


Proceedings of the Madras Goverament, Revenue Department,
5th March 1874.

Read the follgwing papers :(—
No. 74. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 11th Februoary -1874,

No. 280.

. : Read the following letters:—

From . DJLEMAN, Esq., Collector of the Kistna Distriet, to the Fon, W.
HUDLESTON, Chief Seerctary to Government, Revenue Departméht,
Fort Saint George, through the Board of Revenue, Madras, dated Masuli-
27th pg(;@xlxber 1873, No. 1,934.

Pagam,

Ix accordance with the telegram of the Grovernment, under date, 26th Septem-

ber 1873, I sent my Assistant, Mr. MaeCartie, to mect Avul Talugdar Syed Abdul

Mannan, the representative of the Nizam’s Gov ernméhtj:thti\\ﬁiﬁ'ﬁriﬁ‘ﬁ)—s‘eﬁréﬁé

boundaries of the villages claimed as being in the jurisdictiorfi"ér.’»’“ic'lu‘*.\,\Government,

where there was any dispute with neighbouring villages under the jurisdiction of
Her Majesty’s Government.

9. The time chosen was singularly, unfortunate, as the rains are the most

]
unhealthy time of the year in that part of the district ; and as a consequence, both
officers were 8O prostrated with fover that they have been compelled to leave one

.

boundary untouched.

s
>

3. The disputes existed between Paravancha and its *surronnding villages,
Ganugapad and Marepalli, and Gopavaram and Vinagudapa.  »

4. Of these the chief was the first. The Baravancha In'timdars, whd are
Muassulman Fakirs and their genters claimed in all abouf; 7,000 acres of land,
including eighteen topes and some tanks belonging to Nuzisidy the Tukulur Village
tank, the Mokissa village of Rtxmaxmgudem, half Vettigudibad, its tank and tope,
half Ravicherld and- its tanks, and extensive jungle belonging to Yanamadala.

a

“" - e - - - .\‘

5. £ fylser claim never was made; it is plainly so by cvéry map I have in my

office; and the two arbituators having arpived at the decision that the evidence in
: S \

PBehalf of Baravancha was untrue, marked out th= l;fpuudu:'y of the village in accor-

dance (except in very trifling instances, whyte the lﬁavancha ryots had had long

and uninterrupted enjoyment) with the expidence, dbcumentary and oral, of the -

residents of the villages in the jurisdiction of Her Majesty’s Government.

6. The claim of the Fakirs to the tract of land in which the Nuziwid to-pes
are situate was based on a document, bearing the seal and sigunature of the Jate
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Jidar, o the effect that he Would pay them in future Rupees $1,500
instead of Rugees 1,000 for them. This, however, both officers found to be a docu-
m. L PO w1110h the Zemindar had never been a party. It was shown to theni

Peetorily that he used to sign blank papers to be fille® up by the Gumastahs
y=x30 tried to raise money for him, and looking at the fact that the topes clearly
; - ‘DBVGI' belnuged tos Baragancha, they dagided that he would not have put Bis ngme w
e Whether it will stared in a Court of Law is & matter thh A ' 1

- - .

~to su,ch an agreement,

wehiclh they have, as they say, no concern ; the present Zemindar refuses to pay
any thing claimed to be due on it.

7. The line within which (as matters now stand) the Government of Hig * i
Highness-the Nizam has jurisdiction is shown in yellow and red in the PlanNo. L. = 7
* 8. Intheseccond case between Ganugapad and Marepalli; the dxsputcd lapd
1s jungle, though apparently once pamtly cultivated. /‘
9. The line was settled in accordance with the Chekunama or boundary

« account of thgxillage of Marepalli, and the claim_of His Highness the Nizam’s -

sallowed except in the case of asmall pond, Achanna Gun%l whieli has
cided to belong to Ganugapad.

\

R

10. This claim was apparently based on a forgery made in the Ganugapad
Chekunama. Achanna Gunta, one of their real land marks, was algered to Appanna
Gunta, a pond well, outside then' boundary. Plan No ‘?ﬁ.uMundary as
now laid down.

11 Thethird bon :*darv dispute is also a simple one and if Governmeﬁf‘

approve it, may ked out in Mareh next by the Asmstant Collector and any :
officer of eﬁ rany whom the Government of His Highness the Nizam may
see fit to appoint. ‘

— .y
- -

o %

12. There will be no fever there then ; and if the 1st March be agreed upon
as the day of meeting, it can be settled inea very short time,

. 13. I enclose a copy of Mr. MacCartie’s report on the Baravancha boundary, X
whicht has been very carefully and well drawn up by him, and copies and transla- ,
tions of the decisions, with Plans Nos. 1 and 2 (sent soparately) explanatory of them, ‘

.

. -Excrosure No. 1,

From «C, F, MACCART[E Esq., Assistant Collector, to G. D. LEMAN, Esq., Collector of the a
Kistna Dmi\ct dated Masulipatam, 12th November 1873, No. 126. ‘

I nave the honour to ryﬂport that the Boundary dispute between Barava.ngha?uhe. s

L4

British viilages was settled on thie 22nd ultimo by His Highness the Nizam's rdfmesentative and
myself. . :

2. The extensive ngture of the dispute will be seen from the gnnexed pla.rN‘ of w‘t}_ich the
outer line shews the boundary of the claim now set up by the Baravancha Jaghired h

* 3. It may be roughly deseribed §s ranning from a hill named Yingana Guttu. south-west of
Nuzivid, where no boundary mark w to the extreme south easter‘p point of the v:llage of f
Nuzivid, where a small stene was
mark, and by the Nuzivid people ‘
an unmarked point two-miles down on the Perikeed road, whére it turned due east, and passing - |
the bund of the Tukulur Tank, ran right througl the village of Vettigudipad, and thence south-
gvest by a stone said by the claimants to be a tri-junction for Baravancha, Vettizudipad and Ravi- !
v |

e | "W

w3,
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the line pnsses through the v1llage and tanks Qf Ravrcherla, thence by 8. Mn!asas&n&m

X ‘of bills back to the starting pom'é _
st 48 v 4 Wmhm bhm Itne m‘nalu&ed e;ghteen -valumb]

3 ‘vxllage of Ravicherla together wn.h its. tanks antl the land betwean 53 an"' Bﬁr l
i L ¥ith a cons:derab]e tract of hill and ]ungle hnherto conaxdered to?;eltmg to Yanama i

X Bt documentary 6v1dence oﬂ'ered in suppors 7 L A
"6. Taking the latter first, it will be found thatsthe only two doeumeﬁta of impoﬂancaﬁn
x the Baravancha side and on which they njainly depend, are, No. 3, an. ﬁndated Chekunama shows
: ing the boundaries of Baravancha with regard to the contxguous vmllages, and No. 6 which
. purports to be a‘document, dated June ﬁnd, 1857, executed by Sothanadri Apparac Pahadur, tha )
late Zemindar, //nd bearing his seal and signature in fayour of Syed Khizur Padshah K‘ha‘lén an

Syed Lal Padsﬁah Khadberi, Pirzadas, i in which after reciting that he had hitherto been Ve ahe

hab:t of paymg an annual sum of Rupees 1,600 to the Jagharedars on acoount of gardcns in ﬁheu‘

accordmg to its iaffmé The 'fmr pirt uf tha ;la{m
not extend beyomf m léﬁle{noh‘toi‘ﬁw benndaby .}mpu“, %

wy e}

sist on_the dmputyd land betw‘een Vew i
Baravancha Plrzadl. mﬂ th;b any Muc‘h

retnmed

24 s;md gmtedby Bagah Am

e P A TR

e

: , oonﬁrming tl’c*u e-;\p‘ t gf -céllecﬁng'nuped .1 for W

" ' vxllkge, to be
i ZA. Six
/ cbllechqn\gf it a,nd' gﬁlmﬁioﬂ in Bsrxvanchq,.
| were cultivated by each pargon that paid sist, there pn
enltivation was thbm ﬁ;o ﬁmits of Barulmoha oi' m; i
Jaghlmdnrs. - - £ ey Dt
4 A. Three agre
Baravancha by cermn Bmmd ullagm m
s  Jand mentioned in me‘papﬁra sppmdﬂ on i
‘  petween Nuzivid a.nﬂ Bamtha, and the we'nibi tic

under Bmvancﬁﬂ- SPUEE WY
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This being all tlee documentary evidence produced, we next came to their oral evidence.,

-~ Eleven witnessgs in all were examined; eight, when the Baravancha case was originally heard, u‘n‘
_ « three subséqupitly, as explained above; the evidence of the latter refers solely to Ramnmgud&u“
L o village, . 2 ‘ ;

¢ -

9. With the exception of the seventh, a Fakir, who was not asked the question, the other

' witnesses described the Baravancha boundarygas pointed out to us with little variation®; the glibw
" mess with which they did so was remarkable > all began at the same point ; and the impression
. Jeft vas that they had got it up for the occasion, They agreed in stating. that all the land.
TWithin the limits they gave, originally belonged to Baravancha, but they varied very considerably

when questioned as to how long the Jaghiredar's possession of the disputed land had remained it
abeyance. The first and third witnesses said that the disputed topes, and land south and west of ¢

Nuzivid were in the Zemindar’s < possession for the last §f ty or sisty years, while the second and
fourth declared that the Jaghiredars en

Fifth witness said the Zemindar's posse
the Curnam No. 7, put seventeen yea

joyed thgm till three and sixteen years ago tespoctively.
ssion of the disputed tract dates back only two years, while
rs as the period of the Zemindar’s enjoyment. All were
unanimoas in saying that the proper name of Ramanaguilem is Oulia Nagur, and that it was built
« by the Jaghiredar Oulia Khader, in partnership with the then Mokassadar of the fillage; but here
again the{re are important variations, No. 1 said the Ramanagudem eultivation %'s under Bara-
vancha &ill three years ago. . No. 8 snid Baravancha received the sist till 14st yehr, while No. 4
gave fifteen years ago as the period at which the Baravancha enjoyment of that village ceased.

No. 7, the Curnam, confined himself  to saying Ramanagulem was built only ten years ago, and
that it belongs to Baravancha.

: Ly, g R
10. 'With respect to Vettizudipad, the witnesses claimed the hamlets, tope, and half the
) vil{ag’e and tgnk, for Bgravancha with the cultivated land. As to the former, they allowed that
. the possession had bien loug with Vettigudipad villagers who had also cultivated the latter by
. foree for the last three years, 5
11, As ,ﬂo'll‘a\‘;}chﬁla, all allowed that Baravanch
years, with the exception of a belt of cultivation b
¢ha and the same may be said of Yanamadala village where Baravancha had long cultivated a
sli.p of land between Gurrupu Guttu and Nalla Guttu. The evidence of the three gupplemental
witnesses, Parinhs and residents of Baravancha, concernse Ramanagudem alone, and ocotlsiﬁtﬂ
b werely in the statement that the village was really called Oulia Nagur, and that they cultivated

| there, and paid sist to the J aghiredars till some years ago, ' ;

; 12. The Tth witness is a. Fakir, who stated that a Tukia
a bit of land were given to his

a had had no possession for the last thirty
ordering the Kondamgunta, hamlet of Bravan-

on the Perikeed road, a well and

B : great grandfather by the then Jaghiredar, and that close to where
1t st00d (it has now disappeared) are some Mussulman graves. The Baravancha Curnam denied all

know;%dgf o? Ehe Tukia, though it is said to have been granted by the Jaghiredars within the
presetit Nuzivid boundary, and the Nuzivid people said it had been granted by a late Zemindar.

The d :
1¢ document 2 A. profide the Zemindar allows the Baravancha

S it d on Baravanchg side, in which
akirs the right of levymg¥ small fee ou his villages for its support, seems to faygur the view thab

he was the original grantor

13. »‘With reforence tob.ue deed for Rupees 1,590
-ﬁ.ftqen. years ago by the Mite Zeinindar, all thes; wib,n
time; but No. 2, 4 former servant, of the Jaghiredar
ctate they werdpresent gt 1ts exconon, :
three witnesses distinetly state thas t
the kbut, and that the other wit
impossible Ly erelit any of them
earshot when the deed was read o
Joghivedars returning to theip village
their trada is to beg round the coy

¢

alleged to have been given N thed a‘g-,hiradar:
e33es say they<heard of its eMecutivg, at the
No. 6, the Fakir, and N 0.4, the Curnam, also
No. €saw the Zeminddr sign the doeument, yet all
o > - vent alone with the Jaghiredars, now dead, to reccive
o968 worekot thete, 'In- thefade of sudh oontradiotion 16is
Wxt_uesseq, Nos. 3, 4 and 5 say thoy happened to be within
3 i? Baravancha fiftoch years ago, and No. 5 has seen th
with money now and then, which is very possible, seeing that
niry side. *I now go on +to consider the eyvidence, oral and
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ziteen adducel on behalf of N uzivid, till after which, it will be better to P““Po“‘ ﬂ“ d’“‘mj"‘ i

the Baravancha testimony. BT A 7 T i o T
1 14, EBuvidence on b.e.half of Nuzivid.—The following are the most lmp A

» .
in additi itten answer, plan, and list of topes:—
idence filed in addition to written answer, plan, anc HiSh 07 OPFH 2 S
docu‘?l?)mar%::;ve documents to prove that to such documents as. the Rupees 1,500 bond,
Ze‘mindaf affxed a square seal, whereas in the‘pxaﬁnt case, a round ¢

ne s ysed.
(2). Twelve Diaries from 1842 to 1863efor examination to shew that'lﬁey e

ysed,
of the Rupees 1,500 bond, alleged to have been executed by the Zemindar.

(3), (4) and (5). Judgments of Munsifs and Appellate Courts ‘reiec%ing, mm

) inst the Zemindar as forgeries. . P T o RSP
A i _z:é)casx;;i:f;?to prove that the Zemindar did not return to Nuzivid from Wa’“ i

fter date of alleged bond. el L R
}857’(7‘;;1? "dgz:m: l'of Zewindar's Hullums, eic., to prove t‘b"t-»‘th‘toughqnﬁ'mz"mi‘gm Tk

sy oy o
VarplL i
L S A

ngne::l thl:lblsl;e m]kgegging e e A e fmpl Jaghmddvmf in (noner ifzzjh‘f; :ht;h -
o 0( d)' d mentioned.. Village accounts produced by Cmnmmg'from-F?; i V:t ‘o’l-" Nuzmd ;.’.,

R“I:“ 1-{5063::“0“81] ag random, to shew that the land claimed by B“a"”m‘—"r gions T ks IR
ST | . r years. : e
e indar’s possession for many ¥ TRHE . 1850,
i b::(?)'m ‘.t[g:;'e;;:ememu produced before Deputy-Collector 1 F&?h 12.69 ‘ (A D.18 ) “\

Al & e -y & In&m' 195 - [ J

o Malleswara Swami's temple : |

% D(ulrlg 3. Do, for Bondili Hemraz's Pefwgll N‘l"-
% ’ ; I - ol . y: 19‘ w No. ; ‘
12) athd 113). Title-deeds NO. AR % y 2 % |
b v: In)am?bothof w"ﬁiym within the part claimed *?FP?‘“F‘;“ I
e (14, Dowle for Fasli 1240 (A. D. 1830) containing nemes “»’M
various Service Tnatns in the claimed part, some of whoid, S8peciaTy
ossession ; of others, their sons. e o La% o

120 granted by Coﬁmiapionar for the 1{

!ﬁfw"ﬁ tp- the lahd

e L L
Y o
Z e .

PR ST

: m. (15) Do. for r..hmﬂ (A D 31
Inams situated in the disputed part between fur

the disputed part th:;b";@f_
(47). Do. for Fulil
among many other names, 1f APPEATs F4E T

(16). Do. for Fasli

is lﬁl‘# in, W“e“ion' ' iy .
~ (18). Do. for Fasli

(A. D. 1866).

,, Nuzivid and, Emﬂ:!
whieh Ry R A o T e e
{b’t ﬁ?’?ﬁ? possession, "and it was to ‘“"bg‘h ”
v awsaante gakn. - OF et iasss (07 Fov
ve holdors of Inams, granied for_service by former
Nasivid. Some were of great ago, especially Nos.

butpsci Besvraseily

__td for fifty or sixty years. Witnesses
i;: g?:t:«fgu ve{uﬁm-ﬁ!ﬂ}f!m homm%:;fw :
upiy yoolt s THRING hre WERE BN

., 57 o
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16, To support the fact of cultivation by these witnesses, a list of cowle and khut holde
m the Zemm&iam in which their names were entered wag put in, likewise a ledger for Fasli 128
oont&unng entries of payment of sist by them and an Estimation Accoant for Fasli 1236, A. D..

1826 when the Estate was under the Court of Wards, containing *names of Inamdars and
eri-holders cnrmmudmg with those in accounts already filed.

23S Dawle for Basli 1254 is an importaWt one, as in that the boundaries of Nuzivid gre
. gwon on the north the Angeneyula or Hanumanthwni Gudi (temple) ; and on the south a line
Ll frgm Bhsaevarazu Mallayya Road near the tamarind tree to Gurrupu Guttu, .

18. Ramawaoupum,—In this case the Jaghiredars claimed the whole village together with
the béﬂ)ea, seri-land, and a large tank, considered till mow to belong to the village of Tukulur,
oaMed Moduia, or Tukulur Cheroodoo. They had no documentary evidence in support of their
~ claim, and they contented themselves with simply asserting that Ramanagudem had never existed
- atall, W that twenty-five years ago, the Mokassaddr in partnership with fone of the J aghiredau'
e b\lﬂﬂs the present village in Baravancha landeand called it Oulia Nagur ; it is also asserted that
~ the topes were planted by the same persons. .

19. The mtuesaes who were examined on the J. a.ghu-eda; 8 behalf, mostly repeat.ed this sl:ory H
~ the Ist saying, that tlxe village and topes had been in the possession of «Baravancha till last year.

The Curnam, No. 7, also added that the large tank abovementioned had been Lons W hy the
‘ )nmb-agemy alluded to, while the last three witnesses examined on béhalf 0! qp{i
e civatm of that village said that they had cultivated under Baravanoha m thi
ihe flwﬁ of ananqguﬂem. '

”

._‘,_{ 1

‘ hbe a;nnexed pl:m, prodnced the followxng documentary evxdeiwe "-—‘ 0 F
¢4 A s&nad ﬁ&armd 4, D 1787 granted by the N umnd Zemlndar of hhe day, oonbmmng

Ganna.vara.m Tahsxlzlar for bhe purpose of ahawmg f,ha.t the village k&d afwaysbﬁmim
Ramanagudem by tha British authorities and that it had long been undes
Mokassadar’s family. Many of theso accounts relate to onlmgtw “'hnder tha tw
tanks of Mulla Neellakunta and Ttrumalaya.knnﬂa., which tanks are on the Ra
 and the earhast of thm_ is one dated 1803. Their authantxexty indisp
 Gouslusivcly prove th 2l e'culnvw&ion at those points was nudwlhmnag
it fs difficult t attach muci belief to the Baravancha story,
0L %Mmaqﬁu said I:e had been in possession twenty-five ye
JH& rebmolf.ihg Yﬁlhge Ewo sby-five years ago on his own land, and also pls
~ but not the alﬁm‘a trees, wb'nhare one hundred yearsold. He utt rly der
the Jaghiredars in Ramanag  dem land, and said the present dispute with -
~old. Twelve other witnesses fere examined in his support, of w!wm any
under the Mokassadar for thirt) or forty years, and knew 1o otk mmﬁ 3
'fdemce land elose to the vill{/% and tank, which badﬂwn in his-
grandfather 8 time, who got /4 from the then Mokassadar, - -
22.  Eleven years ago, when a land dispute occurred betwee:
and Vettigudipad, the Sub~Ma.gxstrabe‘qf Gol]apa.llyé was sent up h%’qmp
tor. He took deposmons from four persons, and these have been -
three of ‘the deponents are dead, and the fourth who was the Vi n M
then, has remove«* "9 a distant place. All these persons describe. M i
now g‘f:’; uy “the okassada,r and I consider their emdenw to : : :
_ to the Mokassadar in his present struggle with Baravancha. Th
a8 azainst the village of Vettngudxpa.d and, r.hbrefore, tell tmﬁ vgl' ,




# A

. Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
' Sth March 1874.

oY

T h"'

e P
_ thé village of which the site is entered in the account, as also are two tanks. The Cnrnamf

‘stated tLat the topes were planted before his time, and that the Zemindar's house was built thirty -

_ years agh. He produced ten duiles from Fasli 1212 (A. D. 1802) to Fasli 1272 (A. D, 1862).

all showing that the cultivation in the p*rt now claimed by Baravanchfl had always been under

Ravicherla. The Aqeount for Fasli 1212 SW that one Velli Velli cultivated under Guravanna
Cheraovoo now claimed by Baravancha, and B

relations gave evidence that the land i8 still in

- .t‘héif‘ possession. So also th Account for Fasli 1240,shows that Velli Velli Ramayya cultivated
o= under Velli Vellivarus’ tank (also claimed) and he was himself called to prove that he was still in

< S . s . F, <
possession. A list of tanks is given in dowle for Fasli 1266, of which three are claimed by
Baravancha, 2

26. Seven other witnesses were examined. First was the Munsif, who said the present
claim had never been made till iow, when a representative of the Nizam’s Government had cone.
He held an Inam with his three brothers in the part now claimed near Bodi Guttu since hig
ancestors’ time. Second witness’ name is mentioned in dowle of Fasli 1240. He produced a
title-deed for the land mentioned by last witness from Inam Commissioner, dated 1866. He stated

that he had cultivated for eighty years, and never had heard of the Baravancha claim till now. Of

the other five witnesses’ it is enough to say that they all swore they held, Jand within the disputed
part under Ravieherla, and that they never heard of the Baravancha claim before ; all agreed that
the Raravancha people had encroached a slip of land along the Kondam Gunfa andl Ravicherla
boundary, about 8 Cutties, and also thatit had been under their cultivation for forty years. With
regard to the village, the witnesses stated that it eonsists of the old part and a hamlet, the old part
being one-hundred years old and the hamlet about thirty. All agreed that the Fort claimed now
by Baravancha was built in the old village, i ey

27. This is a formidable body of evidence to repel the Baravancha claim, and I do not
consider that they have succeeded in establishing their right to anything further than the land
they now cultivate ondhe boundary between their hamlet Kondam Gunta and Ravicherla ;: and

this I was quite willing"t¢* make over to them on the principle that long possession should always
be respected.

i

| to Vemu Guttu, the Jaghiredars included a considerable tract of hill and jungle belonging to this
village, but as theve was very little cultivation here, they gave o evidence to prove it, beyond the

{Fact that on the present boundary line between Baravancha and this village in the open ground

!between Nulla Guttn and Gurrupu Guttu, a few Cutties of land have been enltivated by the

Baravancha people Tor-forty years ; this is admitted by Yanamadala people, who assert that it is an
encroachment and it appea/sto be such.

l, 28. Yenamadala is the last village concerned. In showing their line from Lingana Guttu

S . ~» 4
29. Within the par{ claimed by Baravancha is a small tank called Re Gunta an:1 the
Curnam produced four doyles from Fasli 1254 :

cuitivate‘:l there under Yau/wadala,
cultivate. under this tank. ‘

8. This Curnam stabedhat a dispute occurred in 1856 between his village and Fedra
which was gettled by the late Zemindar of Nuzivid who g :

A . / laid dpwn the north-western boundary.
The stones are still in existcyTe and the paper was sizned by those concerned on both sides, him-
gelf included, On behalf of Eedra, the Zemindar's de :
by the principal villagers of Eedra and Yanamadala was produced, showing that he fixed the
boandary of these two villages to be a line betweed Nulla Guttn an’d‘"Vira.mallu Gugtu which is
within the lige now claimed by Baravancha. It is said that the questiop was before the late
Zet.nindarA for two or three years during which time the Jaghiredars did not onee advance their
claim. This strengthens the suspicion already raised by their similar conduct with regard to th

dispute bétween Ramanagudem and Vettigudip . -

: ! . ad, and leads to the conviction that they hava made
their present. extensive claim only because a Nizam's Officer has taken the trouble to come so far

: (A.D. 1844) giving the names of persons who had
Four other witnesses were examined, of whom three had

o

&

el

cision signed and sealed by himself and also

oy
-

=

I e

>

poA——

—
-
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A ’possession, though they maz originally have got it unfairly or? R o ; 1 ¢ =
¢ evidencefidduced on both sides, its
ity that attaches to it, especially as regards

. and that he wsed to entrust such blank forms
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Pdo not think that the Jaghiredars are entitled to anything more ol.lt of this villé“: ¥
_ultivation on the boundary which should now be confirmed to W it ‘has been so_lon;
10lence.

31. Having thus noticed the principal ieatures. pf,, _
relative value remains to be considered, and the cred
the case between Baravancha and Nuzivid. ; -

32. As pointed out above, the only twe pieces of documentary ejv'idehﬁe of any vslueo.pn th@ "" i
Baravancha side are (1) the Chekunama or description of Timits ; (2)" the deed for Rupees 1,500 ey

alloged to have been executed by the then Zomindar in favour of the Jaghiredars. The Chekunama

purported to be ancient, though bearing no date, and the signatures to it cannot now be vefified. * *-

One Naraswara who, they say, was Zemindar of that day appears never to have existed, as his name
is not to be found in the genealogical tree. The boundaries given for the most part are merely

tatineui ey land)—** a line of bushes "'—** stony ground,”’
Cindiatinguishable marks, such as Masara (grey : F'bashe :
1?323 mz::g it is impossible by the utmost ingenuity to make it fit the line indicated by the claimants,

When showing their boundary, the Jaghjredars assured us that the line they pointed out was strictly
in accordance with that laid down in the Chekunama, but such was by no }neat‘xs the vcax?e. The
;'ne assed throngh a number of hills, yet none of their names were given *nof was the village ?f
‘;ett‘i)gudipad mentioned in it. Such being the case, I consider it to be utterly worthless as a
f scafblishi.ng the case set up. . : L4
me&n;:xtecoﬁes the bond for Rupees 1,500, dated 9nd June, 1857, bearing the late Zewmiudar's
i i i follows ‘
ture : the translation of which runs as | v
5‘8““‘“‘“'W6 have already oxecuted a document to pay you Rupees 1,000 per annum for ga.rdener;nd
pastura‘.ge\aiﬁ)ibé-ibnd of your Jaghire; now when Wwe asked for more land south of that garden,

. ‘ ‘ Rupees 1,500 per annum,
“you have required us to take back the former document and to pay lup o posas

iek ed to pay.”’ i : o b
'hld;s"" mx‘;: Nuzivid party admit the authenticity of the seal and signature, they urge

ory strongly that the contents of the paper are fabricated, the blank f"_'m ready Ei‘g!iéd»' m;l'!
:eged having been abstracted, and the written matter subsequently filled in. The plain sense ot -

the deed is that both documents were made by the late ??migdar: but ifl ;“dz?flth :}l a:hﬁ
that the Rupees 1,000 document was executed by an gnexe?tf Zefn@dﬂ ’mb-av::" n that the topes
war's'ancestors. This was evidently for the p'ﬂrpm of “?""P &llfls& A
about Nuzivid were planted long before the blf"h e e ?rths Curn m of Bar&ﬁnch; ;
.. In support of the doounnt, thro witnesses, oneof whom iy 43 Curuam of Basetasche,
asgorted that they were present at its execution, but th?y GOHtTﬂdéi‘fed f:"hi"é “;ae = ,?;1: 7
positively asserting that himself alone was present W“‘.h the Fakirs, } :& W
believ; : v;m(lﬁih:(ya:fa;g'the document, the Nuzivid authorities produce’ tht Zemindar's Register
Esg. boIc:k folx)' 1857, in which letters and such bonds, etc., wﬁﬂef:.to hs.vg‘ been correctly
i I tains no trace of the document, nor were there marks of f}};ges"aom out or of s s
emmd' tclo [;00 document bears date, June 2nd, 1857, and, ‘?;g:‘dd.j%megts are preauu.(bd to be
The Rugees t];e iy Ty Bkt date, we musb suppose it was executed by the Z.emmdm' thg:!ia’y :
:1::‘.0:;: di(;:y of his doings shows tk 2t he did not return to Nusivid-rom Weyur till June 3rd, 2657

Evidence was given that

aring the year 1857 the Zemindar invariably signed with blue ink, and

g s T - d

d ; brought up, in which every signature throughout the year &n
an enormous filo for that year Y78 uipen“ was given of the late Zemindar’s careless habits,
A ;

especially Juae Was made with i the Tanadars and others for the purpose of raigin}

i i ; is writers algo were allowed to retain
: , and it was satisfactorily proved that his wr} :
g fmm’ th:ﬁg: :oseesslon. Such foolish carclessness on the part of ?he la.te Zemmdf“- may.
such fof@s mn 2 s to be true, but there is absolutely no doubt about 1t, an is very plain ‘from‘
p:t'h;p?!%:“ oifﬂi:ro Civil cases produced from the vacord of the Masulipatam Smill Cause
the Judgm . ) e :

Court. ' A

“ . ]
P -
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. . g ] . . -
L SRR §6: ; u;s on,‘t_hese was an Original Suit, No. 14, 1869, against the present Zemindaw
;:,vl‘ju V}q, 0T tha Ionarery o_f_a sum of money said to be due to plaintiff on a Hami or guarantee
‘J~ fuis, fpwicy to have been eNauted by defendaut’s father, the late Zemindar
{ alleged that Yhe writing Nee fabrio: , :
. d- & Writing W abricaNg_on a blank Hami, ready sifned and sealed precisely
- x; asa;r.te now with rega¥®d . o the RulNgs 1,500 bond. In support of this plea, defendant
¥y .p;'lo !;lc'ethqurt ﬁf::fen bt":nk Hamis andMWye blank stamp papers Teady signed and sealed,
e g “{1:— can}e gror‘n the custbdy of the Tanadars and other ministerial officers. To quote the
=l 'ﬂ:‘l: i a'use ue g;: Shwords--T“In 18 not surprising that 1st defendant should hesitate to credit
b]ani t:xmeness't;1 t' e Ha.ml‘sued upon, as he has discovered and filed several blank Iimis and
olank stamps with his father’s seal and signature attached, and onl i igee’
and the consideration to be entered.” : L e e
e entered.”” Then, after considering the presumption that the consi-

deration is .vahd, when the geal and signature are admitted, he decides as foll i—"* After a
most attentive consideration, I have no doubt that the a.m,m t ent d SR i
pames and dates were subsequent fabricati Sy
late Zemindar’s gervants, who

23 \\’,

oh, | ORI

ag consideratibn, and the
ons of the plaintiff with the connivance and aid of the

are all at variance with the present Zemindar, by meaus of the
o through the careless habitd of their la

< 87. A considera} el ‘
< Tt consxfie-:aule amou-nt of suspicion is excited against this Rupees 1,500 bond by the
Secflsxlgn Jjust mentxone_d, but this suspicion is considerably deepened . ) .
ﬁl“e‘t(;f i fﬁg;i:jg} Is’lf;“;t Munsif’s Court, Bezwada, and to Appeal Suit Not 6, 1573, on  the
of land said to bepwronalr S IP this case the present Zemindar sought to recover 14 Cutties
i 3 E1Y 1n possession of defendants, who are Mokassadars of Bapalapad, and
g whom the name of the present Curnam of Baravancha appears as 2nd defendant ’
38. In their defence, defenda Rl : "
{ » defendants produced . : A Sl m=
gaid 1ad uader the Jate Zeminiaste Siop a hukum confirming them in Tossemsion of the

gnature and seal. The venuj i
g i en 3
the same ground a5 in the other case, a vtk icdr g

Mt et nd both the Munsif and :
.. Dhesitation, t} ke : ¥ iWand Appellate Court agreed, without
tion ; the, g;:;f:s O;'It;:?ld ;’g’_“’:ml‘e being authentie, the writing contained in itgwns a fabrica-
remarks—*“ On compari;:c tzcm}:mk seem very clear from the record. The Appellate Court
3 ¢ hukum  prod . :
bukums' signed and sealed by the late Zemf oduced by defendants with the large number of

warks of suspicion pointed out by Munsif, l:}(li: v and the Entry book, together with the internal
\ , there :
ment is a forgery. The Tiper it flre appears not the smallest doubt that the docu-

o, t frome tha i 1
date, the writing is different, and the ink of the I:tet;:;izf;i:;: :;Z:mltzsx:e(ilsb:{:: ili;'?:fe:t&f‘ llt: |
tl_xe Curnam, and the Hindu Renter of Baravancha,
dispute, the Fakirs being mere puppets, and that
.40 & certain extent, from the custody of a man against
13 given utterance to a forged document under circum-
this suspicion is much increased by the evidence of
alter the death of his father, 8 writer in Zemindar's
h a blank paper, signed and sealed by the Zeminday,

b the? l?a.ravancha Chrnam being a relation of his, had
administered the estate.

by a reference to Original

stances very similar tosthe present case, and
. ¥ Iy | ! :

thn.ess No. 46 for Nugivid who stated that,

8ervice seven years ago,®h

mself saw sue
4mong

2 father’s papers 5 he added tha

. on to all these faots, the Rupees 1,500 document is *
y @peaking, be inadmissible. It jg unattested, which is very

Were very neatly written ; the h n‘do_or, .w.herea.s all the other documents produced by the Zemindar .
or before or after it : and,la. t] Wt-writing does not resemble that of any ogher paver dated 1857,
N B to"be otsi {, the writing towards the end appears cramped, leaving th e impres-
fsther's sBrving 15 e gd n g a given space_. Such of the Zemindar's writers as weig in his
« does not specify for wh » deny that the hand-writing is that of any writer employed then. The deed
: J 1or what topes Rupees 1,000 were paid or for what Rupe;s 1,500 were agreed to

unstamped and thus would, strict
gwange, The caligraphy is very p

The ‘leferdart N _
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. “were Bled an{l sworn to by maay old and apparently respecta “person

l’rocee(:ling: of the Madras Government, Reyenue Depa
. 5th March 1874. i

one-hungeed years' old, together with a list of ancient tanks, all w

39. Thesc units of suspicion do not amount to mug’¥if taken sil
form an aggregate of suspicion that completely over «helms the B

, 4faficha, bond which,
considering every thing pro and con, I determine to reject as a forgery. he Ch :

said,’is utterly useless, and therefore the claimants have not a leg to st { :
being uusupported by any documentary ovidence. The only thing in their favour are the three

Kaboolyats recently given to the Renter by inhabitants of Nuzivid ; and this, as before said, oxly--

oroves that the cultivation of the actual boundary line has been carried on sometimes unte”

* Nuzivid and sometimes under Baravancha, one of the fields concerned, being half in Nuzivid and

half in Baravaricha. A v "

/, but they seem to me to

¢ Chekunama, as befors

a.n* on, their oral evid?nce A

40. The Talugdar was at first inclined to believe the Baravancha Khut, and his proposal'was

\tﬁat, as long possession had secured the topes, Inams, and tanks to the Zemindar, they should not
be interfered with, but that vacant Ianil corresponding to the area occupiet} by them should be
made over to the Jaghiredars elsewhere. [ pointed out how very strong the suspicions against the
deed we.re. and he ultimately concurred with me in considering it a forgery.

41. ‘The conclusion arrived at was, that the claim to Nuzivid should be thrown out, but that
as the Jaghiredars have shown amore or less disputed possession of the cultivation immediately on
the Nuzivid side of the boundary, we resolved to confirm them in possession of qstrip of land
it 100 yardg, broad from, Gurrupu Guttn to the Koodali between Rawanagudem, Nuzivid and

- faravancha, E's“t?ﬁdwn in the map herewith, ; :
492, The evidence against Bamanagudem' consisted only in the statements of the Jaghiredars

that the village had been built on their land, together with the assertion of a few Pariahs, resi “dg"“n"i‘t. o '

of Baravancha, and dependants of the Jaghiredars, that they had cultivated Rain;magudgmmg

under Baravancha many years ago. ; s
43. On the part of Ramanagudem, old accounts were produced showing that the village

WS

A

had long been in the Mokassadar's possession. There is an intelligible Chekunams, giviﬁg e K"»""

»“ohoundaries, as they now stand, which is not dispted ; and lastly, there are the four Kyfeats,

made cleven years ago, describing the boundaries as laid down in the Chekunama during an enquiry

into the Ramanagudem and Vettigndipad dispute, at which time the Baravancha people remained ‘.
perfectly silent as to their claims against both villages, though an officer deputed to inquire was

on the spot.  Under these circumstances, the Talugdar agreed with me that the B‘mﬂaﬁudem
boundary as regards Baravancha should remain 2s it is at present. AT

44, As to Vettigudipad, it was clear, from the documentary and oral evidence noticed above,
as against the mere assertions of the Jaghiredars, that the village with its tank, tope, andthe
disputed land, had long been in the Mokas'sadp.r’s possession and that, therefdre, the J aghire;ian
had failed to make good their claim ; *but as it appears from the inguiry that it was decided by
the late Zemindar of Nuzivid some twelve years ago in a land dispute bebween this village ard
Baravancha, that 'the Jaghiredars were entitled to what they then claimed, viz., seventy acres
wost of the tank called Nulla Neellakunta, it was resolved to confirm them in possession of thas

thoagh the Zemindar’s decisionshas remained in abeyance ever since, It may he ~e be noted that in

that dispute the Jaghiredars claimed only the field west of Nulla Neellakunta, aitd not the village
. = e e

and tank as now. \

" 45, The evidence on both sides rospecting the villages of Ravicherla and Yanamadala

having been commented ‘on above, it is unnecessary to say more than that the Baravancha claim to
these two vill;‘}ées was rejected on the ground that they hs.ye shown absolutely o evidence, as
coapared wi'h the strong oral and documentary evidence produced on behalf of both villages, and

also taking Yato consideration the fact that they set up no claim to Yanamadala in 1856 when

_the Zemindar arbitrated between that village and Eedra. T'E_li_lgqq now cultivated by Baravancha
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by, ot
i \“’:f “of the boundary, where it marches with that of Kondamgunta, hamlet of

, has been i} 7

‘decision with respect to aWi

- | frontier of Baravancha i@l Yanamadala b

46. The whofe langffwhich we have thu
ing,¥to about 400 acres,

47. To prevent further dig
"= vafied a ring fence of stones, and

een the Gurrapu Guttu and Nulla Guttu hills. k
8 made over to Baravancha amounts, roughly fpeak-

I

- a be
putes, we marked out the Baravancha boundary by Whﬂb' m year
ingeribed each with a sun and moon mark and the Christian y

Wi decide that the bound

ary of the village of Baravancha shall bo laidalown.as follows i—
2. From the Mulasasana

m Now existing between Yedula Bodu and Gurrupu Guttu, whieh
18 the tri-junction stone between the 'villnges of Nuzivid, Yanamadala and Baravancha, ea,fst to :
line stone marked with sun and moon that we place in the south fence of the Zemindar Hi‘f
garden, marking the line by a stone half way between it and the GurMseu Qmu’.ﬂ,cn&@m,g

- . a
along the said fence to g line stone at the end of the fonce, thence to a new Mulasasanam on o
vurth-west side of Chintaswami’s field, thence

o s south-east to the old Mulasasanam, between N uzivid,
Ve el *™ Baravancha, amlgamanagudem; thence gouth by a line stone half way to sife of the Mool?easanazl
pointed out as bafween Vettigudipad, Baravanchy and Ramanagudem, where we put a line sto? g
thence to a new Mulasasanam south-east of the above line stone, thence south-west by a new hnz
stone to the Mulasasanam, between Baravancha, Ravicherla, and Vettigudipad, thence Bout.h-we;
¥ s ~22d then west by a live of six line stones, along Kondamgunta, hamlet of Baravancha, and includ-
ing the land now cultivated by Baravancha i dla
1 Guttu, From thig Mulasasanam the Baravancha, boundary® shall run along the top of the Nu d
Guttu to Yedula Bodu and thence to the abovementioned Mulasasanam between Yedula Bodu &0
Gurrupu Guttu. Thig line is to include the present Baravancha cultivation in the plain betw?ez
Guragamalli Tippa and Yeduw Body within the Yanamadala boundary as indicated by the I
\ which is marked by two Jine stones.

Caxr Nuzivip, o

(Signed) C. F. MacCARTIE,
22nd October 1873, Assistant Collector.
Signed in Petgian, :
T SYED ABDUL MANNAN, .
Talugdar Aval, Zille Veligandal Simpt Shumali.
< r (True Capy.) |
(Signed) C.F. MacCARTIE,
o Assistant Collector?
(Trug Copy.)
5 : . (Signed)  G. D° LEMAN,
n Collector.*
Excrosore No. 3, b .

DECISION,

.iund Ganugapad consigts merely in a tx& of Junglz
named Appanna Gunta to the north an

lla
u Ravicherla up to the Mulasasanam on west of Nulls

o
n of the latter village for forty years; and ace } :;%
riety of confirming them i possession, agfwas asosem
] CW\ltivation, amounting to about 10 Cuttiesfon the pre

¢
AN (ki
in felugu ; the difference, between which, and the dotted inner line, indicates the land we bhav
made over to Baravancha, §
(True Copy.) 3
(Signed) G. D. LEMAN, {
- Collector.
-
. Excrosure No. 2,
; DECISION, . S

G

% &
o
&
.
LB
-
o >
% -
S
LY
.
[ W -
b

it .. apeped - Be O
; ing trees and ant-hills that have now dlsappeare 2 _,_c:«,_; al f; : :0 o béén"'altexfed
A 11“'g ; ppanna. It #ppears tohave originally beeng¢hanna Fifia, & hgy :
spellin &JA\ :

A F Ay ' ‘_ ?
A N B
? ! & -
Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, ;
| 5th March 1874. P ot

Gunta is mentioned as their eastern boundary. This was the only diss

‘:m 0 ; :
e £ TR '
L

25 also produced, signed by

=, 5 - iink. Ap : _ B S 5.
to Appauna by the addition of an up stroke in differep¢in jer 6f Ganugapad is shewn to -

1‘ : i v : - ~ Koo
Captain "Gresley, and dated 18th Fe})ruA}‘y ;it;: ;:h;,«:‘l: el;?:nfzznc S i R N
{ STV G Sl : t fras a good two milds frgm - e
extend for yards al;m-ing the stream we found that the disputed tract i 2 gozdlimv;: oo ug‘am e
it bu.t = meh two streams, and therefore it seemed to be beyond the propem e
e junct;lonloftt qpev;’-oshewn us’ was a Kyfeat dated 1850, written by the Curnam’s father, e
The last pa

3 arg among them s
pad. ivable land, streams, and tanks of the village. Achanna Gunta-s..ppethat e ihango oo o
ity illma eGunt; The omission is remarkable, and confirms the suspicion tha ] e
but not Appanna .

itnesses were examined, who stated that ‘theyr heard
alluded to dbove ";n“: ttta:etl?::nA’E::;a 'I(;:‘;:; :nd Achanna Gunta both .b(:'longed .t,o Gam:iga.pa;i; ;
from the Curn.a.m e roduced a Chekunama, dated A. D. 1735, describing their b(fu;:t arzrth‘
Py g pt of Marepalliby two stones to Achanna Gunta and then‘ce stm;g b
running from a tal}k easl- which they say was cleared thirty years ago by Captain Gras ey : order. - ¥
to the e followxfxg 1& dl?: A ahﬁa (;‘runta. Three other old witnesses were.exa.mmeclll-w 0 con- o
T'hi% line of course inc “det tz(li) that Appanua Gunta was dug by a Marepalli Golla thirty :ea;; -
g g L anBOB :aid that he with several others cultivated wet.lanc.l under Ma.repalel
i s b ;'ore tﬁé Nandana famine, forty years ago, since w_hwh it has been'Jtu:ﬁ z.
iz i Ach?“m} G“ﬂ"ahe art of Ganugapad is the Chekunama, and the important word in tha ;
The only byidenc 3 7as pbge uent alteration. If the tank really belonged to th?m, why was lf r;u
Ajpaiing, a‘Wea_"ﬂ.f"’ b"‘;‘: r fgur tanks of the village in 1856 ¢ The Marepalli Chekunama mivaf: B
pEsy s ‘m}'l ft h;: olini is still marked by stones, and the rest from 'Aehmna' ngm to tk yiver P
cleaked, and part o ?A"t ‘have been made thirty years ago by order of Qa?tgjn Gresley. T
s elefwed 4 :ﬂl G;:x #d ﬁeoplé have made out their claim, zi_nd decide that the lu:id g;mh
i 0?118“::; ;?::e;a:li extfzf Achanna Gunta which appears in the Ganugapad account and which

nw - ‘ ;

:ve;n ;‘ake over to them as shown in the plan.

C. F. MAcCARTIE, - =

"~ 4 Rimed) |
e e ’ bR oe : Assistant Collector.

4th November 1873, . y . : :

 Sigoed in Persian, s

BDUL MANNAN, = & g
" ATaluqdar, Aval, Zille Veligandal Simpt §hn}§dl.
True Copy.) #
e (Signed) €. F, MacCARTIE,
‘ Assistant Collector.

- (True Copy _.)

Signed) ~ 6. D. LEMAN, %
( E“_?) Collector.

D, LEMA} sg., Co the Kistna District, to J° GROSE,
i.. Collector of the Kistna District, .
Shei G'EI:' ngiﬁ;rf to, the Board of Revenue, dated Masulipatam, 20th
q-s -

£8
‘ 74, No. 79. .= :
.‘]a'r?ﬁ”; lsa;‘;graph 2 of &. 0., No. 1,376, dated 8th December 1873,
ADW?) pﬁtx:ezt, 1 have the honour to reply that¢ should the Government be
Revenue L¢ A

pleased to adopt my proposal in para- :
- graph 11 of my letter* to Government,
' a i for the purpcse
: ie wi in proceed to Baravancha in March next p |
Mr; M??Ca’:;few:in:?:il:gpboundary dispute. He can also be instructed on that
of setthing

5 {,

X
A 3
o 2 X S
y i
4 ! T W
* :

e S AL SR T e

* No. 1,934 'of 97th December 1873.
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“6eeuaion to 1 g g s Lhy State-rights over the village. In the meantime, I shake

take steps tn&gn gege="w" at papers and evidence are available that will throw
iight‘ on thqﬁquestim.x\ g

!g "“"_
@ B s N \
(¥ r \. P .
&NCLOBURE No. 4.—Decision in Telugu.
<]

4

.
« o

)

5 -

ExcLosuers Nos. 5 and 6.—Plans.

———

SuBMITTED for the orders of Government,

2. Mr. MacCartie on behalf of the British
Mawnan on behalf of tha Nizam’
settled two boundary dis
by the Nizam, and Brit;

3. The first dis
claimed a right to

Government and Syed Abdul

in October at Baravancha and

nd Ganugapad, villages clainftd
-

The J aghiredars of Baravancha

yand to take 7,000 agres,
able topes and tanks and ey

en village sites from the neigh-
The dispute is clearly deserib

bouring villages, ed and the evidence fully set forth
- in & most satisfactory report by Mr. MacCart

1. In the end the dispute was
decided against Baravancha but it was allowed to retain strips of land outﬂidf;ﬁf&
real boundary, including altogether about 400 acres, on the guound of *long<eenti-
nued possession. The boundary thus decided was marked out by what may be
odlled *a'ring fence of stones ”’ * each inseribed with a sun and moon and the

s Government met
putes between Baravancha a
sh villages,

pute was a complicated one.
extend their boundary all r

4. The second dis
(British), It was settled wi
a pond within the limits ¢
described in the decision wi
settlement,

5. There can be no doubt but what these decisions should be accepted. The
m sl

‘('ﬁmits deseribed in the should be marked out more permanentl y than seems to
ucve been done, The stones should be not less than three fee
edded two-thirds in the ground,

e ird dispute ¢, settle, between Go
daseither of these names have appeared i, the lists of vil]

hithes to submitted nop can the Board fing them in
be g(fod enough to explain this). The officers Were unable to inyestigate it because

had been ordered ta moot is unfortunately the time at
eBt in that part of the country, and they were both

t long and nine

pavaram and Venagudapa
ages claimed by the Nizam
the map, and the Collector will

ARl LTS Collector
that My, MacCartie sho

2nd ;recommends
when the dispute gan

t a Nizam’s( offiner in March
boundaries marked o as Gescribed above
vernment have called for « 45 ¢4 the Stvutc-i'igh\ﬁ over the
Prepared, [y Government consent to this the Nizam's
requested to depute an offiee

{
r of | rank to Mr., Mac:
% Baravancha in Mare, i e a.

uld be deputed ag
be‘settled, the
wod-tha rangpg which Gg
village of Barayanchy »
Hovernment should be
Lartie’s to meet h'r

i
.
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' Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departmeat. :
E 5th March 1874 s
L g ‘, ‘ ‘_ » " it el 74 z =
. t 4 da ! ” e
Na, 7 5 Proceedings of the Bogr;?lo.oéslll.qvc??éue a ‘:W};‘
oy,

the Kictna® &

Read the following letfer from G. D. LEMAN, ngwénue, dsﬁedf_ |
B e

DistriCt) to J' GROSE’ Eﬁq-, Secre‘;?ry ;- 1o R S e
nM&B“ﬁPﬂt‘amj 18th Decembel‘ 18731‘0. i e Ochber lm | coolf
: ference to the Board's Proceedings, g“,t?’&‘ X 2‘57‘4_“ f§73’ st
Wirtn refere . Sub_SQQretal;y’s endorsement on Petlti!)nr 0- )h. e ﬂﬂ’_t’v;.
5, 2’06112i ?2::;1: report that the Nuzivid Zemindar cannot at this time pu
I have the h

g

1 illage of Baravancha. s : ﬂ"t |
g an}f c'lal:in t;tﬁ:i‘;y"la ;Txrva Mokassa one, and, whether gﬂ:{:ii:}::;ghpw
: II);‘S ?:mx(i:r Nizam or by the Zemindar’s ancestors, as e i e :
instance a : : : X
1:5{» he has no reason to put forward his claim.

g versi illage on the
His right, if he has any, is only to the reversion of the village |
3. His right, , i #
irs to the Mokassadars. . F Bl g e .
g 1 “lenm; e')rt;l)rdel: N:s. 1,05.9, dated 2nd October 187. 3, thg Go;r?nmen -
"i .d I'otttlo la.;ivance,a. claim to this among the other villages, but to suggest an
decided not h he oth b

: in the matter
armngemlent. e it is not intended that T shofild ‘move further in ,
5. I presu

4 % 1 “n
2w+l the result of this suggestion is know

N &

~d ——— e
=

Exctosurz No. 1.—Petition. ¥ty L

I rate Proceedings the Board have -recommgn@gd 3:;?‘“'@. S

'Nseg: officer to meet Mr. McCartie at Baravancha in 3 skt TRt
th?).Nltz: n;f inquiry will be Stza.f;e-righf?_a _i“ Barayan L m W AN
;‘*1--3§:id Zemindar should be fully investigated.

b )

No. 76 Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, Adaled lsth,Febwu’:"y | s
0. .

No. 341, e e 3 R
| | LEMAY, Esq., Collegtor of the Kfis
3 b fromG»D-LEM\As s ,
e the}){"??:}‘;‘?g) }Gt C?R.OSE, Esq., Secretary t°T thg Boayd ?f Beve‘m-l?’.‘
i L > 1874, Extra No. 8:— S
bruary 1874, Extra No. 6 SR, g
Narsarowpett 5thl'.8 1 ST oundary dispates
L ar:arenf: t,n my letter about the _settler:}ﬂnk of bon;l;r§M$? e
Wity referen d Iis Highness the Nizam’s Goveratg ma*:m;??i?; :4‘
tween tife British an g 1 that the date proposed for ¢
o to request, if i¥ be not now tao a?e,v be postponed till 1st April as
s £ the offcow of the twq_.éovern?g t“"pgafgi-a that date in conse-
gL T L dificalty spve Me. MaoCartie & B e W
L o st wafl of the junnbaady from tho intradustion of the new :
(: ?'t. : 2 oo _ iy . |

5 ke 5

quoence of Y

L)
sottleme 7

; ol ’s Proceedin Bdﬁé& 1 i, il
SupmirTED to Government in continuation of Board’s P; : &% :
U e T

Febﬁzary 1874, No. 280. B a
| . z .

: s :

\l : |
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'Pyoceedingd of the Madrag Government, Revenue P2omerimen
S Ll Sth March 1874,

"
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UYDER THEREON, 5th March ‘1874, No. 81%. /n
N v i
| 3 His Excelleacy the Gov#fnos
A _:" eon :‘v;

Comicil  is glad 45 leam. thatth:;:
officers deputed: 'o inve?tlgl_‘r“'@- m !
to a unanimous decision‘m ’W?W 4 e
8 perfectly satisfactory, and M‘zé' may
10 subject, and to request tlw;t < g
vernment are prepared to accept th
of the arbitratorg, *
2 One bonndary-dispute and ¢
remain to he settled, and Jyj, Exe
* that the Aval Taluqdar, Syed A
' _Mr.'MaeCartie, on
vmruwally_détérmiue upon, with g v
have so Suggessfyl]

Y conducted
their severe illnegs,

3. The Collectors letter of the 18t Dee

v

1o still &
he question of State right in Barava";i‘:i;:: y
ellency in Couneil will suggest to the ; :
bdul Mannen, should pe again deputed 0‘::: y
April, at such time and place as tl.’e}); shdy
1eW to theje completing the.wof‘k whie ted by
, and which, he rterets to pear, gyas interrupte

ember 1873, secs tb have b(i;el:

Written before the receipt of the qr’ : '.’h

i of the 8th of the same month, whigh
disposed of the mat\tezs he »efer

(True Extract,)

* 6. 0, 8k Decgraper 1873, No. 1,37

s :‘.' -'}‘ 'J;._-_.‘ i‘l“

ni
Acting Secrelary to Governme
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ith the Chekunaing or bbundary L.
aim of Hig Highness the' Nizam’s

9. *The line was settled in aceordance w
h( -, account of gxe village of Marepalli, and the c]
digs

. villagers dissllowed except in the cage of asmall pond, Achanng Gunta, whieh has

(. been decided to be}}o’ng to Ganugapad, A ¢
T =, This clafii ‘Wéé\gpparently based on g forgery madein the Gan rapad
" Chekun#ma. Achanna G, one of their real land marks, wag alteicd-iu Appanna
Gunta, a pond well, outside their boundary. Plan No. 2 8ho//s the boundary as
‘now laid dowr., &,

b1 “The third boundary dispute is also a simple one ; and, if Government
approve it, may be marked out in March next by the Assistant Collector and any
= —cfficer of equal rank whom the Government of Hig Highness the
gee fit to appoing,

12, There will be no fever there then -

; and if the 1st March be agreed upon
as the day of meeting, it can be settled in a very short time,
13.

I enclose a copy of Mr. MacCartio’s report on the Baravancha *bounday )
which has been very carefully and well drawn up by him, and copies and trangla-
tions of the decisions, with Plang Nos. 1 and 2 (sent separately) explanatory of them.,

Nizam may

Excrosure No, 1¢

5 L « €
From C, F, MacCARTIE, Esq., Assistant Collector, to @, D. LEMAN, Esq., Collector of the
Kistna District, dated Masulipatam, 12tk November 1873, No. 126. «
I mave the honour to report that the Boundary dispute between Baravancha and the adjacent
s British villages was settled on the 22nd ultimo by His Highnegs the Nizam’g representative and
' myself,

o e 3 It way be rough
Bk c Nuzivid

Jaghiredars to be a boundary
; thence the line ran south
) turned due eggt and passing
ank,. ran right through the villag i udipad, and t’hencepsouth-
ha, Vettigndipad and 2usi-

concerng themselveg alone. Thence

a Mulasasanam stone on the

I 11 Within this Jine a e(included eighteen
av..éjﬁ,‘.est. of Nuzivid, now~n i

thy, , sme direction, E_‘hc/large tank that lies wit fe Ses YA rihe:

hin the limig :

: S i $ of Tukulur villge t
‘.M.c;i:ta;maigg % ;{mmagudem.’ balf the Vettigadipad village and tap) ltoaffi,:he :::O']: 0tfo }:
O S ited YN8 between thap village and the Present Baravdychg bo d’ A gl L
village of Ravicherls togother with 1t tankg and the Jang bet it oy sy balfthe i Ded
with a considerable tract “iWeen i

of hill ang jungle hithert g an B&ra.vaqpha, together
b, Ha.ving specified the claim ge up by Ba:a::z&dered.to belong to Yanamadala.

documentary evidence offereq in support, of ;4. 10 consider the oral and
6. Taking the latter first, it will be found thay

b they Wainly deptnq

cha, jt remain

L4
the only gyq documentg of importance on

» 4b undated f {unama show-
¢ contigugyg Villages, \nd o, 6 which

( .( \
{ :

.
L O ——

*u‘f-."i“ﬂm

urports to.be a docutﬁeht, dated June 2nd, 1857, executed by 30“""?‘“{“ mmadi:;,::; sl
fatep;emindal', and bearing his seal and signature in favou?' S Khm:; Littos & Saus in thix !
Syed Lal Padshah Khodberi, Pirzadas, in which after recxt'mg fth’-‘"—‘f, _he. .o ¢ % z'em ’ij:;fﬁh'.éir'r' t
h )bit of p;z;ing an aniinal sum of Rupees 1,000 to the Jﬂgh"ed?"?i"- " g o doration oF =5 -
lanndf:’ and pasturage,‘ he agrees to increase the payment §o Buww};flﬂﬁ o?:hﬂ.# iﬁie ianﬂi i
fresh Thnd, fakes up for a new plantation. The fonml s Btﬁ ‘;M-'niwﬁ'-‘ is
‘ iried to the Jaghiredars on failure to pay them the atinu S5 BRT BT Seant
e he - t"é: Wof these two documents that the Jaghiredars m%b";w’”“::
T An oo Shecirioial S inted out, and also for Rupecs 7,500 being the Sk
‘ £ Lan o S Ley pointed out, and a : S bR e A il oh
i the land within the boundary they i , S e AT S v
daltml f;:ﬁ a%cording tO document No 6, and Whlch the pre‘sent Zemndﬂ hn:n?{lﬁd.to:l)?’ e P Sideaade.
;z:o:d}ng to its terms. The former part ’of the»qlflm; ﬂ!ﬂ?‘& wnqeﬂ!a:.; i Tl
¢ extend Beytnd, the sepletengF b boundinp ey sitorion; Hosh oral knd' Gt
e In addition to the above documentary evidence, i o b by tha: Ava e
: u‘as offered at the conelusion of the whole enqn_il’? upon s rm“?mumex;ﬁaiy tes‘ﬁrmoﬁf-‘ 2
Pf"elr?:tuy’ :;ha that they had only just discovered it; this supp RIpRUNL] dop e e
of baraval » ; S Sy " {
i follo;s:gf from Narasimha Apparao, great grand-father of present Zgﬁ;iﬁ'}';émkgh’nta; : \ i
1 A. Letter frc 2 nth (no year) stating Katubadi v
a Garu initialed A. and dgted Pushya mo Al o Kol widh His
p.a'bla Sd:b”:;: ut:(;u land between Vetglgt:dipad and Ba,ra.vancha,‘ should b; ‘fegl?ﬁn'e:s;; - Felid
;;St e fih: Pil:-zada and that any Muchilkas taken from the ryots of thaf 88“‘. s
aravanc i i 2 ’ iy . 7
e L i . ., du
returee Rai iningar to Syed Ali Pirzada Khaderi, Jaghire:
4 anted by Rajah Appa Rainingar A i1273-A. D, 1863)
f Bzr:ta,ncsl:mnad:fe:i Kartika month, Premadicha year (corresponds to Fasli 1273-A )
(i) & 'y

B

"', X Z;.S»

i i and signed Apparao. G &
gyttt Ly
3."' "fsu"s:fc::d g‘»ivation in Baravancha. As these accox.mts do n'?f BPO:I};! \:l:e i
ipees 8:1 by each person that paid sist, there is no opportunity of finding ou i P N
Wel!;?v::;:;ﬂ;; zi:hin gxe limits of Baravancha or in the disputed part ngw claim A S G
culti :
Jaghiredate. : 1281 (A. D. 1870) exemted%(thgnqnﬂ&@?_ni
plichini 1o E:e;::::;dd?iifa:eﬁ laz::)i:: t:o cultiv('ate to the north of Barl‘&vgncha.:‘}l'_het. X3
B a,ravanoh.a byd = thess ‘papel‘s appeared on inspection to be Bima-*t?dr uwtly;f?;fhﬁbm‘h:
:)M:d m: lgfz!;zidlind Baravancha, and the cultivation was one year undexﬁwﬂ , and another g
etwee . 5 Lo e 1
Raravancha. : - : a2 L]
unde’; hi; being all the documentary evidence protjuced. we ne:: cﬁ?:' ::r?:;:n& »
itnesses in all were examined; eight,‘ vrhen the Bgravapc ! : ) somy&, Rg
E)jev: nm:vblsequently as explained above; the.evidence of the latter re gk el
thre 2 ; v

i ; tion of the seventh, a Fakir, who was not asked th%{i“'.’fho"' the otll:er 7

9. With fhedesf"fl’mmnﬁ boundary as pointed out to us with little var ation ; tho glil4 i
b deﬁtcl'lbeh fiidvso was remarkable ; all began at the Sy pomtj?fih“:;a ':lmcgé .
ngt It whwhht eh};ui ot it up for the occasion. They agreed m'?tm.h‘f“a i d bl
el waa thaft 4 eyh : :e, originally belonged to Baravancha, but fhe,y \fmed V:rimﬂiﬂ:: "uf
Wit the L e long the Jaghiredar's possession of the dispated land ha v »‘
A bt St il ok 'ﬁiﬁ‘fﬁ?ﬁ'ﬁf’i@la dad A
abeyance. AL I ssi the last fifty or sisty yea 3 & TR g e
et t::tz;;n:?;h:r%m;:y;r them till 'tli'e.e and sixteen J’e&?’ ??"w:m‘ e
four}tlh d:;]::e:auti‘hp Zemindar's J,owﬁon of ﬂlO giﬁ]:;lt:fd t::-v‘s‘\:: ek e:;-!o;m ::ty.m'! G R
Fifth witne ; B years as the pariod of the Jomitads o er R
5 ".7"“?;? ;: v’il;mgp nt:‘:e::: t1:‘31'eope!1z name of Ramanagudem is Ouli Negex, and that it m.§m§ ' &
unanimous in 8¢ ¥in . ' : : g v

) L . ; ﬂ'
ek " i 5
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10 T witnesses who were examined on tl
tile 1st saying, that the village and topes had b
The Curnam, No. 7, also added that the large
Joint agency alluded to, while the last three
cultivators of that vilfage said that they h
" " ‘the limits of Ramanagudem,

seen in the annexed plan

20.  To rebut this, the Mok

witnegSes

agsadar of Ramanagudem, a
, produced the following documenta

(1.) Aswd, dated A. D). 1787 granted by the

the right to the village to the Mokassad

(2 A copy of Chekunama,,
in addition to which a mass of acco

“consisting of Census Ace
Gannavaram Ta

Mokassada’s {amily, Muny of
tanks of Aulla Neellakunta and
and the earliest of them is one

<

itis difficult to attach much

2. The Mokassad
He rebuilt the Village' to
but not the Palmyra tree
the Jaghiredars in Ramanag
old. Twelve uther witneg
under the Mokassadar for thi
Service land close to the yil]
gravdfather's time, who got i

22.  FEleven

and Vettigudipad,
tor

three
then, has removeq to a dist
now given by the Mokassad
to the Mokassadar i his
a8 against the village of v
vancha now, ag they are a per

making an enquir

23. The village next ;
dars claimed half the vi

- T
< cultivated ang cultivable laf™" e
no documents to produce exVipt ¢

Fa

these accounts relate to cultiv
Tirumalayakunta, which tanks
Their authenti
tion at thoge points was unc

ant place. All these peraons
ar, and I consider their

present struggle with B
ettigudipad and,
rfec
claim were really true, Wwhy did they
¥ into a dispute between two villa
¥ ; but no explanation of thig p

{amzmagudem, eviden

and tan

4

ha

dated 1803,
conclisively prove that the cultiva

£nse, asis plai
that. ¢ P

dated the same time,

lorities and that it h

belief to the Baravancha stozy,

ar said he had been in possession twont
enty-five years ago on his own land, a
% which are one hund

ollapally was
ns, and thege h
the fourth, wh

a4

not come forward at

eglect

fmarked 1A, an ord

unts from Fasli 1213,
ounts, Cultivation Accounts, ete,,
hsildar for the purpose of she
Ramanaguden by the British aut}

red years old.
adew land, and sajq the present
S€8 were examined in his support, o
rty or forty years, and knew no
age and tank, whic
t from the then Mokassaday
Fears ago, when a land dispute
the Sub-Magistrate of G
¢ took depositions from four pergo
of the deponents are dead, and

therefore,
tly independent piece of e

16 Jaghiredar’s behalf, mostly repeated this story ;
een in the possession of Baravancha till last year.
tank abovementioned had been constructed-by the

examined on behalf of Baravancha and

ad cultivated under Baravancha many years ago within

fter describing his boundary, as will be
ry eviderece 1 —

Nuzivid Zemindar of the day, continuing

ar as the original sanad had been burnt,

giving the boundaries as detaﬂed‘ by him,
A, D. 1803, to Fasli 1248, A. D. 1838,
was produced from the records of the

wing that the village had always been recoguized as

ad long been under the enjoyment of the
ation under the two Kuntas or little
are on the Ramanagudem boundary,
city is indisputable, and, as they
ler Ramauagudem seventy years ago,

y-five years and his father before him.
nd also planted the Mango tope‘éhe?c,
He utterly denied-any partnership with
dispute with them was only six yearg
f whom wmany swore they bad cultivated
other master, One of them had Inam

2 TN . ¢ i8
h had been in hig family possession «ince h

vecurred between tie villages of Rumanagﬂd°m

seut up to enquire into it by the Collec-
ave been recorded in the present cage, a8
0 was the Village Munsif of Baravancha

deseribe the Ramanagudem boundary ag
evidence to be g very strong support

ravancha. The statements were made
¢l with great force against Bara-
vidence. Again, if the Baravancha
that time when the Sub-Magistrate was

5¢8, one of which they now allege to be their

has been offered, and it would be vain

An enquiry was being made when their loWﬂ
ry disputes are generally a matter of notoriety.

¢e was taken from the Carnam and Pettnnadafl
cultivation under it had long belonged to their
its bund rivetted with masonry by the late and
n from an ingpection of it,

£ allp" 18 Vettigudipad, 28 will be ge
k, the tope ang the
ween Vettigudip?,d villag

en from the plan. The Jaghire
hatilets, togather with all the
¢ and théir own boundary. They had
er from present Zemindar's great grand-

Velli Vellivarus’ tauk (also claiied) and he was himself called to prove that he was
. under Velli :

. vy BIAW ® 4l o ~'
3-SR T = ol : ¢
S i TR L on Ll g
AR oS LR
ol s

father undated, that the erops in the disputed portx;.n Oftt::s':lgﬁ: ;:;:10‘:“‘:3 Gk ,’M;:E”*i &

: "As thi t state what land was disputed, it must b .~ . They
Jagh“eda:iiul?: gl;:lil(::x:: settled by the late Zemindar, and referred to low?r dpwn 3
dispute 0 d > ) ¥ i ’ R » o 3
dl'sp ded only on the statements of their witnesscs f Baravancha to the whole, admitted, with-

er;@!;‘i These witnesses while alleging the ngll? }(: d ?;a:n in ?he‘- undisputed possession of _
Sk he tope, village and tank, ha g b gt ultivated the land »
out .exce'ptxon; th&tr : hierty l;m and that they had also .cleareg, the J!mgi;e f:ﬁi ‘?F asli 1238 (A. D.
Vettxgudlpag i o::rs On ¢he part of Vettigudipad, e_ughte.fﬂa "?@o?ndéf t g disb By
e veduyced ;nost of which were Statements of c:tlhva&;@: u!l?ha rest were accounts ok o
it iy DZO amo:mt of sist paid and also the pagers “”“’“’f.v,g'-etc; Bhieh vars Erodmed o
tmcti;swtl:ht;»:s: tanks with Census accounts mg’ﬁmﬂ: ﬁ%ﬁ’:;:;’m’ i i};ahamletﬂbolong@ to‘ S g
repa ‘. the Pariahs, éte., and otl o s i bial e s
i t!:e iy °§ pr:v:(:gBt::vancha. The Cnrnam' stated that th" lk;lpo :a:‘ldp::;?x:b:f 5 t}z' :
Vettlgudlp’dthanth:fl Mokassadar, and that the hamlets were ‘?lder tha.!; :‘ﬁhs‘t tv’.ve"lv'é' }eara -
years ago by : ?m as it at present stands, was never made‘txll ;1;;!; ;aelakunﬁa- Tﬁa diépufe, 5
Baravwc.ha clai l;id claim to the field berdering on and vresi; Ofﬂ :ha'.\l Hi-ndzvl ¥ a-e‘:}ntibied ,
N he late Zemindar of Nuzivid, and he decided that ’,&f A desniE the
gl eim that locality. The Baravancha people never ma : 83{.’“‘ -a; e
byl Ramanagudem and Vettigudipad. E:our othe!f W:::Z:B&héf“! Sk "of-N.ulla s
dispute between ient Service Inams, one under the village tank, aﬁ e a,d Eekmdﬂ?ﬂ ki
whom two hoi;im:“;;; granted to their forefathers by th; Vel?lgi:irpli%"i"} S t‘@“’ e
Necludion L Dr der the Mokassadars all their li o e o] )
ivated in the Hisputed part under the Mokass idents in the various hamlets o
othersehad cultivate : thirteen were residents Sl e
' ; of these witnesses, . O weR 5 the above
s, ftitherc: b,efgl‘:::r?lﬂa‘: the houses had stood in their present position mz::uded & 2 :
Vettigudipad, and s : . _ T G
N ey ' times. J SR ugh the
village since tbel; f:‘:ih(::ipal: the Jaghiredars showed their boundary ‘Qstasst, bem ign;h:;:?lited 3

it Fro:rfhe:;a illage and its two tanks, the Zeminds:ra hcA)usre_‘or h_ﬂcl)rmued = s
centre of.Ra;w village claimed by them, and from that straight ‘mi :i‘;: d-aIithe saltivatle Taod
et g Ko:(;;ali stone on west of Nulla Guttu. T_h‘f? “mf L A S A e e
o t(" ‘: rla and their own present boundary, but »herg anll'_lsg? oi},ﬁiﬁg thraﬁ'- Rayiksala
betv;eendRaVvlz ?me Measurement Account of Fasli 1248 of'AK Dd 8 (;?ﬁi'ia.‘bi:.ﬂ" icherls. - The
by ) d on the houndary of Kon am: Sansacer B Feks Tnerm etk o) aaty

1 Baravancha for lan o e houo. illage had beon under Ravicherla.
%eople p:;i :intiet:aes too admitted that the land and village had been under Ravi SR
aravan »

RS

e T The Zaiindars Gumssts produced a Mea
Gued F0T 1346, A, D; 1850, whe th villge. e wnds Sl e

A F”I; hich’are within the lines now’-elgiq;gi; :bx‘ Baramﬂﬂ“l;‘: : ke.:-

numb?!‘ﬂﬁ :‘ which the site is entered in e mﬁwnﬁ»?z%“mfdu’ehom ‘built th
R R planted before his time, and that ¢ o Fasli 1272 (A. D. 1862)
st tl;e p:soduced ten dowles from F!'ah.; 19-(A' Bmafn M £ ‘mﬁu
s hat :1; cultivation in the parp;nof.‘-‘?“‘ww } 1 Velli éﬁi‘{;ﬁ@ ibay
Ririohenin: The A e S 910U sk AR
Ravicherla.

always been A
lia, and his relations gave evidence that the land is still in
s b spietagion o fu ah b oL 1li, Ramayya cultivated

‘ r Fasli 1240 shows
their possession. So also the Aecount for Fasli 1240 s

15t Paalt B0 oF which Lirsar abe "nl‘iimed'.'bf_'ﬁ i '“’”
ks is given in dowle for Fasli 1266, o gk dbel e, |
ion. A list of tanks is given in i S TS e
possession. cadi i P e e "“ Ll
Bm;aénchg;ven other witnesses weré examined. First was thd

f‘,wha said the “present

RIS vernment had come. 3
s e R tative of thq N .ﬁ@?ﬁm‘“",« " o S s
ade till now, when a representative of Ge T Bt Guiki since his g
i h@d‘nelm be:l)i::&:;? e b'r,oehm inbthe part now SN e diali Uil since.
He held an Inam ; '

ey e 240. Ho produced & ,
w43’ name is mentjoned in dowle ¥ 40‘ TP NG
Fgs witids' nais s mentjonec :n- dowleq locsr, dated 1866. Hestated /NG
it o e by last witness fiom Inam Commissior, R aow. Of /.
tiﬂefefa:”utlt;ntedfbr sighicronce Asdeee i Rt ¢ G JEERIREENY ' ‘
that he ou = i X ;

o

g
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A1

f-b?’_'ra‘t.her'ﬁve witnegses, it is enough to say that they all swore they held land within the disputed
pary inder Ravicherla, and that they never heard of the Baravancha claim before ; all agreed that
the Baravancha people had encroached a slip of land along the Kondam Gunta and Ravicherla
boundary, about 8 Cutfies, and also that it had been finder their cultivation for forty years. With
; regard to thesvillage, the witnesses stated that it consists of the old part and a hamlet, the old plrt
_ beingone-hundred years old and the hamlet about thirty. All agreed that the Fort claimed now
« by Baravancha was built in the olq village,

27. This is a formidable bddy of evidence to re

: pel the Barasancha claim, and I do mot
consider that

-'!v.hey have succeeded in establishing their right to anything further than the land
:}}:faylnow cultivate ;n the boundary between their hamlet Kondam Gunta and Ravicherla ; and
15 L was quite willing to make over to them on the rinciple that ] 1
o e ie p P ong possession should always
28. Yenamadala is the last village concerned.
t? Vemu Guttu, the Jaghiredars included a congiderab
village, but as there was very little cultivation here, th
fact that on the present boundary line between Bara
* between Nulla Guttu and Gurrupu Guttu, a few Cu

Baravancha people for forty years ; this is admitted by
encroachment and it appears to be such,

In showing their line from Lidgana Guttu
le tract of hill and jungle belonging to this
€y gave no evidence to prove it, beyond the
vancha and this village in the open ground
tties of land have been culsivated by the
Yanamadala people, who assert that it i§ an

29. , Within the part claimed by Barav
Curnam produced foyr dowles from Fasl;
cultivated there under Yanawadala,
cultivated under this tank.

ancha is ;,.small tank called Re Gunta, and the
: 1254 (A, D. 1844) giving the names of persons who had
Four pther witnesses were examined, of whom three had

®

30. This Curnam stated that a dispute ocourred in 1856 between his village and Eedra,

;:;c}:t:::s :‘i:ljgub}i' the. late Zemindar of Nuzivid who laid down the north-western boundary.
self included, On be;:l;ls;cxéct; and the pap.er wa's signed by those concerned on both .g‘i‘des, him-
by the principal villa em" feFr:’ the Zemindar's decision signed and sealed by himself and also
bonndary of these twogvilla.o : l; and. Yanamadala was produced, showing that he fixed the
withis the line now clai dges 0 be a line between Nulla Guttu and Viramallu Guttu which is

=t claimed by Baravancha, It ig said that the question was before the late

Zemindar for two or three i
TR hree years during which time the Jachiredsm 1 :
claim. This strengthens the suspicion already e M

Prassalion . . 1‘Lam’s Officer has taken the trouble to come so far.

at the Jaghiredars are entitled to anything more out of this village than the
e‘conﬁrmed to them, as it has been so long in their
¥ 1t unfairly or by violence,

cultiva?ion on the boundary which should now b
possession, though they may originally have 20
3l. Having th i inei
elutive vl semsinn 6 b e, s 88 e o ot ids,

i a[ { 3 “y - 2
the case between Baravancha and N uzividl ¢ eredibility that attaches to it, especially as regards

alleged to have been executed b ; (2) the deed for Rupees 1,500
¥ the then Zam: iy 2 p )
purported to be ancient, though be:!ri]en Zemindar in favour of the J aghiredars, ' The Chekiinama

ng :

One Naraswara who, they say, was Zex:i:?l da.t;, and the signatures to it cannot now be verified.
1.s not to be found in the ge;e&l e ar 'I?h t.h:t‘ day appears never to have existed, as his name
indistinguishable marks, such g4 Maeara,‘( r e] Ounda.x:m given for the most part are merely
etc., and it is impossible b grey z“d)—- ali

y y t{e utmost in : el ‘Of: bushes "' —** stony ground,”’
When showing their boundary, the J aghireg Finams tj WA o e e o

in accordance with ' i line they poin i
1th that lau.i down in the Chekbnama, but such was by :Z ‘:)::zd :l.:: ::::m'i'tlz

you have required ns to take back the
which e have agreed to pay.”

: r subscquently flled in. The plain

ing b bstracted, and the written matter subsequently filled in - The plani o6

e ; ade by the late Zemindar, but in evidence it was stated
that the Rupees 1,000 document was executed by an ancient Zem'indar in favo.u'r of the%: Jagbxreg: o
:l‘his was evidently for the purpose of anticipating the objection that th‘e;‘topeaﬁl gt

the deed is that both documents were m

dar’s ancestors. i :
about Nuzjvid were planted long before the birth of the late Zemindar.

asserted that they were present at its exe
positively asserting that himself along was presen
believe a word they said. :

but the dia~y of his doings shows that he di
Evidence was given that during the year 1857 : yarinbiy sy 5
an enormous file for that year was brought up, in which every signature thr?nghizx'xtrﬁf year and 30
especially June was made with blue ink. Evidence was given of the late Zemindar’s Welmhfb{“f e
and that he used to entrust such blank forms to the Tanadars and others for the purpose of raising
money from the ryots, and it was satisfact
such forms in their possession. Such foolish : i thies piakof SHG SN SOIEASIIEL
perhaps seem too gross to be true, but there is absolutely no ‘dpub} Mu,u ismrphm*ﬁ'my
the Judgments in two Civil cases prodneed.;ﬁ*oq the mcord oftheﬁiﬂﬁlimmw Cause
Court. i e v,

f Nuzivid, for the recovery of a sum i e s RIS e S v S o et
4t:ond:1 alloged to have been executed by defendant’s father, the late Zemindar. The defendant

. : a blank Hami, ready signed and sealed, precisely
allezed that the writing was fabricated on a blan B e
o if asserted now with regard to the Rupees 1,500 bond. In support of this plea, defendant

<
\ 3
#ﬁ AP
-
»

Iine bassed through a number of hills, yet none of their names were given nor was the ik ’
Viéttigndjpad mentioned in it. Such being the case, I consider it to be utterly worthl
means of establishing the case set up.  ° ; | rondig i
8  Next comes the bond for Rupees 1,500, dated 2nd June, 1857, bearing the late Zemmdar.f R
i i i follows :— i, ST
signature : the translation of which runs as : ke
 We have already executed a document to pay you Bupees 1,000 per gnnum forv gardens mfi P
pasturage, in the land of ,your Jaghire; now when we aske for more lmc}r_souuh’qf«thlat gﬂﬁeﬂ! T
former document and to pay Rupees 10:?00 per amum,

33. While the Nuzivid party admit the authenticity of the seal and signature, they urge

¢ P

very strongly that the contents of the piper are fabrizated, the blank form ready signed and

sense of

34. Insupport of the document, three witnesses, one of whom is the Curnam ofBafgmcbﬁ,’ -
. eution, but they contradicted each other so grossly, each
t with the Fakirs, that it was impossible to

: 2

« 35. 1In disproof of the document, the Nuzivid authorities produced the Zemindar's Register

or Entry book for, 1857, in which letters and such bonds, etc., appear to have been eormtly
entered. It contains no trace of the document, nor were there marks of pages tora out or 9&' erasure.
The Rupees 1,500 document bears date, June 2nd, 1857, and, as docnmqnts are ngmqu ho bq.
excouted on the day they bear date, we must suppose it was exccuted by the Z.emmdax' that d”"’f Siigs
d not return to Nuzivid from Weyur till June 3rd, 1857.

the Zemindar invariably signed with blue ink, and

ovily proved that his writers also were allowed to retain
carelessness on the part of the late Zemindar may

: t of these was an Original Suit, No. 14, ;IBBQ"- ,{g@;m R AR S TR
ol oL 2 ] ' f money said to be due to plaintiff on a Hami or gnarantee

‘oduced in Court fifteen blank Hamis and five blank stamp papers reatly _wm}r il :ﬂ}::, 3
Il which came from the custody of the Tanadars and other m‘“’?ﬁ?“f‘i{ﬁf"‘»_’“i Sodbagelow
mall Cause Judge's words—** It js not surprising that lﬂf* dbfendmt M‘ih’l:l::“H t° qrey
1e genuineness of the Hami sued upon, as he has ﬁﬁ!ﬂomzedf@jd. ﬁe@:ﬂwmﬂ b k 1 a‘mxn and :
ank stampg with his father's seal and signature attached, and on}y wantiog t}ﬁobhgee& 08, 8- naina
\d tho consideration to be entered.” Tuen, after considering the presumption that- the consi-
sration is valid, when the seal and Bignagl‘é are admitted,

“ho devides as follows :—"" After &
ost attentive coneidemﬁn} 1 have no doubt that the amount entered as consideration, and the
\mes and @dates were 8

auk Hamis they had access to through the careless habits of thm;';lm master."”
% i 1 -

quent fabrications, of the plaintiff with the connivance and aid of the
te Zomindar's servants, who are all ot varigaoe with the present Zemindar, by means of th¢




.

> \;27 1 A'co 'd .. B = 3 ; - 2 - s = il
S nsiderable amount of suspicion is excited against this Rupees 1,600 bond by the i made over to the Jaghiredars elsewhere. I pointed out how very strong the suspicions agamw

.

decision i : et g , ¥
Suitill\(i:,J;:;Zn;g;loo’n;ii’stl;‘il;bt;;z:;?&;c&r;;: c](;::"‘je;am)’ ;Oepened by £ reference to E)zjiginal 7 deed were, and he ultimately concurred with me in considering it a forgery. e s
file of the Principal Sadz Amin, In this Ca,se the ara, i“l ytf’ i'\p peal Suit No, 6, 1873, on the - 41. The conclusion arrived at was, that the claim to Nuzivid should l?e’.tl.lran out,. but that’

e of land said to b2 wrongly in possession of do fendm:tscseri J"m“idér sought to recover 14 Cutties g as tlte Jaghiredars have shown a more or less disputed possession o.f the cultxjratxon xmme.dxately on
among whom the name of the present Curnam of i3ar - w1o} i I()kass"“;i“s of Bapalapad, and the Nuzivid side of the boundary, we resolved to confirm them in possession of a smp' o.f land :

; G A avancha appears as 2nd defendant. | about 100 yards broad from Gurrupu Guttu to the Koodali betv:een Ramanagudem, Nuzivid and | )
Bt o iar t;‘e 1: ;n;c;,mielgen.(’lan?s produced a hukum confirming them in possession of the . 1 - Baravancha, as shown in the pap herewith. -
the same ground ;;iﬂ L t’a:e&i::t;lr; an}d seal. 'The genuineness of this was scouted on 42. The evidence against Rama..nagudem consistet.i only in the. statements of tI:.p‘Jaghix:edarl
hesitasion, that the s signatu;e S 0 a:] :}10 t{uns;f anq .Appallate: Cou.rt agreed, without that the village had been built on their land, t.ogether with the assertion ?f a few Panfsh.fl_, lfesxdentn :
tion ; the grounds of this S g 10111 1¢, the writing contained in it was a fabricas of Baravancha, and dependants of the Jaghzrgdau, that they had cultivated Esmanag:x_dem h::d_ :
= remarks.—** O o it bl V((!lry clear Trom the recul:d. The Appellate Court under Baravancha many years ago. ~ i e —
hukums signed and sealed by the late Zemi::;q: CPC d] bi d?fendams iz g h}rge KoM , 43. Orf the part of Ramanagudem, old accounts were produced showing that the village -
marks of suspicion pointed out by Munsif tl.xére zn( t e Entry book, together with the internal ; had long been in the Mokassadar's possession. There is an intelligible Chekunama, giving the
ment is a forgery, The Japer s dmel"cnu i rppelaxs not ghe S““‘].IGS‘ doubt that the docu- > boundaries, as they now stand, which is not disputed; and lastly, there are the four Kyfeats,
date, the writing ig different, and the ink of the(i n: tth -Of hl,lku,ms ‘SS“@t.l before .aud after its made eleven years ago, deseribing the boundaries as laid down in the Chekunama during an enquiry )
siiduld be remarked that the 2nd defendant, th .ace ,emlndm ® Signature is also differqat.’" It , into the Ramanagudem and Vettigadipad dispute, at which time the Baravancha people remained °~
are the prime movers in the present bouudar, diC urnalm, %Dd- »o l{mdu Renter of Baravanchs, « ! perfettly silent as to their claims against both villages, though an officer deputgd to inquire was
therefore the Bond for Rupees 1,500 proceédsyt 'Sp‘utle, -t fud uk”-s being mere puppets, and that | on the spot. Under these circumstances, the Talugdar agreed with me that the Ramanagudem
whom there ix the strongest su;picion of h;‘vi',l;, di: ,C:”am e‘xtept, from the custody of a man ‘fg“i““ . : boundary as regards Baravancha should retnain as it is at present. -
sEances very similar to th present case, and ﬁ,igs s(:: l)litct'ex i ¢ :fo'rgb\d e undef g | Q"'?j{i’l) 44, As to Vettigudipad, it was clear, from the documentary and oral evidence noticed above,
Wltn.ess No. 46 for N uziv‘ix who stated t,hat, after thg del::} m.fnfl-“ ; e .by t.h 5 ev}d(.'nce ‘.)f | o aa agaifst the mere assertions of the Jaghiredars, that the village with- its tank, tope, and the
Fstvico seven years ago, he himself saw such a blank = e athery s WHilh ) ?eml?dar g '. ‘disputed land, bad loxg been in the Mokassadar’s possession and that, therefore, the Jaghiredars
among his father’s papers ; he added that the B pur?lc ¥ wSlgned a.m% e b .the Zcufmdar, had failed to make good their claim ; but as it appears from the inquiry that it was decided by
frequent access to his father's dufter as he admini,z:mvzmi i, bemg,& relation of hin, Hiad f the late Zemindar of Nuzivid some twelve years ago in a land dispute between this village and
disprove the l'(.!lationship between these ini un; C;Za; o ostate. .NO cvidence was offcred to 1 Baravancha, that the Jaghiredars were entitled to what they then claimed, viz., seventy acres
f:;;’;;p::‘m llki ‘the ?urnam should carry off the paper ;:r I?:tr:ml:;lywlf::nuz:aima:’leu?":' west of the fank called Nulla Neellakunta, it was resolved to confirm them in possession of that
Tl :ndatth 18 disposal !. In addition to all thege facts, the Rupeos 18 500‘ dot:um e};{:o i; ' Ihougl.n the Zemindar's decision l.zaa remained in abeyance ever since. It may here be noted tlfnt in
e e us wloul.d, Strictly speaking, be inadmissible, . Tt is Unatteqt:ed swhioh el " that dispute the Jaghiredars claimed only the field west of Nulla Neellakunta, and not the village
" ot dthiet ETADUY 18 very poor, wheregs al] the other do Wi Sk t ! ~and tank as now. i } 2
Y neatly written ; the Db st cuments produced by the Zemindar 1 S AR o R R : k = R
8 pecting the villages of Ravicherla and Yanamadala

d g doe: N
or before or after it : anq lastly, the vn'itir:b o¢S notresemble that of any other paper dated 1857,

sion that it had to be got into a given sfatco"args e e i o

Y . o space. ] . 1 A i i :

) gﬂther 8 servlf:e n 1857, deny that the hand-writinuuc}] S L, A
0es not specify for what topes Rupees 1 .

having been commented on above, it is unnecessary to say more than that the Baravancha claim to

these two villages was rejected on the ground that they have shown absolutely no evidence, as

in that of any write ] y compared with the strong oral and documentary evidence produced on behalf of both y'i!lagoa, and
y writer employed then. The deed 11 also taking into consideration the fact that they 8et up no claim to Yanamadala in 1856 when

be given beyond ¢} 090 were patd or for what 50 3 H
S W Z S bare phrase “« ney tope.” A list of n; ¢at Rupees 1,500 were agreed to ; the Zemiudar arbitrated between that vﬁlageand Eedra. The land now cultivated by Baravancha e
e d"; geara old, together with 4 list of ancient tankm%;}lcn .tolfcs’ many of which were over E5 on the Ravicherla side of the boundary, where it marches with that of Kondamgunta, hamlet of
2 He 8worn to by many olq ang apparently respcct:i)l(: p:r‘::;“ the disputed Nuzivid land, : Baravancha, has been in possession of the latter village for forty years; and accordingly, the
39. These units of Buspicion do not amoy i ! Taluqdar agreed with me in the propriety of confirming them in possession, as was also our

decision with respect to a like piece of cultivation, amounting to about 10 Cutties, on the present
rontier of Baravancha and Yanamadala between the Gurrupu Gattu and Nulla Gutta hills.

i ine to rejec ‘

;:;g, lzntittex 1y useless and therefore the CIaimaut: ; :J:ct a8 a forgery. The Chekunama, as before 46. The whole land which we have thus made over to Baravancha amounts, roughly gpeaﬁ_
() » . % &
Kabgoly:t:pf::::il b7 8ny documentary evidency, g ot:xtl); 2h]ie ey ke s e o 108 SO AT . | |
B i ly given to the Renter by inhabitants of N “G n theu: favour are the three : 47. To prevent further disputes, we marked out the Baravancha bonnd&ry__,-by what may be
S ey oulbivation of the actug] boundary ine 1§ uzvid ; and this, ag before said, only called a ring fenceof stones, and inscribed each with a sun and moon niavk and the Christian year
S om;txmes uoder Baravanchs; ong of the ﬁelr‘:s been carried on sometimes under in telugu ; the difference, between which, and)the dotted inner line, indicates the land we have
iy I concerned, being half in Nuzivid and . made over to Baravancha. _
40. The Talugdar wag o e . ' \ rue Copy.
$teat, as long possession hag s:zuﬁ::; nelined to beligye the Baravanchy Jhnt d hi . A v £ - fy = ) >
be interfered with, but ¢has the topes, Inams,*and tagkg ¢ % Sy his proposal was ' (Signed)  @.D.LEMAN, .
: at vacant lang carresponding _ ¢ 4emindar, they should not 2 _ 3 Collectar.
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Exorosure No. 2.
DECISION.

Wz dec?de that the boundary of the village of Baravancha shall be laid down as follows :—
2. Frdm the Mulasasanam now existing between Yedula Bodu and Gurrupu Guttu, which

ig the tri-junction stone between the villages of Nuzivid, Yanamadala and Baravancha, east to a

line stone marked with sun and mgon that we place in the south fence of the Zemindar's new

garden, marking the line by a stcne half way between it and the Gurrupu Guttu, thence straight
along the sai-fence to a line stone at the end of the fence, thence to a new Mulasasanam on the
north-west side of Chintaswami’s field, thence south-east to the old Mulasasanam, between N uzivid,
Baravancha and Rimanagudem; thence south by a },ine stone half way to site of the Moolasaganam

~ poitited out as between Vettigudipad, Baravancha and Ramanagudem, where we put a line stone,

thence to a new Mulasasanam south-east of the above ling stone, thence south-west by a new line
gtone to the Mulasasanam, between Baravancha, Ravicherla, and Vettigndipad, thence south-west
and then west by a line of six line stones, along Kondamgunta, hamles of Baravancha, and includ.
ing the land now cultivated by Baravancha in Ravicherla up to the Mulasasanam on west of Nulla
Guttu. From this Mulasasanam the Baravancha boundary shall run along the top of the Nulla
Guttn to Yedula Bodu and thence to the abovementioned Mulasasanam between Yedula Bodu *and
Gurrupu Guttu. This line is td include the present Baravancha cultivation in the plain between

Guragaioalli Tippa and Yedula Bodu within the Yanamadala boundary as indicated by the line
which is marked by two line stones. o

(Signed) C.F. MacCARTIE,
‘Asgistant Collector.

Caup Nuzivip, 3
22nd October 1873,
Signed in Persian,
SYED ABDUL MANNAN,
Talugdar Aval, Zille Veligandal Simpt Shumali.

(True Copy.)

(Signed) C, F, MacCARTIE,

Assistant Collector.
(True Copy.)

(Signed) G. D. LEMAN,
Collector.

——

Excrostre No. 3.

DECISION.

Tae land in dispute between Marepalli and Ganug

where there is no cultivation. It containg two tanks
Achanna Gunta which férms its southern boundary.

apad consists merely in a tract of Jungle
» named Appanna Gunta to the north and

spelling of Appanna. It appears to hay and to have been altered
to Appanna by the addition of an ap stroke in different i '

. entink. A plan 1
Captain Gresley, and dated 18th February 1841, i R N 53
extend for yards 1,320 only*from a certai

pad. The last paper shewn us was a Kyf ypnd fhe proper limit of Ganuga-

eat dgted 1856, written ! :
ing the cultivable land, ot e ) ritten .by the Curnam’s father, describ-

nks of the village. Ach
but not Appanna Gunta, The omission is remzfrknble, g‘ P il G

ard confirmg thes suspicion that the change

i

SRS ————

-

alluded to above must have been made, Two Witnesses were exa.mined};' ::(':, slta:‘eidﬂ::tﬂ%;:? '
y : d Achanna Gunta both belonged to Gahugapad.
from the Curnam’s father that Appanna Gunta an DU P
The Marepalli Curnam produced a Chekunamd, dated A. D. 1732 deser;lgnb% th?;,::;:;h;:;; .
5 alli by two stones to Achanna Gunta and thence stralg rth
running from a tank east of Marep y - Sedemitmendonin
i i i i thirty years ago by Captain Gresley'sorder.
to the river, following  line which they say was cleared ; e SR
This line of course includes Appanna Gunta. Thrge other old witnesses 'w;l;:i m;:;:::; ::;; ?;' 5
firmed this boundary and stated that Appanna Gun:la v;:s dug ﬁ{va&ﬁz l'@d m@“m mlh i
: 2 . : er Marepal
. No. 3, also aged 80, said that he with s'ever others cultivat oot et
1:130‘:9 to Achanna Gunta before the Nandana famine, foxjtyr ye?ra ggo, l,::;;th_l!};h{_ lﬁ hubeé:;;“‘::a:’ -
Tho enly.videnosan o park ol Sumsgepat Wi heimuies st 8 OERTE R0 S0
Appanna, appears to be a subsequent alteration. * If ths.ta.nk really Wﬁ 4 ‘alli“Gﬁektrtaéui& e
entered along with the other four tanks of the village in 1856 ¢ The A‘?e}’ a i pal
clearer, and part of the line is still marked by stones, and the rest f:iomMcgha!ma | taﬁ“@am}; W fab
by a cleared belt said to have been made thirt:d year: t:g(i»r biati); e:nd dec&b A
t consider that the Ganugapad people have made out Sheir cfalm, e
::m:?: vlvir.h Marepalli, except Achanna Gunta ‘whth appea.rs in the Ganwd WW i
we make over to them as shown in the plan.

C. F. MacCARTIE, /

Z. .. . ed E /
Caxr Inaaapara, : ,-_(:Slgn ) Asgsistant Collecfor.
4th November 1873. L] b T
‘ - g v 5
Signed in Persian, : o
< S5YED ABDUL MANNAN, : £
?YED' Talugdar, Aval, Zille Veligandal Sxmpt_; Shumali.
. (True Copy-) .
(Signed)  C. F. MacCARTIE, &
Assistant Collector. :
(Truo Copy.) / SRR
e (Signed) G.D.LEMAN, 5
Collector. i

e Kistna Diatriet‘:» to J. GR@SE,
* . D. LEMAN, Esq., Collector of the e e e
From Gqu,, c ;ry to’ the Board.of Revenue, dated Masulipatﬂm 20th o
January 1874, No. 79! : - i A_ FEA : Sar 08
ApverTinG to paragraph 2 of G. O., No. 1,876, dated Gth.quelngr:,I}?:?g; St
Revenue Department, I have the honour to reply that should the Govqm:.ne, 85l
kg > : pleased to adopt my propgsql‘ in para- .
graph 11 of my letter* to Government,
Mr. MacCartie will again proceed to Baravancha in March ne-x% for the P“"I%’;’e' »
of ;ettling the remaining boundary dispute. He can also be ms@rucifad on that -
casion to investigate the Statt-rights over the village. In fhe meantime, I shall
r:ké atefis to et together what papers and evidence are available that will throw

* No. 1,034 of 27th December 1873.

Jigh t on the question. . T SR
A vt en the quest \ : i
- ‘ Fxcrosure No, 4,—Decision in Telugu. :
o ” T ol e i
. Excuosfiss Nos. 5 and 6.—Plans. ,
;" t < * a4 : ok :
"(/ . "
; j 3
i
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SusMITTED for the orders of Government. |
‘2. Mr. MacCartie on behalf of the British Government and Syed- Abdul

« Mannan on behalf of the Nizam’s Government met in October at Baravancha and

settled two boundary disputes between Baravancha and Ganugapad, villages claiined
by the Nizam, and British villages.

3. The first dispute was a complicated one. The Jaghiredars of Varavancha
claimed a right to extend their boundary all round, and to taw: 7,000 acres,
includingsome valuable topes and tanks and even village sites from the neigh-
bouring villages. The dispute is clearly deseribed and the evidence fully set forth

| ina most satiSfactory report by Mr. MacCartie. In the end the dispute was

décided against Baravancha but it was allowed to retain strips of land putside the
real boundary, including altogether about 400 acres, on the ground of long conti-
nued possession. The boundary thus decided was marked out by what may be
called ““a ring fence of stones” *‘each inscribed with a sun and moon and the
Christian year in telugu.”

©

4. The second dispute’ was between Ganugapadi (N izam) and Marepalli
(Bri\ﬁih). It was settled with reference to the boundary account of Marepalli, but
a pond within the limits thus fixed was assignea( to Ganugapadi. The evidence is
described in the decision which was signed by both the officers engaged in the
settlement. ‘

- 5. There can be no doubt but what these decisions éhonl‘dabe aécepted. The

limits deseribed in them should be marked out more permanently than seems to

have been done. The stones should be not less than three feet long and nine
inches square and embedded two-thirds in the ground. Page

- 6. There was a third dispute to settle, between Gopavaram and Venagudapa
(neither of these names have appeared in the lists of villages claimed by the Nizam
hitherto submitted nor can the Board find them in the map, and the Collector will
be good enough to explain this). The officers were unable to investigate it because

the time at which they had been ordered to meet is unfortunately the time at
which fever is most prevalent in that

prostrated by it. .

7. The Collector says this third dispute ise
that Mr. MacCartie should be deputed again to m
when the dispute can be settled, the boundaries
and the report which, Government have called fo

village of Baravancha ” prepared. If Government consent to this the Nizam’s

Gov?mment should be requested to depute an officer of equal rank to Mr. Mae-
Caztie’s to meet him at Baravancha in March,

part of the country, and they were both

a simple one, and recommends
eet a Nizam’s officer in March
marked out as described above
r “as to the State-rights over the

(True Copies and Extract.)

/

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,

' with three original et
»» the Collector of the Kistna District. 2t enclosures,
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Exd G. A. Turton.
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