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His Excellency the Duke of Argyll
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State
: for India in Council
Al ' Liondon.

* The humble Memorial of Xakani
Iyappa Reddi, Vidavalur Chenna ‘
Reddi and others, Ryots and large . I
puttahdars of Mulumudi - village in |
Nellore Talug, Nellore District.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH.

1. Aggrieved in the extreme by the order of the Madras Government
dated 13th May 1872, regarding certain immemorial waste in that Village,
the memorialists respectfully beg to prefer this Appeal to your Escellency Wil
with full confidence that justice .will be duly, meted out to them in
consideration of the following circumstances. t

9. In the said village of Mulumudi, there is a piece of immemorial
waste land, Survey No. 302, measuring acres 248.52, which has been from
" time immemorial reserved for, and® enjoyed as village pasturage. '

3. This land was applied for by one Mulumudi Singayah (a resident

of the same village) in Tasli 1276, solely at the instance of the Memorialists’ 1
adversary P. Vengama Naidoo, an opulent ryot of Komarapoodi Village,

with studied deliberation to cause incnnvenience and annoyance to the
memorialists. The then Collector, . W. B. Dykes Esq., who was quite alive N
to the wants of the people, on due consideration, rejected Singayah’s ap-
plication, and issued an order dated 13th July 1866, No. 394, to the effect

that the land in question should not be made over on application until the
introduction of the new Settlement (vide Enclosure A.)

4. Tn.the face of this order, Singayah - again applied for the said
land in 1868, when a mew Collector came to the District; and some corres-
pondence between that officer and the Tahsildar then took place on the
subject. And finally Mr. Knox, then Acting Head Assistant Collector, who
conducted the Jamabundi (settlement) of that year (Fusli 1278), after care-
ful consideration of the previous orders and the correspondences on the
subject, also declined to comply with Singayah’s application, directing him,
however, at the same time to take ‘up other unoccupied lands available in
the village, which have been already detailed for cultivation. (vide para 6
of Collector’s letter No. 321 of 1870, enclosure C.)

»5. Singayah did not, however, do so, (although the lands pointed
out by Mr, Knox are by far superior to the waste in dispute) as cultiva-
ffon ws?s .no,t so much his object as causing annoyance and inconvenience to the a

- Memorialists. He therefore allowed the matter to lie dormant for sometime until &, . ;
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a suitable opportunity for effecting his evil end presented itself by the

arrival of another new Collector (Master Esq.,) in the District, A ccording-

- %" ly during the Jamabundi of Fasli 1279, he once again applied for the said

and in person to Mr. Master, who being as already observed quite new
to the District and consequently nof “alive to the real wants and requirements
of the people, and also regardless of the previous orders on the subject,
directed the waste land in question to be made over to Singayah from
Fusli 1280 on taram assessment, ewven also! in spite of the Mel.uorialists’
repeated and earnest remonstrances at the very . time that
themsclves pay the assessment payable’ thereon, provided
village pasturage as heretofore, being fuily

it for the well being of themselves and the

they would
: it were left as
mpressed with the necessity of
ir cattle in particular,

. 6. Against this inequitable order of Mr., Master, the Memorialists
appealed to the Honorable the Madras Board of Revenue, under date the
22nd September 1870 on the grounds:—

(1.) That the waste land, survey No, 302 now under dispute has

been enjoyed by the Memorialists and their forefathers from time
immemorial as village pasture land.

(2.) That the same having been applied for on two former occasions

by ih-e same party (Singayah), it had been finally decided by
two different Collectors that the land should be left as village

pasturage only, and not given up to any body on application.

(3.) That the land, moreover, contains the feeding channels of the
village Tank.

(4.) That during the Jamabundi (settlement) of Fasli 1279 when the
land in question was ordered to be made over to
the Memorialists without a single exception strongly and ear-
nfast.ly objected to the grant,—agreeing, in case of jis being
given up contrary to Mr., Dykes’s order, to take up the ]an?l
themselves on payment of the full taram assessment, amountin
to Rs. 244 - 12 - 0, payable thereon, and requesting that e.;itherigu
may be left as wusual for their common use, orcputtahs issued
in their names. That this request on the part of the Mhemo-

vialists, was, however, rejected b
y Mr. Master, for re
known to himself. » 1or reasons best

Sy S
Singayvah,

(8.) That the plea of priority of Durkhast (application) in fusli 1279
on behalf of Singayah to entitle him to preference over the
Memo.rlahsts does not stand to reason and  cannot be justifi-
able? nasmuch as the Memorialists relied and were right in
relying upon the final orders of - >
(Vide Enclosures A & B.)

6.) T

hat Singayah is not even an adjacent land holder to entitle him to

any preferential right over the Memorialists, many of whom o
the other hand, are, - : :

Messrs. Dykes and Melville,

~ ohject to the grant of it to others, It will not be out of place here to mention that
it is not out of any personal grudge against Singayuh that the Memorialists take
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(7) That had Singayah’s object in applying for the said land been
bona fide for cultivation and not from such sinister motives as were
alluded to in the previous paragraphs, he would not have stubbornly
declined to take up, at Mr. Knox's suggestion, other un-
occupied lands available in’ fthe village, which have been already
detailed for cultivation and are by far superior in every respect
to the waste now in dispute.

7. TUnder these ecircumstances, and convinced of the cogency of the
arguments aciduced by the Memorialists, the Honorable the Madras Board
of Revenue called for a report from the Collector of the Nellore District
on the subject of their appeal. The letter dated 28th November 1870,
No. 38201, forming enclosure C. to this Memorial, was his reply;
whereupon the Madras Board of Revenue passed their proceedings under
date the 12th January 1871 directing that the land in question should as
directed by Mr. Dykes, be left as village Pasture land, and that Mr. Master’s

hasty and ill-considered order rescinded. (Vide enclosure C.)

8. Dissatisfied with the order of the Board of Revenue, or rather
determined to try the chance of success in his mischievous undertaking ‘as
far as the highest local Tribunal, singayah preferred an appeal to the
Madras Government, who, after calling for and obtaining some further in-
f&mation as to the availability or octherwise of any other land in the village
for pasturage, and the cost alleged to have been mcurr?d by Singayah in
demarcating and cultivating the disputed lan63 passef] th.mr order under date
the 13th May 1872 (Vide enclosure D), unJ\1§t]y directing that 75 acres of
the waste land in dispute be made over to Smgayah', }Jtterly regardless of
the extreme inconvenience arising thereby to the Memorialists,—a whole village
community,—which was sufficiently cleef.r] y represe':nted %o the Madras Goverr‘,m'em
by a counter Petition numerously signed and submitted by -the Memorlahsts
At the same time as Singayah’s appeal was under the consideration of that

Government.

9. Of this order of the Madras Government the M .emorialists solicited
a reconsideration under date the 27th June 1872 for the special reasons a:mongst
numerous others that the 75 acres in question occupy an elevated situation
SR AR, T thereby affording good she-lter to the cattle
in the winter and that their grant to Singayah would be ruinous to the both
parties on various grounds, (Vide Review Petition marked E). But the
Madras Government declined to modify their former order, adding that after
dedueting the 75 acres assigned to Singayah there still s
of land available for common grazing (Vide enclosure F). This is true, and the
Momorialists have indeed no where denied this fact. But all they have been hither-
to and are still contending for with earnestness is that neither the whole nor any
portion of Survey No. 302 should be given up to any body contrary to Mr. Dykes’s
order of 1866 ; and that if the whole or any portion of it be however now resolved
to be made over to others, the whole or that portion must, under the Durkhass
Rules, be made over to the Memorialists whose lands adjoin it, unless they do not
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cattle during the heaVy ¥ 'attempt to give an id = & sented for any land, the vlllage authorities should be referred to
aIns of {hig Year, - & for their remarks om behalf of the village community for or
P 1% Thus aggrigyeq bhie . Mar. . { against the application. .This prf)cedure, had been overlooked
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land, and desired Singayya to apply, ,forrlgr}@ almdy de

 village tank. On this Arzi Mr. Dykes passed the order

: ! ) cultivation of the field, reservi
- would not affect the supply to the tank, and reco
| The Tahsildar also reported that six fields, alr
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- No. 158,
Procaspixas or THE Boarp or Bﬁmm dated 12th January 1871,
Read the following letter from G. VANsAGNEW, Esq

+» Collector of Nellore, to the Acting S‘qn,e-
tary to the Board of Revenue, dated 28th November 1870, No. 3,201:—

- I uave the honour to submit the report salled for by the Board in their endorsement, dated
20th October 1870, on petition No. 3,113, presented by Vidavalur Chennareddi and several other
ryots of Mulumudi in the Nellore Talook. y Hy 5 ! {
2. * During the last Jummahbundy, one Mulumudi Singayya appeared in person before
.m.‘ﬁaster;' and represented that his durkhast for field No. 302, measuring 24852 Acres was
s‘rejécted through the intrigues of the Village authorities. On the enquiry made at the txme, it
was found that Singayya had been applying for the land for four years, and that his applica.gi%s
‘had been rejected on some grounds or other. As the land in question had been included in the
Pasture Farm, let for Fusly 1279 at Rupees 30, Mr. Master passed an order directing the Tahsil hsi dnr
tomake over the land to Singayya from Fusly 1280 on Taram assessment, 5 G

3. The petitioners appeal against this order. ' A precis of their allegations is given
below:— N ! & ‘

1st.—That the land in question has from time i

mmemorial been enjoyed by them ag
pastare land. '

2nd.—That Singayya, though a resident of the village,
3rd.—That in Fusly 1276, Singayya having,
_venience, applied for the land in question, Mr.
No. 394, directing the Tahsildar not to grant
ment, . . : [

i8 in very indigent circumstances,
with a view to put the villagers to ingon-
Dykes issggd an ‘order, dated 13th J uly 1866,
the land until the introduction of the new Bettle-
4th.—~That during the Jammalibundy of Fusly 1278, Mr. Knox also declined to give the
sl 6&@‘1@!&& ‘:*1‘- ho
their application, and gave preference to Vaal BReayys. - % OE L R
; 6th.—That the land in question contains channels feeding the village tank, and that the
grant of it to Singayya will be a source of much jﬂea_rlvggigng§ to the villa, ers at large. 3
7th.—That the petiticners are prepared to pay the assessment, of the past Fusly 1279,
4. Under these circumstances, the peti

tioners request that the puttah may be issued to them
for the current Fusly 1280. '

5. In 1866, the Nellore Tahsildar wrote an Arzi reporting that the above-men

tioned Singayya
- had applied for the land in question, and

e . No.553.3,286, dated 6th July 1866, ‘ requesting orders whether the durkhast might be :
st;oept‘ed. The Tahsildar pointed out at the same time that the land was at a distance of about two.

or three miles from the reserved tracts of the neighbouring villages of Amancherla and Komarapudi,
 and that the village authorities had entered in the Durkhast Memox:andum an objection to the
' grant of the land on the ground that it contained some brashwood and supplying channels of the

: quoted by the petitioners.

and the correspondence marginally noted took place

127

6. Singayya again applied for the land,

Axmw z 55 !g~ B d‘ 4 t. d 30 8“
5 d mmy

m these papers it earg
. 1,043, Sauh July 1 e that the Tahsildar inspected the Tand in ﬁs’on,
Arzi, No, 8 10, dated 8rd September . " ~d
T::e’e d,oﬁo, 1547, G i 0 sﬁgte;t" 1868, and found that there were two supplying chan.
Arzi, No, 1.198-4,6995;6.3&9':1 17th November 1868,

mels.  The Tahsildar was of opinion that the
ng the channels,
d for occupation.
-measaring 145:09
Knox, who conducted the
nd, until the lands already

wmended that it might be detaile
' eady detailed in the village,
Acres were available for cultivation. The Acting Head Assistant, Mr,
Jummahbundy of Fusly 1278, issued an order declining to detail the la,
detailed were occupied, ‘

e




7. On the 23rd February 1870, Mr. Mgster passed the order appealed against, and wrote,
docket, No. 337, informing the Deputy-Director of Revenue Settlement that the land had been
made over to Singayya, and requesting him to:detail it, if necessary. Mr. Rundall in his docket,
- No. 314-68, dated 10th August 1870, intimated the division of the field into twenty-nine sub-
nuinbers, and the same was communicated to the Nellore Tahsildar by an order of the 18th idem,
No. 890. i
8. Singayya is a resident of the village, as admitted by the petitioners. He holds a puttah
for 35 Acres, assessed at Rupees 55. His land does not adjoin that in digpute, whereas two fields
held respectively by two of the Board’s petitioners, do adjoin it. g
9. Priority of durkhast in Fusly 1279 goes for nothing, because, when the villagers objected
to Singayya’s original durkhast in Fusly 1276, Mr. Dykes passed an order, on which the petitioners
were justified in relying, to the effect that, pending the new settlement, the land should be given

up to nobody. It does not appear that Mr. Master was aware of Mr, Dykes’ order when he
" passed that appealed against.

; Excrosues No. 1.—Petition.
f, v

Tae Board are of opinion that Mr. Master’s order. must
order should he enforced, the land in dispute being left
gettlement is introduced.

2. The petitioner will be referred to the Collector.
(A true Copy and Extract.)

be rescinded and that Mr. Dykes’
as village pasture land, till the new

'101097100) 01 palie}

3 (Signed)  J. GROSE,
Acting Secretary.,
-

" o the Aating Collector of Nellore,

Esd. T. Cartledge.
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