can understand from this that the Collector considered that Ramanaya was

only instigated to present this petition. |

T hear that .you have written some letter to Cunchannapally Jagannadharow Pantulu Garu
regarding some land, and that L. Venkatappayyagara asked him to join his party and give him
that letter which he hoped would be of use to his endeavours, and that on his refus ing to do so
he has written some thing to his superior officer. I think that by the appointment published in

"the Gazette several intrigues have subsided. I-shall write to you on other matters by and bye.

The complainant is with the Collector a's' no leave is yet given to him.
1 hope you will excuse my unusual writing on the envelope, a3 I have done so for fear of

this letter being tampered with here. T hear that some of the persons who have obtained several
favors from you are concerned in this intrigue. But except Ramanaya no one came out, nor will
come out hereafter. - ‘ )

- 8th February 1869. : ‘ (Signed)' V. LAKSHMIPATY.
. Punganamamula Lakshminarayanappa Puntulu Garu (Tahsildar) was obliged to apply for
pension ouly through the enmity of Venkatappayyagaru; his application was filed. I hope you
will let me know when you will come bere. -
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To . .
JAC BOSWELIJ,'ESQ.’,‘C'ommiés'iozm‘. Y
Sir, B

Having been given to understand that a
received by you regarding the stones of
that D, Mallia, the reputed owner of the
Janakiramudu (4th witness for the prose
by me to one month’s imprisonment,
honor please to send for 4 copy of th

petition in the name of D. Mullia was lately
the ruined well at Chilkaloorpett, I beg to represent
well was a co-defendant in the case jn which Nallakonda
cution) was fined 50 Rupees. This Mallia was sentenced
He was in the Jail at Guntoor for that period. If your
e calendar or record of the case (it was in 1862 or 1863)
their conduct will be plain. I trust that your honor will consider that such person would ot

allow his property to be taken away by others without his consent, and that if any force was used
towards him or if any breach of contr

coming forward since these 21 month
during which the enquiry is going on
loorpett aud are intimate friends, .

As L stated in my defence that «

act was committed, he would not have been silent without ;
s.  Ileft the Divisional duties especially these 7 mo?ths, :
. Heand N. Janaki Ramudu are inhabitants of Chilka- :

|
i
!
!
¢
!

!
Il
i
|
}
!
3
;
'4.'
{
{
)

no person is brought forward to say that he was madeto .

give up stones without consideration being paid, or that stones were taken without his know- :

ledge,” this petition, I think, was submitted to rebut that part of my statement.

Hassankhan (witness for the prosecution) stated that Venkata'Ramania and Janaki Ramudu
(witnesses for the prosecution) resided bere in the house of Sawmi Sastri, a Police Inspector,and

who assisted the prosecution. Q. Venkatrow, Talug Sheristadar and S. Sitaramia who ‘came '

forward to rebut the defence also resided " here in Sawmi Sastri's house: So they have_ an
opportunity of knowing what 1 have advanced in my defence.

[,

Choragudi Janikiramia, Pleader of the District Munsif's Court of Bapatla deposed on oath,

Reegglge?fot[}:: i‘ﬁ?eﬁt%ﬁﬁg‘gﬁ{{: carrying stones of the ruined well for rivetting wells and

Seetaramisatd one Petition from 3 Mus- other works of public utility.
selmen of Patavaram.

against me, and who have denied all knowledge of them.

y ‘ oe - . ) £
~In the event of your honor referring in your report to the petition received in the n(;u;le ;:a
Mullia, I beg that you will be pleased to add that I reported that that mau was sentence;l : ¥
to one month’s imprisonment, and that you will ascertain the correctness of my statement.

I have, &c,

C.

Extract from a lettér from G. N. Taylor, Esquire, Inam Commissioner to the Secretary to |

the Government, Revenue Department, dated 9th December 1859, No. 300.

Para. 3. Fortunately for my purpoée the services of two men who are possessed of con- :

siderable local experience in these districts are readily available, and if they can be spared

that the inbabitants of Chilkaloorpett are in the habit of

Your honor has already |
been aware of persons in whose names petitions were sent |

" (Signed) V. VENKATACHELLEM. .

from their present duties, I can confidently recommend them from their known character and .

attainments, as being peculiarly fitted for the position of Deputy Collectors in this departmerlx]t.
The first is Vadlamunnaty Venkatachellem, 4th Class Deputy Colle?tor, Rajahmundry, and ;he
second, M. Venkataratnum Pillai at present Manager of the Col]ect?rs Ofﬁf:e at Cuddapah.‘ e
qualifications of the first-named officer came under the. observation of Government on his ap«

o, e ——— gt

——CY AP 3 WY G Ay Sy o

e e e ey

et e e ey s

S S —

9

hointment to hi:;, present post. I select him not only because he is on the spot, but also ?:.cau:e
lllis peculiar local knowledge and industrious habits point him out as a valuablei acquisition to

the department,

—

Extract .from a letter dated 12th April 1861,‘ No. 20, addressed by G. N. ':l‘aylor, Esq, Inamm
Commissioner, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department. R

1. Asdirected in the concluding paragraph of the Order .of G(zvernmerit,.da{:e(i1 i:e X :ir; "
1861, No. 697, I beg to submit a list of the Deputy Col]ector:q, m-thls C()Cmmlas.m;l;v ose services
will be soonest dispensed with, showing their present standing ‘m the . (;gl-lm:; o I;ublic trict
in which they are now employed, and the chief posts they prevxox‘zsly -e m. e ‘ )

2. As the claims and merits of these officers came under the consxderzxt}if)zxt(;]f G(i\;e;;xiir;b
at the time of their appointment to this Commission, I nee.d only rt.:markut: as ue‘_zrliclsewants.
fully answered the expectations I formed of them as able, upright and industrious p

* Cox | * % *
2—-V, VENKATACHELLEM. . X
- Copy of the letter of W. T Blair, Esq, Officiating Inam Commissioner, dated 16th Febru-
ary 1869, No, 7, to the Acting Secretary to Government, Revenue Department. .

I have the honor to report for the information of Government'that tl;)e servxcres Zf é)e;:;tg
Collector V. Venkatachellem attached to the Inam Commission will not be required by ‘
department after the 28th February 1869. ‘ . .

2. T have directed him to join his appointment as General Deputy Collector in the Knstpa.
District on the 1st Proximo. S . ‘ R

3. TItis due to this officer to state that while emp.lf)yed{m the Commission he has dis-
charged his dutics extremely well and given me entire satisfaction.

) ’ I have, &c.,
(Signed) W.T. BLAIR, S
Officiating Inam Commissioner.
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