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(Land Revenue).

No.981 Routine,dated 14th April 1899,

Resolution
THe petition which appears to h

S86ent to this of fice by mistaka, will be Forwarded to

ment as it is addressed’ to that authority,

(True Extract)

/
‘~1‘tlz/41;10~1421w>L_

Acting Secretary.
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The Secraetary to Government, Revenue Department, with

Petition and Enclosurés.
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THE HONOURABLE MEMBERS oF
THE BOARD OF REVENUE,
LAND REVENUE,
MADRAS.

The humble Supplemental Petition of the under-

signéd Ryots of Antapuram, Hospet Taluk,
Bellary District.

IMest Respectiully shewetn,

lands which are in their long possession and enjoyment and Patta, as sho
below,

The present rgopening of an once closed question is the result of ap
unquetichable malice brought up in the thirsty hearts of three Revenue officers
Messers. (1) V. Custuri Setty (2) R, Kristna Singh and (3) M, Sambasiva Row
Naidu, under the circumstances narrated in brief in Appendix A.

(3) A copy of the Board’s Proceedings on which Collector’s action to
resume your Petitioner’s lands was based, was asked to be granted to them. Neither
the Board nor the Government was pleased to grant them one, Thereon a prayer
was made to the Board how an appeal should be preferred to the higher tribunals,
It replied that a copy of the Collector’s Order might be got and appealed. Such
a copy was granted to them in September 96, It is a bald one, It does not
help your appellants in any way yet, as for as they, the undersigned four Petitio-
ners but not others, may glean from this bald copy and from their own knowledge
of their lands, they beg to represent their hard case as shown in Appendix B
with documentary evidences in support thereof, such as Pattas and M uchilikas,
Your Petitioners pray the Honorable Board will kindly see that they are very
carefully returned to them when no ionger required, They therefore pray that the
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echoed each otheﬁ;'; hubbub that the

lands were obtained

by fraud.The orders of the previous Collectors clearly show

that no fraud was committed and that Puttas were obtained
legally,

5. That your petitioners further beg to state that it is usual to find every
where excesses in Survey area and that Mr, Sewell and the Settlement
Cowmmissioner also addressed the Board in the Settlement Department in 1893 on
this subject, that the Board ordered that on al] spéh eXcesses or the contrary
Patta should be granted and that Pattas were accordingly granted in F 1309,

6. That in these circumstances your humble petitioners respectfully pray

that the Honorable Board will kindly peruse the A ppendix B-rather carefully
h item with the authenticate

against it as per - List~-Appendix C, herewith submitted, and render them

Justice by cancelling Collector’s Order as well as the Board Proceedings quoted

in it and by directing the Collector not to resume their lands which are in theiy
long enjoyment on Putta,

7. For this act of justice and kindness they shall ever pray,

The Petitioners beg to remain,

Your Most Obedient
and

Humble Servants.
(Sd.) BHEEMASAIN ROW.
(Sd.) NARASINGA ROW.
(Sd.) HANUMANTHA ROW,

(Sd.) THATHACHARRY,
of Antapuram, Hospet Taluk,

Bellary Distriet.
Dated 1st, April, 1897,

GUARDIAN PRESS MOUNT RQAD MADRAS.
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4t "'7‘3 P mtmﬁ“&ztty was' the Tahsildar of Hospet he wanted to taks
' ‘”"W hig' flelds in shrotriem ulisanayakanahally through appellant’s putta

it "*Hﬁ‘feﬂﬂm‘dﬂﬁlly

an '-““'fm“ﬁﬁﬂf took it through their lands and on which a siit was filed against

and whose flat refusil to lot water flow through their

Bih it the Civil Court which passed a decree against him This decres wrinkled
in his minds so much that he at last showed a dislike and'ill féeling towardst Rem.
He took up from the' Taluk' record: all papers relating’ to dppellants, concealed that
which helped them and took a culwar chitta of an' uninhabited village and showed
it to the Qollector havinig informed that Bheemasaiti Row Has committed forgery
v the aecount. When the cass was committed to the Sessions Court Mr.
fﬂ'ﬁﬁbm, who was then the District Judge convicted him not under forgery
But unider section 218 of the I. P. C. Gross injustice was done to him then. The
sildar stands' thus as an agressor or first mover towards the present confusion
which unnecessarily and illegally ended in the resumption of certain lands from
fhéir pittas held from time immemorial. As regards Revenue Inspector Kristna
sitigh. The Board is well aware that when a partial drfught visited a great
Pottion of this District in Fasli 1301, it granted remission of agsessment on dry
mm yield little or nothing, This man who is still the Revenue I nspector
of the very same range for more than 6 years, was not in terms with us the ryots
of the village vide Ex, 48, on whose lands dry remissions were freely granted or
Postponétnent of kist collections sanctioned. The Revenue Inspector having mis-
¥eprésented the Jamabandi officer, got the assessment charged. 1n an appeal
pétition presented, the Collector granted remission of assessment after a
fapsé of 3 years as already represented. All this unnecessary trouble is the
résult of false representation of the condition of appellant’s lands by the Revenue
fniﬁeb‘ﬁoi' then for which he rightly deserves censure. On the mahazar petition
présented by appellants and the ryots of Antapur against the Revenué Inspector
4s regards remission of assessment in 93 his animosity towards them assumed a
fal appéarance and he showed his uncontrollable spirit in the shape of frequent
réports against them, The Collector and the Tahsildar added fael to the ever

kindling cinders by lending their casy ears which prompted him to submit his
weéll colored reports is floods.

The present Pahsildar M. Sambasivi Row Naide’s action. In 1893 he

‘Bheemasaina Row; sent for one of the appellants, and asked him to give up a portion

of puttd land ( Rumnahland) required by the Commissariat Department which he
refased on the score thatit is the property of minors who may after attaining
majority file a civil suit for an illegal alienation of their lands. But the Tahsildar
promised to give other lands in exchange.

Bheemasana Row desired a fresh grant of land, or ready money com-
pensation. The whole record may be sent for and perused. Neither fresh grant
of land not ready money compensation was allowed after the forcible relinquish-
meut of lands required by the Commissariat Department,

o
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ourt, ¢ cree was obta‘ined against him which is sufficient to prove his
ige. ,quemry enquiries were held and tire Collector at last ordered to pay
years k assessment on such excesses and then to include the same uuder patta.
: mﬂnnt‘s representation in person, he remitted the charge improperly made,
3 m._c»;ni!.?'wdingl No. 2,8-39_‘ and No, ﬁl—;%l,;' are enclosed for kind perusal
ipeebir: #L
e The conduct of R. Kristna singh is also open to blame. because he wrote
a false diary on 21st and 22nd September 1894 when he left his range without
permission to Bellary. The matter went to the notice of the Divisional officer who
let him off with a fine of One Rupee, vide Exs 49 & 50, a punishment too
Jenient for such a gerious offence of writing a wilfully false diary by a res=
ponsible public servant on which the Board attach so much regard in its,
Proceedings  ( about Revenue Inspector’s and their responsibility ). ~ He
deserves a more severe punishment. He is an untrustworthy public servant
not fit to hold a responsible post henow holds. The record may be kindly
sent for. For more than one or two years after he came to this range he
never reported against the appellants. He began to pour reports against them
when they did not comply with his request of loan which was beyond their
power to comply with. He got Bheemasena Row assessed with an income tax of
Rs. 42 He deposed in 1896 in the District Muansiff’s Court at Narayanadevara-
Kkerri in a suit between him and the appellant that he got no incometax though he
. 30 or 40 Thousand Rupees besides two houses at Bellary and Raidrug.
This man in consequence of his being on the Gadiganur range which is a Railway
Station and by which he can without the knowledge of the Tahsildar or the
Divisional officer leave his range for Bellary where there is his father now a
pensioner. He deserves to be transferred to other Taluks where he cannob easily
afford to visit Bellary except with permission. He intends to build a house at
Hospet close to that now built by the Tahsildar and to possess lands. According
to public servants manual, he is strictly prohibited to do so. He has friends and
relatives in this District to help him. The Tahsildar has his own house newly
built at Hospet and intends to bave lands too. He has friends and relatives too.
As Hospet is a Taluk having wet lands and as such the Tahsildars who come here
will make up houses and lands for instance, (1) V. Custury Setty (2) Akilandam
Modliar (3) Mayandi Pillay &c. They have doue 50 in conseguence of their long
stay in the Taluk and siding parties.

“_._______a_.__a—-—-—-————""—"“_"
Guardian Press, Mount Road, Madras.
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- Previous Collectors, on elaborate enquiry, and other
the respective < Villages is unjust and illegal as they have
oyment from time immemorial.

g,, 3 Paimaish. | Survey, Nature of the Lands no i
= | B : e ‘ Grounds in support of Col. 10 by means of
- |~ @ 4 § B . ——— -
® | o < = = o~ T
f“: B = 51 < ____50: g §.-' ' Previous Collectors’ orders-
S |3 —S = “§ = S & . h approving the statements
2 S 13 T"s s | = 20 5 Puttas, Muchilikas or such other | of the Divisional Officers to Other miscellanous
Z‘ = % k. < 2 - | documentary evidences. the effect that there was explanations,
% ) 3 J 5‘: e f no fraud, that the resump-
: e tion is illegal &e.
! - o i ¢ 12 13
S e |27 875 48 15652 & @
~ 2 Ted : 3
| g 23 ;: 9-55 | 59 | 5-41 gi': . lands| For these numbers 27, & 28, there| Vide Exhibits entered in| These are in my enjoy-
' k] b B 500 mf g |old chains in breadth a not to, Jare Pattas granted in Faslies 1272—|Column 8 Para 1. viz :— ment on Putta, ever since
g | SSE |t columns 11 and 1 (1861-62) 1276-(1865-66) and 1287- il the time of my father ; since
8 558 | |orepaita byttt } (1876-77). Vide Exs. VI, V11, V111,|Exhibit 1 (Cols 11&12)) 1355 1o obtained them on
. | & »2¢€ [thatitisa FW 4 These Pattas will show that numbers| d° 1L (Cols 6 & 11) | garkhast and transfer. The
? S5 |by Mr. Maﬁfﬁ". . 97 & 28 are Vanka Anadi and contain| 4° 111 darkhast application or the
232 |11 of Ex giiujh‘ date trees, Knowing that these lands| 9° v transfer Register of this cgse
23 g% III B. III*@;::ﬂ-ﬁj;jgﬁﬂ‘“ were Vanka and that they coutained| 9° v being more than 10 years old
S : S |in 1885 (Vide Ei&”' oy date trees, the then Officers granted were according to the rules of
el -1l | ) and by Mr : :
223 o |rich (Ex. I¥.) ‘onthn St g us a Puatta for such VankaAnadi con- the Government, destroyed.
-~ q-gf officer Mr. Vaughan in “p:;:m&d‘.. g taining date trees and it cannot be The absence of these records
K 5 & 2 | Tremenheere should Mhm hﬁ? cancelled Vide Standing Order No. in there cases cannot be a
. s o ) 2 |including the Sunej Dt h 30 and also many High Court cause for doubting the genu-
k] T S 2the lands ing o "mg’;uf Rulings, ineness of the darkhast or
-253 g as those i n8pectsd J"-f‘,’ﬂ&{i 4 ili transfer.
= 5o 2|2 those In question or that 2. Muchilikas, Exs. IX, and X,
8525 bers are dlﬁ'e&mw 3 executed by a toddy renter to the ,
5.2 £85 |strange. (4 40 L0 ;m‘&s' [# Pautadar of Nos, 27 & 28)( Bheemasain
| g §° ? 5| 3 These PORRGE gt/ 7 .‘ Row) for t.he tuc}dy contract of the
= .§ T 2 |other trees. This is n B date trees in 1875 shew that the trees
= 8O°% | water nor isit Fi* ’ 4 were in our enjoyment.
& o |. it i .
ﬂ% S § nto a small V i 3. The Civil Court’s Decree passed
" "~ |lands are ? on an abkari contractor in favor of
vab?e. So ! your petitioner in 1890 for loss sus- 4
’ tained by him in consequence of the
Y contractor’s interference in the date
) ~rftem— trees in the lands in question 4
" (Ex. X1),
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Coll ~ on elaborate enquiry, and othet
ective Villages is unjust and illegal as they have

om time immemorial.

vﬁ;tﬁim _ Grounds in support of Col. 10 by means of

| Puttas, Muchilikas or such other

documentary evideuces.

Previous Collectors’ orders
approving the statements
of the Divisional Officers to
the effect that there was
no fraud, tbat the resump-
tion is illegal &c.

Other miscellanous
explanations,

11

12

13

.
:

t

Neither the
~ Act tobe
.gxpl_iod» nor |
‘the land be

. Pattas Exhibits (VI, V1T, V111,
. | Pattas once granted cannot be cancel-
. |led. Under 8. O. and the several
- | High Court Rulings.

Patta, Ex. X1L

Mr. Sewell’s Proceedings
in 1893, page 3 which says
that in these cases Patta may
stand. Mr. Hannay,the Head
Assistant Collector and Mr,
Stuart the thenCollector were
also of opinion that there
was no fraud,

The bounduries given inthe
Paimaish cannot be accurate
'as to correspond with what
is given in the Survey- The
' lands in question are 7ig zag
|like serpant’s crawling- There
is no plan in the Paimaish,
So the Collector’s finding
fault in the description of
the boundaries and inferring
therefrom fraud, is unjust.
This remark is applicable to.-
the above case as well as to
all wherever the Collector
touches the boundaries

W hanthe land was darkhast-
ed there were no trees. The
present trees were planted
by me. Please call for the
Land Register and see. The
copies Wwere denied to us.
They will convince ‘you that

=
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ds in support of Col. 10 by means of

g ;Gh’elaborate enquiry, and other
lages is unjust and illegal as they have
1emorial. :
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r Puttas, Muchilikas or such other

Previous Collectors’ orders
approving the statements

' | of the Divisional Officers to Other miscellaneous
‘ ‘eﬁﬁbﬂﬁf, evidences, the effect that there was explanations,
! b - : no fraud, that the resump-
: : tion is illegal &e.
1 11 12 13

huts. They ;mie fo; some d,gxg;, and
is temporary ; they pay annually
remain; when they go away

land. No date trees.
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-§ Paimaish, | Survey, Nature of the
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resum
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s granted to us nor does the ¢
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ranted to us ex
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nge.
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&S

: »z',l;‘liia Column is left blank, because no co

Not to be
done so.

Not to be
resutced,

‘As Tnam bearing quit-rent and
for reasons stated in column 8, this
should not be interfered with,

There are Pattas (Ex XV). Pattas

once granted cannot be cancelled
under S, O. and the several High
Court Rulings,

there were no trees. There—
fore the whole should be
left to me on putta.

Note :—Vide also

Explanation against Malla-
puram below which is
applicable to all cypher
numbers that may be
found in this statement,

Mr. Sewell’s Proceedings
No. 1295 of 26 6-91. (Exhibit
X1IV) which clearly says
there i8 no fraud in this
case and that the Pattadar
cannot be ousted.

|
|
.'.
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documentary evidences.

Previous Collectors’ orders

approving the statements

of the Divisional Officers to

the effect that there was

no fraud, that the resump-
tion is illegal &ec.

Other miscellaneous
explanations,

1E

12

13

Not to be
00 80 but

¥i Oimly

‘the Putta Juo

~ powin

existence

should be
eft undis-

- turbed.

}

’rﬂ‘oﬁ to be

“done so,

—

; Patta of 73 (Ex XV.) There was

‘[no fraud. Vide Mr, Sewell’s order

Ex XIV which says that his long
e}ujgymem (Vide Ex XVII XVIII,
1X and XX) should be counsidered
and the Patta respected ; on the face

of this, the Patta cannot be cancelled
under S. O. No. 30.

M Pattas (Ex XV ) Nofraud. (Ex

1V,) so Putta cannot be cancelled
der Board’s Standing Order and the
;igh Court = Rulings. For long
joyment see also Exhibits XVI1I,
i

i

Do Do Vide Pattas
(Exhibits XXII and XXIIIL)

.

Do sud also Exs. XXIV.

Mr. Master’s Order No.
60 of 1874 (Ex XXI) which
confirms the Putta. See
also Exhibits I and II, Mr,
Sewell’s order clearly says
“no fraud.” He cannot be
ousted *“ He has always had
possession of them ;" « to

settle this once for all &c”
Ex X1V.

The land was for a long
time in our enjoyment. As it
contained many prickly pear
in Fasli 89, we retained one
acre and relinquished the
remaining 8 acies, In Fasli
96 we again darkhasted for

j ! the said 5 acres and got a
" Putta for the whole number
:

R
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8 Collectors, on elaborate enquiry, and other

Mmmctlve Villages is unjust and illegal as they have
1t frem time immemorial.

Grounds in support of Col. 10 by means of

Previous Collectors’ orders
, approving the statements
i Puattas, Muchilikas or such other of the Divisional Officers to Other miscellaneous
; documentary evideuces, the effect that there was explanations,
§ no fraud, that the resump-
; tion is illegal &c.

12 13

of 6 acres and odd. At that
time there was only prickly-
pear but not any tree, We
tried to remove the prickly
pear for cultivation of the
land, But it was impossi-
ble and: we planted Babul
and kanuga trees so that
they might serve the agricul-
tural purposes. Vide Puttas
of Faslies 1277 and 1289
Exhibits XXII, XXIII and
| XXI1V.

the Collec=

copy of ‘
ure of each item or the

»
-%
o
fas}
Q
=
=]
e
(=]
g'
°

o

%

|
‘ i - Pattas and Head Assistant Col-
lector’s Orders Exs ; quoted in col. 8
viz XXI1I, XX1V, and XVI.

& =l W3

These land were got by us on |
‘Being an Inam long in our enjoy-

ment, it should not be interfered
with.The vanka takes its rise from our

lown Inam and not from any Govern-
ment land.
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Nature of the Landq now T

&

By the Collector

under appeal,

D | Name of the Puttadar.

b |Extent (in Acres)

o0 Extent in Acres.

N |in the Order now

-1~
¥

Narasinga Kow and

Streenivasa Row

; Karumgl Kow and
Streenivasa Row

"T'his Column is left blank, because no copy of the Board's

o

ed to us nor does the copy of the Collec~

grant.

Proceedings is

Poramboke Vanka with date |
Ex XXV dee nluo Snueyu

he

water,

L

Mr. Sewell 'j“
msy stand, All olj; rel
bltsquotedmtheaﬂw %rj a
well. The vanka “Pf
flowing into oni' oq' ank
‘niandeato tr ‘“m

plan B& us for our &

plain the nature of each item or t
he resumption of the lands. :

~ necessity for t

ted to us ex

‘tor’s Order gran

o:;der, wj. t Jt"a%:

..\;%_n fri" A

3 Prbviouﬂ Collectors, on elaborate enquiry, and other
in the respective Villages is unjust and illegal as they have
nent from time immemorial.

. - Grounds in support of Col. 10 by means of

Puttas, Muchilikas or such other

Previous Collectors’ orders
approving the statements
of the Divisional Officers to

Other miscella.i:eoul

documentary evidences, the effect that there was explanations,
no fraud, that the resump-
tion is illegal &c.
s 4 12 13

ot to be

~done so

ﬁot to be
i;dbn‘e 80,
- Putta

should be

respected.

1

Patta of 1885 (Exh XXV), The
lands have been in our long enjoyment
Vide Ex XX VI On the face of such
Pattas and agreements it is not just
that a Patta should be cancelled. In
Exh X VI the Head Assistaut Collec-
tor says that the trees in theland
should be enjoyed by the Pattadar.

Patta cannot be cancelled as there
is no fraud in this. There are also
agreements of 1875 and 1880 to show
that the date trees are in our enjoy-
ment. (Vide Exs. XXVII, and
XXVIIL)

~ Patta cannot be cancelled. The
seven trees are in our enjoyment Vide
Exhibits above quoted.

These five fields have been in our
enjoyment for a long time. The Patta,
referred to in colm 8, was granted to
us in 1883 when the Shrotriem came
into the hands of the Government.
But long before this, we were enjoying

Mr Sewell has said in his
Order of 1893 that putta
for No. 21 will not be can-
celled and that No. 8 had
already been disposed off.
While so it is unjust that
these cases should be reope-
ned and illegally dispoesed of,

Mr, Sewell’s order says
clearly that Putta should
stand in the three cases,
Also see Ex. XVI (the
Head Assistant Collector’s
Qrder.)

says Putta will stand.”

Head Assistant Collector’s
Order (Ex. XVI) says that
the trees shoud be left to us
and that this vanka belovgs
to the Shrotriem Hosahally,
the trees being in the Shio-

Mr. ¢ Sewell’s order which '
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Gdl!éetors, on elaborate enquiry, and other

’ﬂlé reSpeetwe Villages is unjust and illegal as they have
1ent ﬁom tlme lmmemonal ’

R e

- Grounds in support of Col. 10 by means of

i .

5 |

Puttas, Muchilikas or such other
I, documentary evidences,

]

11

' 3
tiiem from the Shrot.riemdar. There
|ig no fraud. The trees are in our

‘Joyment Vide, agreement of 1872
(Ex XXIX.)

se | The Pattas, shown in column 8, are

- |neither condjtional nor fraudulent.
- | Therefore Pattas should not be can-
|celled. * See dm Ex V&XVL

| _s

.-'.A .

Patta, quoted in eohmn 8, cannot be
ca.ncelled. Ex X VI shows that there

‘ouidl;'o is no fraud Ex XXXVI is a

pected. Tahsildar’s Tukid to Village officers in
1860 that noue should be allowed to
uimfero and tap the trees on these
lqnda without the Pattadar’s permis-
mn. See also Muchilica by Siddappa
for enjoyment of trees. Ex XXXVII

?o Ex V.

Previous Collectors’ orders

approving the statements

of the Divisional Officers to

the effect that there was

no fraud, that the resump-
tion is illegal &e.

12

triem ruined tank of Daro-
jamma.

As there is no fraud, as
the Survey Superintendent
certifiesin Ex V. The Patta
cannot be cancelled.

Regarding this, Vide judg-
ment of 1869 of the District
Munsift (Ex XXXII) confir-
med by the District Court
in 1870 (Vide Ex XXXIII
the other sheets of which
were not returned to us by
the Collector ) These judg-
ments say that Hanumappa
mentioned in column 2 of
this statement as Patta-
dar of the Number is not a
fictitious name but a god’s
name.

Other miscellaneous
explanations,
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: Mle respectwe Villages is unjust and illegal as they have
- from time immemorial.
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approving the statements

of the Divisional Officers to

the effect that there was

no fraud, that the resump-
tion is illegal &e.
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resume or interfere with, it.

s cq be melnded in our Patta

S fere now.

jBeing an enfranchised Inam, the
quit-rent is being paid. As such it
is unjust that Government should

.

-

}Tﬁ‘ére is Putta ; no frand. Trees
re planted by us, So excess also is

B
-

i

T?tledéa&' and for reasons and ex.
plhnatxon given in column 8 it is
unjust that chernment should inter-

:
5 14

‘There is no fraud. There is Putta
There are Muchilicas. (Ex XXXVIII,
XXXIX of 1285 and 1889). There is
a Civil Court decree to show that

Hanumappa is a God’s name and not
a fictitious person, (Exs XXXII and
XXXIII). This Pattadar,GodHanum-
appa has lands in’this village & also in
Auntapuram for the celebratioa of car

festival of Antapuram.

Collector is biased. He
erroneously says that Bhee-
masana Row is the Karnam
of this village but he is not,
Vide order dismissing him
which shows that that village
is not one of which he was

Karpam ExXL.
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1e Previous Collectors, on elaborate enquiry, and other
in the respective Villages is unjust and illegal as they have

Grounds in support of Col. 10 by means of

Previous Collectors’ orders
| approving the statements
Puttas, Muchilikas or such other | of the Divisional Officers to Other miscellaneous
- documentary evidences. the effect that there was explanations,
no fraud, that the resump-
tion is illegal &ec.

11 | | 12

There is no fraud. Thereis Putta | Collector is biased. He

There is a Civil Court decree to show |erroneously says that Bhee-

that Hanumappa is a God’s name and [masana Row is the Karnam

nota fietitious person, (BExs XXXII |of this village but he is not,|

and XXXIILI). This Pattadar, God|Vide order dismissing him,

Hanumappa has lands in this village | which shows that that village:

and also in Antapuram for the celeb-|is mot one of which he was

|81ve cyp ¢ vation of car festival of Antapuram. | Karnam ExXL.
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Patta cannot be cancelled as there| Agq regards No. 73, Mr_|
, |is no fraud. The trees are in our en-|Goodrich in 1889 ordered

L

|joyment. This also was got on trans- that the well and the road

fekadsy 10} ¥V xd oal should be subdivided and the

'. . 4 o8 rest to be given to the Peti-
tioners (Vide Ex XLII). In
Ex XVI the Head Assistant
Collector says that the three
Ubbalagundi Vankas and the
trees thereon should be given
to your Petitioner. Vide Ex
V for exactness of Survey.

Patta cannot be cancelled. No Mr. Master’s Order
fraud. The trees have been in our Ex XLIV.
enjoyment for a long time. Vide Exh
XLV. (Muchilika of 1872 to show
that trees are ours.)
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g ‘Submitted to the Board along with the Appeal petition
-;‘Biﬁeemalu'u Row and 8 others against the Order of the Collec
- directing the resumption of their certain lands,

APPENDIX (.
LIST OF EXHIBITS,

by Antapuram
tor of Bellary

Appendix A. A short account of the origin and growth of illfeeling existing

between the petitioners and the three Subordinate Revenue
officers,

The statement of grounds showing the illegality of the
Collector's Order to resume certain fields belonging to the
Petitioners on the face of long-standing Pattas Muchilikas and
Orders of several Colleotors which prove no fraud in the
acquisition of lands,

Collector’s Order No, 2668—21-7-95 directing the resumption of
certain _lands,

Collector’s Proceedings dated 11-8-96, with reference to para 6
of the above order,

| nﬁ I. Mr. Masters Statement dated 17th January* 73 showing the extent

Do IIL

of the fields, the length and breadth of the Vankas, cultivable
and uncultivable lands and the duration of the Petitioners
enjoyment,

Mr. Master’s Statement dated 8th November’ 73 showing the
Vanka Anady Poramboke and the number of date trees and
the time during which they have been in the Petitioners’
enjoyment,

Mr. Master's order No. 60—2-12-74 confirming the Patta of
the lands and the date trees thereon in the Petitioner’s
names.

The Tahsildar's Takid to the Village Officers of Tumati
No- 1075—18-12-74 on the order by Mr. Master No.

- 60—2-12-74.

Do IIL A. Endorsement by the Deputy Collector on the petition of
' Ediga Thimmappa toddy sub-renter at Tumati refusing to
interfere in the matter on his behalf as the matter had

already been disposed of by the Collector.




3

‘,lxhlbits‘xv.'ll. Lease deed for Nagalabanda date trees for the year 1875.

Do XVIII Lease deed for the date trees on the fields at Nagalabanda

executed in 1§72,
SN NEX. .. Do executed in 1876,
RO RX. ¢ Do executed in 1885,
B e s it s
Do m Patta for the lands in Vitlapuram for the year 1877,
Do ml. " Do for the year 1885
ﬁo m Do 1877
Jo Xxv . Patta for the lands in Aiyanahally 1885
XXVI. Leasedeed for the date trees in Aiyanahally executed in 1875
XXVII Lease deed for the date trees in Marutla executed in 1875
XXVIII. Do 1880

XXIX. Lease deed for the date trees in Hosahaily (now clubbed with
Chikkantapur) executed in 1872.

m Patta for the lands in Antapur granted to Hanumappa and
Hanumantha Row for the year 1866,

XXXI. Do granted to Hauumappa, Narasinga Row and
Sreenivasa Row for the year 1893,

XXXII. Judgment of District Munsiff stating that Hanumappa is not
' a fictitious person but a God in the year 1869 0. S. No. 334,
XXXIII. Judgment by the Distriet Coart on the same subject. Oue

of the pages was not returned by the Collector,

XXXIV. Patta for the lands at Antapur for the year 1368
XXXV, - Do 1871,
XXXVI, Tahsildar’s Letter No. 6—14-5-1860. To the late Narasinga

Row, (Grandfather of Narasinga Row and Sreenivasa Row)
informing him that certain date trees belong to him.

XXXVIL Lease deed of date trees in Antapur executed in the year
about 35 years ago (The Hindu year Durmuty).

XXXVIII. Lease deed of Date trees on the lands belong to the God
Hanumappa in Mallapur executed in the year 1885.
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