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G.0., No. 254, 15th April 1897,

APRIL.

AN

Village Groups.

Sanctioning the re.arrangement of certain — in the Penukonda taluk, Anantapur district,
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(2) Gudipalle and Petakunta with Papireddipalle and Gondipalle hamlets of Séman-
dépalli. The sub-division was sanctioned by Government in its order No. 1031
dated 27th November 1893, communicated with Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 7 174’;

dated 26th December 1893.
3. Subsequent to this the ryots of Sémandépalli petitioned to Mr. Nicholson ou

the same matter, but he ordered that the matter has been closed and declined to
een that Mr. Nicholson and Mr. Pitt were in

entertain the petition. It will thus be s
favour of the sub-division, and that the Board and Government have accepted their

proposal and sanctioned it.
4. The following are the grounds on which the Boar
against the above gub-division :—
& L3 y, (¢) That Petakunta is an uninhabited village, and that some of the ryots of
' Gudipalle are only tenants of the village officers of Sémandépalli and others are

REVENUE DEP
b ARTMEX

i ryots of Sémandépalli ; ;
i (b) that all the ficlds of the hamlets Papireddipalle and Gondipalle are held
R by the village officers o
(¢) that the transfer of P’

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS d's petitioners chiefly protest
f Sémandépalli ;

apireddipalle and Gondipalle, hamlets from Sémandé-
ch inconvenience to the ryots of the hamlets as

- Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Re
venue

No. 1076, dated 220d Mareh 1807 s © o hevenue), Mis

Read—Petition from CHEKKT REDDI and others of Samand
amanda

Penuk : i
onda taluk, Anantapur district, dated 20th NO\S?IH)O a1i(i g,
s ‘ember 1896,

— g

Read—Petition from CHEKKI REDDI AND VENKAT

A 1

officers of Samandevapalle, ! SAPPA, villa
1l A NARASAFT A, village

November 1896. Fenukonda taluk, Anantapur, dated 22nd

Reference thereon dated 1st December 1896

* palli to (Gudipalle group causes mu

well as to those of Grudipalle ;
(d) that the work of the whole group used to be managed only by one set of
yillage officers without an
5. The counter-petition presented by the villaze officers and ryots of Gudi-
alli in favour of the sub-division deals mostly with certain alleged irregularities
on the part of th& village officers of Gudipalle. This is irrelevant. The only question
for consideration i8 whether at this stage, after the sub-division has been sanctioned
and the survey maps ordered to be revised, it is desirable to re-open the question. I
would, however, submit that some of the grounds put forward by the petitioners are

f consideration.

deserving o
6. The Head Assistant Collector in his letter Dis. No. 264, dated 1st February

y com pluint.

F

orwarded to the Collector of Anantapur for re L%
: : b 1897, herewith submitted, supports the Board’s petitioners and states that it was not a
Read—Petition from BALAPPA and others, r i wise policy to have forp]ed a separate Gudipalle group and ghat it would have been

Y ? | L .04‘ a rev " ; y

g ) 7. One thing must be clearly admitted, viz., that the sub-division involves the
Reference thereon dated 24th Febru i incurring of an expenditure of Rs. 166 a year. The question is whether the eircum-
ary 1897, o stances justify the incurring of any such expenditure. With all deference to Mr.
Nicholson’s opinion, I think they do mot. The area of the whole group is 7,211

i]
7 n 1,482, The only ground that I can see assigned in the
4 é't cubmitted with this Ref, on C: P. No. 1139, dated 12th Septgel.-luber 18938, taf:’?]?;i
J Potakuntn is five miles away from Sémandépalli. In the first place this distance is
X not excessive. is the rule rather than the exception to find hamlets situated at
five miles and gtill further from the central village. In the second place this objegtion
und when 1t 18 considered that Petakunta is an uninhabited village

falls to the grov n
On the other hand, the reasons assigned by the present Acting Head Assistant Collector

Forwarded to the Collector of Anantapur for re

Board’s Reference dated :
ated 1st December 1896 on Petition acres and populatio

port in continuati s
Register No. 9 953111; 108f9 éhe i

;Blem‘i——the following letter from K.C. M :
| . C. MANAVEDAN Raj
Collector of Anantapur, to the Secre o
tary to. the Commissi g hiin
sloners of Land Rev%

enue, Madras, dated Anantapur, 3
, ord March 1697, Di
y Dis. No. 1167 1.
5 for continuing it as one group e much more important and deserve careful considera-

R _ . v
In reply to Board’s Ref. on current petition No. 2958 of
two.hamlets now taken away from S86mandépalli i
; , palli 18

December last forwarding for report petiti | 18 ’
petitions from the vil 96 of the 1
e village officers of Sémandépaﬁ g ) tion, The greaterfpo_x;tgon Ot.; the o b
Ml o0 the holdings of enner o reddy or the karnam of Sémandépalli. In these

" and the ryots of Sémandépalli and its hamle g
o g ts, Papiredipal §
gundlapalle a_ngl of Gudipalle, Penukonda taluk anglﬁgfﬁfm“” Gondipalle and Nalla.
1897, on petition No. 294 of 1897 forwarding for reportenoe’ tgated 24th February circumstances I agroe with Mr. Macmichael in considering that it is mot advisabl
counter-petition from Nels ” ot advisable
the ! to split the group into two.

village officers and some ryots of Gudipalle, 1 have the honour to state as foll
€ as follows.

2 In the original revision of the village establish
paimash hamlots, vz, Pspireddipalle, Gehdinallo, N‘ﬁ?ﬁgui‘gl““ndépdli with all its
. palle in the Penukonda taluk and Gudipalle and Petakunta fﬁm:gau? and Chakerla-
taluk were clubbed together as one group, but subsequently On.th!“y ?9,,'itha\?i Lindupur
the Tahsﬂdar and the Head Assistant Collector, the group was g rgeomm idation of
. Sémandépalli with its paimash hamlets except Papireddipalle a?d 'da‘o‘l;%ﬁ atﬁ\eto (1)
; vondipalle and

8. The enclosures are returned.

o A Excrosvre,
N  MACMIOHAEL, Esq., Head Assistant Collector of Ananta ” lle
f ] 5 1. Tt Anantﬂpun da.ted lst Febru&ry 1897’ Dis. No. 264?“!‘, i t}xé, o 5
b © ¢ Adverting o your Reference on . No. 3794 of 1896, dated 11th December 1§ ardin
for report the two B oard’s potitions of the ryots and villa’ge officers of Sé?wdé;g%% %;::{g;%%
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taluk, received with Board’s Reference on Petition N
> : n No. 2958 of 1896, dated Ist D 89
‘I;h:g;vﬂe ﬁ;:shd%néia it;a?lt:',clengh%agifg;iatlli)elrevisi(;)x: of the village ;s:ali{ish:n.?rxs ?ﬁm{}sﬁ{l 11‘3?;062,
elonged to the Hind g i 181
%g{hviv:r: both t;!l;ansfeti:'ed to the Penukoqda tgaluk andeincilnxdg(}im;n i?]lela‘kS(":xlrll(rlxn?ﬁ"t];?lirev;}glon
oy tl rrangement, the karnam of Gudipalle and Petakunta was ousted from -llljis ap%oilxllf-.

Soanidibaltc grivi. R ment, On a complaint from this karnam, the
Sémandépali Peus grosg, splitting up of the Sémandépalli group ,into

3. Bbémandépalli. 1. Gudipalli
Ay e, I e the two marginally-noted groups was proposed
3, Chaker 31@,,,};“ 3. Papireddipalle. and finally approved. The pappelh}»ntsp now

4. Payasam alle. : 4. Gondipalle,

5 Baxanphlla: appeal against the separate grouping of Gudi-

palle and specially against the inclusion of the

Bles GonBipatle i tho eilyofovuied Grdipalle ronp. . Peauipalle sad nother

2. The appellants grounds of appeal are—

(@) That the formation of a separate group of Gudi
interests of the ryots of Papireddipalle and G%ndi?alle tlu -

. - 3 ) resent . i
former](yb )bi}gmi;gt]]‘;g to thetb;gmdandépalli group, as vlvell as ]_1;5 t}l):ee?gge-ril:t[g]:ft %va(:;::}l?x?:le, -
: at the present Gudipalle group may be abolished and ] illage il
:']11112 vfergubg rI:;);ilt)xe .anzalgatnﬁgtect w(iitl_l those of Sémandépalli ag:rl;m?pl agzle t%:ga;;if(;(;gsztxu}l)g

ust as i D . e
n Faslh 1902 s J y gtood immediately after the revision of the village establishment
(¢) that if the above eoncession be not completel
scssry o o sunt G o Guat, s o of B, o
10 speclg,lly request that these two hamlets may be separated from it;[ i 5 and Gondipalle,
ﬁresenlf Somandépalli group, as they hold lands in Sémandépalli and its otha:,. llnclludod in the
ave been aocuston}ed to work _under the Sémandépalli villace officer { 1'@m ets, as thqy
difficult to work amicably and satisfactorily under two sets of masters : 8 and g they find it
' (d) th_at in the l_mmlet oi; Papireddipalle, one Papireddi t;ha n, £ i .
the present village Magistrate of Sémandépalli, and his brobherJSu iARReRLOY O.f Chikki Reddi,
dasab;ngfam tizlpk, the whole ayacut under which is in their vasak:gezg?l [f:]dfl‘; constructed a
name f‘!;er 1im fas Papxredd1pglle_, and that even in the hamlet of G 1&9 | lwas therefore
portion of the land is held by Chikki Reddi and his brother Sunije 8 ondipalle, a greater
karnam of Sémandépalli ; jevee Reddi and the present
~ (e) that all the ryots in these two hamlets are tl .
and his brother Sunjevee Reddi and that it will thereforlgbgnc%?lrj:::;;?tsf? :}“s e Bedas
dues, &c., to the yillage officers of 86mandépalli rather than to those of G dxt iem to pay their
and a gl?rﬁi}:'aftr:g gléem:ﬂ? ge:lhponshb'itllit'i;g the Gudipalle group are Withllinlga::d;ius of il
nd a ndép which if made the p i w> UL & Tnile
would be most convenient ; 2 ©.the parent village of the two combined gr oups,
" (gy) that a separate Gudipalle gronp has been formed j :
the karnam of Gudipalle and Petakunta who has been left weithgnizta.z; mﬁde employment for
(k) that the village officers of Gudipalle do not live in Gudipalle tl:(:el?s‘o’” vy
P alasamudram, - village in Hindupur talok six miles away from theirs, and the Ragéam B
in Sémandépalli and that if they wanted any information from the kz;rnam th R i
! Palas&n].ﬁ%dmnlll 8ix mgies distant and that in a different taluk : ey will have to go
e (i) the village officers of Sémandépalli group submit peci
Pa.pired.dipa.lle and Gondipalle and that for anyt%lingptbat th;y svg:iltag)y}t};%o:}: (;y :1? i lm}ds in
they will have to be under the orders and obligations of village officers of Gnd' b
they oonglder highly derogatory to their position as independent village officers Iz 1Py i
o _(J) that the Survey and Bettlement Departments have prepared their
treating the two groups as one, and that it will be sheer waste of time tor ey
- re-prepare the accounts of these departments (please vide copy of Deputy Commiss; . .
Kndorsement No. 17, dated 8th May 1896, and No. 716, dated Sth May 1806 flog 1o o0
appellants with the Board’s petitions) ; Y 1690, filed by the
' (k) that the appellants were not aware of the formation of the ne
a3 no notico was published in the District Gazette nor was any notice &
them sn opportunity of representing their grievances regarding the
group-
9. The above are some of the grounds which the petitioners urge i :
tions to the Board which have been rather very clumsi{)y drawn up l;.go(;? 151::: i : wodappeal peti-
not correct, because a notice announcing the formation of the Gudipalle %fl tncs) the last i
lished in this District Qazette dated g . But I dog;)t }])mwas duly pub.-
circumstances under which the new Gudipalle group has been proposed and g o ke wonch
connected correspondence cannot be found whatever they might have heen, I 5) proved ag the

was o wise policy to have formed a separate Gudipalle group. It would certai(z)xl;c;fagglik it
. een

alle is unnecessary hoth in the

it is eonsidered

unts, &o.,
demarcate and

W group of Gudipall
qrved on them to %iv:
formation of the new

=]
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; tent i angement made at the revision had been left undisturbed, t.e., the a'ma,lgg-
;)gsri?éfugzﬁg angd Petakunta with Sémandépalli group as alleged by the appellants ; this
new group appears to have been formed just to provide employment for t:he karnam who was
loft without any at the revision, thongh the state of these two villages did not abso]utely call
for a separate group. These two villages are 80 insignificant in themselves, one of them being
nninhabited that it was not worth while to form a separate group of‘ them ; bl_leu' beriz did not

, beyond rupees four hundred and odd. So some more villages had to be amalgamated with
go bey Thete were no other villages adjoining except the two hamlets of Papireddipalle and

them. ; a
: i ¢ these two hamlets to the Gudipalle group, I do not
Gondipalle. o oxlenne e ks 1 hamlets as well as those of Government have been

: et ts of those
((;Zrll;-liirn:illlt\trgi? lr"It‘ﬁreGT;oz: rg'fo :h(;se hamlets have been used to the rule of the officers of

: o v i . potitions to the Board they appear to be satisficd
Sémandépalli. From the wording of thell‘é’ of Gudipalle, a foreign rule has now been intro-

_ with their rule. By the separate groupin : e thi Lo
- o ders of the village officers of this new group, for they
duced. They are nos guijels unde!ilzllg(;ugﬂgé':rs of Sémandépalli group as they own lands in

gr:em:ﬁg];;::l ﬁfazl;eiz:nltl:(:lll 1(;&, s,thel“;lley therefore take strong objection to their being subjected
Q0 !

Ay R ¢, For in their attempt to please the village officers of one
2 gl‘il: tll{l:;d;;i i::;dteod i;?:;lsot.’}:gydisplgasure of those of others as both of them appear to be in
ar

v i to unnecessary factious dissensions among the ryots
inimical terms. This will naturally lead to un o g;ring the period T liave boee. th ks

di niet life. ; ; :
:rfh(;hli]:‘:i? ;&gzre;tlgﬂl;:e:b:e:eégg :dqsny complaints from Sémandépalli and its hamlets. So
’ Rl

: ts of the ryots. .
far as regards the InteroS B % ° ' 0 ont, when Chikki Reddi, the Reddi in office of Séman-

Now, as to the interesbs‘of G 1 iion. o ¥he holdiipe Sh 6l
: ) Reddi hold patta for the largest portion of the holdings in the
dépalli, 5{%3 h1fs ?,?ti};.gggil;,:,]ﬁ: e::nd Gondipall%, it is in the interests of Government @hat these
b ham‘uts Ohouldpcontinue to belong to the Sémandépalli group for the easy collection of the
i ha(xin R Apaft ‘from the question of collection of assessment, there is also considerable
eircar ‘?S(;ted gy the abolition of this unnecessary new group as pointed out by the appellants
saving effe | patition. ' So far as the appellants are considered, they do not object to the new
in their appeal p 3 of Gudipalle and Petakunta only. Their only request is

Tl ; sed ;
ronp, provided it is to g clnded in Gudipalle group may be

i i : - alle which have now been in
15 apxreddlpalle i hamlets of Sémandépalli group, as has been the case

i d to continue as é .

;35?:::3 ::g;n lt’FEi(; ?llivz'(;ry r:asonable request which can fairly be considered and conceded.

- : dpalli 1 f their power and influ-
i ficers of Somandépalli group complain about the loss 0 P an

'{f)hetiglﬁfai;e: c:)l?their hamlets to Gudipalle group. Ttis a fact that cannot be d.emed that

232% w};illage is @ small republic and its village officers are the moving and the leading spirits

9% i : : look up to them as their chief adyisers in all that they do.
in it and all tho resident ity i lu?ld articulary large extents on patta ; all the resident

lets the village oilicers { ’
s o Bt the e o0 B sty et command al ne
ryots ar h them and their work in them cannot get on with that felicity with which it will go
ence Wivll & What has been theirs for a long time has been taken

i1l officers. heirs ]
on ;hfx);hfggizl&e gvilv:;g et,o others who have no right to it. There is also another reason
aw 1

i is brother should Le articularly anxious to retain Paplreqdl alle for

why thle 83:;13}.:6;113];3 tov, Papi Reddi constr}:!cteti an important dasabhandam tank in1t. The

: themsfe v:esti o is everything with village officers who look upon their appointmerts more as an

loss of p 1 g source of power and influence rather than a source of pecuniary profit and gain,

%0110:;9:‘: E . that the two hamlets in question should be again grouped
or

of opinion
h S .man?]:gi;:llfi Iga;:?up. gfter their separation from G.u.dipatlle group the continuance of it as.
s o Ot roup is not necessary. So its complete abolition is strongly recommended. The
a sep"f‘ﬁ . gs may conveniently be included in the Sémandépalli group as was done at the
two V1 age.d if c{)nsidered necessary, it establishment may be increased by the addition of one
m“sm;flwui This arrangement, the village officers of Sémandépalli admit, will not give
more_talay i eptible increase of work. For as they say there are several groups in this divi-
t!‘em:; I;e»larg or beriz and which are still managed by s single karnam and a reddi. The
z:;on‘:binnﬂ beriz of the two groups comes to about Rs. 2,000, ey b e
This arrangement will also facilitate the work of the surveyand settlement departments.
The redemarcation of these two hamlets and the consequent connections in the survey maps
hgch have now been ordered and which do not appear to have been as yet carried out need
:of, bo. The settlement accounts which have been prepared according to the suryey need not

pow undergo any alterations. oik ok |

T +ds the complaint of the appeliauts that karnam Jalappa got EM*'“ for some.
1 nd:;vlﬁ:l:e;o‘ﬁ;t:ined valufble‘ trees in the names of 'some others wh_afea he hwmgé?f has been
t?m aotunl enjoyer, separate on quires will be instituted'snd the matter -‘gaparat(h)ly a‘us?osad of as
also their complaint against the village officers of Gtadipalle for non-residence in Gudipalle,

5. The Board's appeal petitions are Lerewith submitted with connected records.
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Read—also petition from THIPPA REDDI, karnam of J alappa, talayary Erradiga
and Babiga, village officers of Gudipalle, Penukonda taluk. Apant: .
district, dated 9th March 1897, el T

Resolution—Mis. No. 1076, dated 2énd March 1897.

The Colleetor of Anantapur recommends the following rearrangement of village
groups in the Penukonda taluk :—
Present establishment. Proposed establishment,
‘__

Names of villages
end hamlets.

Karnams
Munsifs,
Talayaris

Bémandépalli (¢)
Chakarlapalle
Nallagundlapalle
Gudipalle ()
Potakunta ..
Papireddipalle
Gondipalle .,

* Includes & ghdt talayari,

2. In the last general revision of the village establishments of the district, the
villages above referred to, with their hamlets, were clubbed together as one g;oup
both for karnams and munsif’s charges. Subsequently the group was sub-divided as
shown in paragraph 1 above under the sanction conveyed in G.0., No. 1031, Revenue
dated 27th November 1893, chiefly on the ground that the hamlet of Pe?takunta is’
o miles off Sémandépalli. The Collector now points out that Petakunta is an wn-
inhabited village, that a large portion of the lands of the Gudipalle group is in the
holding of either the reddi or the karnam of the Sémandépalli group, and that it
would be to the advantage of the Government as well as of the ryots if the arrange-
ment made at the revision were reverted to. The Board supports the Collector’s
recommendation which would result in a saving of Rs. 156 per annum.

(True Copies and Extract.)
(Signed)  R. C. C. CARR,
Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
with the petitions and their enclosures and the Collector’s

report and its enclosures in original (to be returned).

Orper—No. 254, Revenue, dated 15th April 1897,
| e The Collector’s recommendation
l Mizorlnnenus, I which is supported by the Board of
' Revenue is approved and sanctioned.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

'- TothefBoard of Revenue (Land Revenue), with enclosures.
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