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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT. °

-

. *

Reao—the foliowing Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 14th October 1886,
. No. 2237 :— »

Read—the following letter from F. A. NICHOLSON, Esq., Acting Collector of

Anantapur, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenpe, dated Guntakal, 25th
Scptember 1886, No. 453 :— :

I have the honor to forward the accompanying case for the decision of Government
according to the rules contained in Standing Order No. 138-1 under the Pensions Act. -

2. A jughire, consisting of two villages (Pulamati and Kotipi) in Hindupui‘ taluk,
was granted as a good service pension to Ramachendra Rao in 1809 ; he died in 1832, ,
and the family tree to date is as follows :— ‘ : ’

Ramachendra .
Rao, the original | |
. grant-, died in .
: 1832 A.D.

- » —____‘ S n M
1

‘ l | BN 1

; Sreenivasa Rao _Bubba Rao .
died in 1837, Krishna Rao died 1879, wife Chitambaramma,
. | wafe Subbumma died 1876. ' Lakshmamma, daughwr,/ dead.

! alive., ; alive. . -
] ' l : _ l I ‘

. Ramachendra . .
Rao died 1877, Banjeevamma, | Rama_]fao, Subba Rao.
wife Achemma daughter, alive. petstioner.

alive. . !

Sreenivasa Rao . .
died 1878, wife Subba Rao, Venkata Rao v

Kamakshamma counterspetitioner.] | (minor). ‘
alive. o .

L]

, 3. In August 1885 petitioner, Rama Rao, grandson of the original grantee,
‘presented a petition to this office under section & of the Pensions Act, complaining

' that Subba Rao, counter-petitioner and great grandson of the grantee, was collecting
the entire revenue of the jaghire and appropriating it in contravention of the family -
¢ custom ”’ by which the income was enjoyed 1 two equal sh_a;es, of Whlcl% one share

' should go to petitioner and the other share to counter-petitioner and his brother.
Petitioner further claimed that he was himself the neayest heir, as grandson, fmd, as

'such, entitled to the whole jaghire, and yvoun@ up with a prayer that he might be
declared sole jaghiredar and the order published in the villages.-

7 4 Counter-petitioner, Subba Rao, declared t}}at he was the jaghiredar; that the

! orantee had established the custom of primogeniture; and that consequently he, as

! iscended in the eldest branch, was head of the family and sole jaghiredar. '

5. The case was referredto the Head Assis’qant Collector, Whg receined the evidenge
and has forwarded his report, in which he considers that the evidence is altogether in
favor of counter-petitioner Subba Rao, whom. l}e would recognize as the managing:
member of the family under Standing Order No. 138. With this opinion I agree.
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6. As regards petitioner’s claim, he evidently asserted too mucil and practicall
actically

abandoned his claim to be sole jaghiredar. " His admission of a bipartite diyisi
ite diyision of

income became admittedly a modification of his clai
0 G I clai iaghi
e e st i e e o el ol
peg;tioner’s o ok u}s1 ?1 aimed for petitioner’s father, the utni;st brov be R idb
record to show 1?11; t.a occasionally done'acts as 4 jaghiredar. Th D oing, that
rocord f0 ¢ evmen;ze peu(llmonsr or his father ever occupied th-e o tatgge }s nlo evidence on
laim to b nce produced has been to rebut counter-petitioner’s of sole jaghiredar,
claim to be sole jaghiredar may be dismissed. petitioners claim. - Petitioner’s

7. As regards his clai L
s regards his claim to a bipartite division, there is an indefiniteness about th
abou e

, claim which pre i el
prevents its admission at present; while orginally asserted as a di
rted as a division

of income, it apparently became an asserti

f incon tly bees ssertion of divisi

:1;:;3 ’LS it th;t_no&a ttlttle of evidence ha; ll?:eflfp%lo‘g"sllcoeltloif S
¢ e said 18 that on some 1 143 o8

Moreover, it is doubtful for the(;_%(ﬁl:i&]fg petitioner’s Jatho

¢ jaghireship, So indefi-
upport of it, and all that
r did acts as a jaghiredar.

” . reason : petiti .
custom,” and says that his father Subba Rao enllz)ey‘lagolrllglrf sg}el?lks; é)lfl 15 as atufamﬂ -
nter-petitioner’s

father the other half by “custom.” N iti
Haer e o, 1 . ow petitioner’s father died i
father, in San 87T and Krishna Rao son of tho grantes 2l bt o ounter
now admits this. Hence the so- thers should have been three sh o o pentioner's
and was not a custom at all o 15 pem can at the outsido bare?, o g oy,
tency prevent any decisioz irlxni)téii%iix‘zgi"s Cffag%: bse? o eVidencee:ndp?}?igﬁzozl;lg,
. L] 3 » ¢ as .
gﬁz(x)s;gir;,t Wiletl.lor of the jaghire or of income. Rtgfvf o-called customary bipartite
ent with the nature of the giint (Standing Orders’lg:;l i)if’)St)he Jaghire 13 stio

8. Turning to counter-pctitioner;

: : : -petitioners Subb 's claim, this—v;
911sfcom of primogeniture was establislad—is s.nﬁao si caim, th}$-— viz.
in its support. ' . sual, but theré is con

(«) Most of the documents fild in the ci |
05t of the oeuments il & e case came from his custody ; thi
(8) The evidence produced evin E;’ ‘;Zsiifiia&g et branel{ .
to show that affairs wer managed (1) it o
dra Rao (counter-petitioncr’s ?ather)
Ramachendra Rao was tut a young man
and if Krishna Rao and Subba Rao. were

why should the -
‘Bu%’ further, theyfﬁgla:?f?he management during his uncles’ lifet
Witness’ and Whg manse lngappa’ called‘ by Peﬁtioner as tll' ctime ?
declares that count nuofzq affairs as gumasta for twent o vours
management and I; er(;iI)eth(tfgn?r’s father, Ramachendraeliig-onﬁ AN
Rao cos in the villgge Dhe him as gumasta ; that while RO’ %d b
Rao only during g | e usually managed, and Krishna R amachendra
were always in Rahmac?l?\lecllldra Ra,o’s absence ; that the _aagfmd Pubba
to him for money ; that he was. csbennon o Lo (hat dhe others sens
RaO . . - o ede his . .
Subl’o ;Vlggodl;gtﬁliotg ;, 8, fwhercupon, as count)err-peti?cli((l)fxsetfson Sreom.vasa
e et ande. sl ather, managed till his death in 1§?S * This
counter-petitioner o »ut. littla wenkened by the fact th qt ncas e
gumasta of the est Itnoney j this dtself tends to show tﬁ honsts T
evidence for the e(?ue,the was. tho dependent of the eld alf gh, e
to show that Krishnzttl legg ?3?%?3 eorr(llborates this Lingzp;:n:};& tetf}ég
. wor 1 ?
i, o e T . e s 1 1
gran?ee. Tt 3o als?:‘ to his father Srcenivasa Rao‘ ﬁgl:slil;t won of {1
NN u asserted that though there wore t: son of the
a0 acted during Rama ymes when Krishna

only during hi Ramachendra Rao’s lifetime, i
y during his absence from the village, which Wa‘; Os ;ie;cmie, it was
vveral oceasions

and for several years owin i
: owing to law suits, i '
the whole evidence distinctly is that, tilougﬁeﬁr?gjzs%rlaoproilucgdbb
and Subba

‘Rao acted occasionally, the ge
though the youngest of the thgregfaml\ manager was Ramachendra Rao,

, & claim that the‘
siderable evidence

by Krishma Rao, 12)

: Ramachen-
and (3) by Subba Rao. acN?)Ivlv
, mllllch Younger than his uncles ;
really nearer heirs than himself’,

!
:

petitioner goes

-
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< !
(¢) Other evidence is also in favor of counter-petitioner. During the inam

inquiry a statement was . put in, gn which Ramachendra Rao (counter-
petitioner’s father) is entered alove as the inamdar, and it is asserted by

one of the attesting witnesses (Puttappa, No. 14) that this was done by
Krishna Rao, the uncle. It is t-ue that in the inam register all three
. pames appear, but even there R/ 1achendra Rao, though the youngest,
appears first on the list, and iti not clear whether these three are not
_entered merely as members of the inamdar’s family. In a petition to
the Board of Revenue in 1863, it i3 Ramachendra Rao who writes and
alone signs the petition, though [t mentions his uncles; and in 2 letter
(Ex. 32) from Krishna Rao to Jamachendra Rao, the former tells him
to represent to the Collector that he, Ramachendra Rao, is the represent-
ative of the elder branch and \ifill ot consent to his uncle’s action in

a certain matter. i

9. Though there are doubtless exhibits showing the signatures of all the three
persons, yet there is little doubt in my mind that Ramachendra Rao was the general

and recognised manager, but that matters werc not so .
others also worked as jaghiredars, snd were considered as such, while Ramachendra
Tiao was certainly abscnt for long periods, it 8 said, on estate business.

10. While the interests of the family ar: that the jaghire should not be divided,

it is equally for their interest and for that of *he village ryots tha there should be 1o
division of authority or managership ; local division cannot be permitted, and it is nob
advisable that two persons, or rather three w' 30 counter-petitioner’s brother comes of
age, should claim to exercise joint authority ¢ 1F the ryots in collections or other land-

The division of the collections is a separate q €8
not allot proper maintenance: T\

—

Resolution—dated 14th October 1886, No. 2: 7.

Submitted for the orders of Governmen! - - o
9. The Board support the suggestion ma €17 the last paragraph of_ the Collector’s

letter. :
. (A true Copy st { Extract.)

 (sigaed)

b

M. AMMICE, -
Acting Secretary.

»

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Depart nent-
Copy to the Collector of Anantapur.

=

Ozper—dated 25th November 1886, No. 10{'21 Revenue. .

. [he Board’s recommendation is approved.
)
g
(True Extact.)

% (Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
v Ag. Secretary to Government.

Miscéllaneous.

-

To the Board of Revenué:

Exd, W. H. French. .
{

40 Copies.

i
“
o~
{
I

strictly managed but that the

. lord’s work. I therefore suggest that counte -petitioner Subba Rao be r.ecognized as -
e should be the managing member.

representative of the jaghire, and that, as suj v o ! X 4
tion, and he will be liable if he does

-
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~ Approving B Vs recommendation in Tegard .
to the managemen of certain — inthe Hipdu-
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‘ | PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE.

l w

{ Rﬁ%\m-——the following letter from F. A. NICHOLSON, Esq., Acting Collector of
Anantapur, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Guntakal, 25th

" l: * September 1886, No. 453 :— '
« I have the honor to forward the accompanying oase for the decision of Government
adcording to the rules contained in Standing Order No. 138-1 under the Pensions Act.
2. A jaghire, consisting of two'yillages (Pulamati and Kotipi) in Hindupur taluk, :
was granted as a good service pension to Ramachendra Rao in 1809 ; he died in 1832,

- !
E) 7 ' - &

" _ _and the family tree to date is as follows : — '
" e o= Ty - el . . . «

; s ¢ . ) L 3 t,

-, L. Ty Ramachendra .
. s owa : ‘ - Rao, the original
vy . . grantee, died in

: B 1832 A.D. s

e qe—— g~ —rs

S I
Sreenivasa Rao
died in 1837,
wife Subbamma
" glive.

_  _  ————
I
TS S
Ramachendra

Rao died 1877,

R Lo wife Achemma
alive.

Krishna Rao
died 1876.

3

Sanjeevamma,
daughter, alive.

Subba Rao
died 1879, wife
Lakshmamma

alive.

ERama Rao,
petationer.
s

:

+ [Chitambaramma,

daughter, dead.

Subba Rao.

[

S

YVenkata R:;o
{minor).

! f
' Sreenivasa Rao

diod 1878, wife Subba Rao,

Kamakshamma counter-petitioner.

alive.

Rama Rao, grandson of the original grantee,~
resented a petition to this office under section 5 of the Pensions Act, ‘complaining
that Subba Liao, counter-petitioner and great grandson of the grantee, was collecting
- the entire revenue of the jaghire and appropriating 1t in contravention of the family .
« custom ” by which the income was enjoyed in two equal shares, of which one share
should go to petitioner and the other share to counter-petitioner and his brother, -
. . Petitioner gurther claimed that he was himself the nearest heir, as grandson, and, as
such, entit ed to the whole jaghire, and wound up with a prayer that he might be |
declared sole jaghiredar and the order published in the villages. ‘
o Subba Rao, declared that he was the jaghiredar ; that the

4. Counter- etitioner
P ed {he custom of prz'mo_qem'lure ; and that conscquently he, as

tee had stablish : 1t cor
) gzz:;leflgedain :‘he eldest branch, was head of the fumily and sole ]aghu'edar.
o the Head Assistart Collector, who reccived the evidence

5. The case was referred tc ; : . . -
and has forwarded his report, 10 which he considers that the evidence 18 altogether in”
favor of counter-petitioner Subba Rao, whom Le would recognize as the managing

" member of the family under Standing Order No. 138, 'With this opinion I agree,

-

"3 o August 1885 petitioner,
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2 I . Boarp or Revexvg, T4ra Ocroser 1886, No.-2237.°

6. Asregards petitioner’s claim, he evidently asser :

abandoned his claim to be sole jaghiredar. His adm{ssion otfea(,] bgggragil%v?:iir}) EEE-qtlcally
became admittedly a modification of his claim to be sole jaghiredar, the mOd'éIl.C ;).me
being evidently necessary, because it was absolutely imPOS:ible to o al cation
the status claimed for petitioner’s father, the utmost provable beinr}) that t%’y tlm’e
father had occasionally done acts as ¢ jaghiredar. There is no evidence '111)e , lon(;er .
show that petitioner or his father ever occupied the status of sole jafrhi(i'ed-l;(:'cotht:

D 1. .

whole evidence prod " )
produced has been to rebut counter-petitioner’s claim. Petitioner’s”

claim to be sole jaghiredar may be dismissed.
7. As regards his claim to a bipartite division, there is an indefinitencss about the

claim which preveats its 'admission af present; while originally asserted as a division

of income, it apparently became an assertion of divisi o ohirachs .

nite is it that not a tittle of evidence has been pr:;clsxllzleldoifhsl]ag;]; esffh.lf' So indefi-
can be sau} is that on some occasions petitioner’s father didppactso 1t, and a.ll that
Moreover, it 1s doubtful for the following reason: petitioner speaks ofa ?t a ]ag}‘uredz}r.
custom,” and says that his father Subba Rao enjoyed half anld cou;t opoti fam1l,
father the other half by ¢ custom.” Now petitioner’s father died in I%P_:gotltloner 8
petitioner’s in 1877, and Krishna Ran, son of the grantee and brother Of‘pé t?gi‘;ﬁteil;;

father, in 1876 ; hence till 1876 there should have been th 43
now admits this Hence the so-callel custom can at ﬂf: otu::i%: }Laeri)sf, 211112 yl-):;rl,tl(;liel.' '
= 0 y’m

- - and was not a custom at all " until 1876. The alsence of evi )
.o » . ., ° 01 evld_‘ L. by
tency prevent any decision 1n petitioner’s favor as to the so—callpelclic (::13;(3: o lﬁ%e(ms'l o
fhvmm'n, whether of the jaghire or of income. A division of the -ax:}‘l‘:)’ ipartite
inconsistent with the nature of the grant (Standing Order No. 138) Jaghire 15 also

8. Turning to counter-petitioner Subba Rao’s claim, this—rvi .
custom of primogeniture we ablished—i A, STV, a claim that the
ousto supp}:) iy ogeniture was esta.bhsh:ad‘ is unusual, but there is considerable evidence
(a) Most of the documents filed in the case ca i e
to show that the management was reallr\?(inf I;(I)I: ctllilsegu‘t'?ﬁgSZh, this tends
(¢) The evidence produced even by petitioner against counter-peti.ﬁoner
. to show that affairs were managed (1) by Krishna Rao, () Ram %OBS
dra Rao (counter-petitioner’s father), "and (3) by Su{Jb:; Rao aeNen-
Ramqehenc!ra Rao was but a young man, much younger than his'un lowt
and if Krishna Rao and Subba Rao were rcallybneamr heirs (’;‘hes,
himseld, why should the youth take the management during his unel .
hf_ctxme ? ?ut further, the gumasta Lingappa, called by zi‘)etition e‘s,
thirteenth witness, and who managed affairs as gumasta for twenty(if);:

: years, declares that codntqr-petitioner’s father, Ramachendra Rao, had
. the mapagement and :}ppomted him as gumasta; that while Ramac’:he Ve
dra Rao was in the village, he usually managed, and Krislina Rao m]ll(i. ;

Subba Rao only during Ramachendra Rao’s absence; that the jaghire
O

‘records were always ia. ’ !
v Ramachendra Rao’s possession, and that the_

others sent to him for money ; that he was succ :

‘ . . g eeded by h \
Sreenivasa Rao, who died in 1878, whereupon, as 00{1 ntéi.eledtt‘:'t son
was a minor, Subba Rao, petitioner’s father, managed till hispde1 lt%n?r
1879. This is strong evidence and is but little weakened by tha(; fa:;

that witness owes counter-petitioner money; this itself tends to show

that though the gumasta of the estate, he
elder branch. The evi‘denr'e for the eoullter-ggsititgr?eg zg(:lr.ldl;ent tof tthh'e
Lingappa, and fends té show that Krishna Rao only did szl;z;ces h'ls
Ramachendra Rao was a minor, and that Bamache{ldra Rao aSS‘J le
the management on coming of age in succession to his father Sreen'med
Rao, eldest son of 7t}_1e grantee. It is also asserted that though a]]asa
were times when Krishaa Rao and Subba Lao acted during Ra%n : here
dra Rao’s lifetime, it was only during his absence trom- the ‘f‘f‘l cn-
~ which was on several occasions and for ssveral years owing to léw age,
The impression produced by the whole evidence distinetly is that ‘tvlfults'
Krishna Rao and Subba Rao acted occasionally, the gencral » though
was Ramachendra Rao, though the youngest of the three, ™~ manager
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(¢) Other evidence is also in favor of counter-petitioner, During the inam -

inquiry a statement was put in, in which Ramachendra Rao (counter-
petitioner’s father) is entered alone as the inamdar, and it is asserted by
one of the attesting witnesses (Puttappa, No. 14) that this was done by
Krishna Rao, the uncle. It is true thatin the inam register all three
names appear, but even there Ramachendra Rao, though the youngest,
appears first on the list, and it is 3 Jt clear whether these three are not
entered merely as members of the inamdar’s family. In a petition to
the Board of Revenue in 1865, it is Ramachendra Rao who writes and
alone signs the petition, though it mentions his uncles ; and in a letter
(Ex. 32) from Krishna Rao .o Ramachendra Rao, the former tells him
to represent to the Collector that he, Ramachendra Rao, is the represent-
ative of the elder branch and will not consent to his uncle’s action in
a certain matter. ' : .

9. Though there are doubtless exhibits thowing the signatures of all the three
persons, yet there is little doubt in my mind that Ramachendra Rao was the general
and recognised manager, but that matters were not so strictly managed but that the
others also worked as jaghiredars, and were considered as such, \yhlle Ramachendra
Rao was certainly absent for long periods, it is said, on estate business. ‘

10. While the interests of the family are that the jaghire should not be divided,
it is equally for their interest and for that of the village ryots that there should be no
division of authority or managership ; local division cannot be Perrmtted, and it is not
advisable that two persons, or rather three when counter-ppt}tloner’_s brother comes of
age, should claim to exercise joint authority over the ryots 1n collections or other land-
lord’s work. I therefore suggest that counter-petitioner Subba Rao be r.ecognwed as
representative of the jaghire, and that, as sucd, he should be the managing member.
The division of the collections is a separate question, and he will be liable if be does

not allot proper maintenance.

Resorvrion—dated 14th October 1886, No. 2237.

. Submitted for the orders of Government. '
9. The Board support the ,suggestion made in the last paragraph of the Colleec-
:/,/ {1 T

tor's letter.
(A true Copy and Extract.)
' p A e B

'
AP

) ' Acting Secretary.

i
-~

~

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Departmeat.
Copy to the Collector of Anantapur.

Exd. J. Henricus. *
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